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III.   New  Mbmbbes  Sworn. 

TdUBSDAT,  June  30. 

Tiverton, — Right  Hon.  Viscount  Palmerston,  First  Commissioner  of  the  Treasury-* 

Re-elected. 
London. — Right  Hon.  Lord  John  Russell,  Secretary  of  State — Re-elected. 
New  Radnor, — Right  Hon.  Sir  George  Corne wall  Lewis,  Bart.,  Secretary  of  State 

"^Re-elected, 
Halifax. — Right  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Wood,  Bart.,  Secretary  of  State — Re-elected. 
Morpith. — Right  Hon.  Sir  George  Grey,  BarU,  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  hun- 

CAsier— Re-elected. 
Ashtoh-under-Lyne^R^ghi  Hon.  Thomas  Milner  Gibson,  Commissioner  of  Poor  Laws 

— Re-elected. 
Oxford  City. — Right  Hon.  Edward  Cardweli,  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland— -Re-elected. 
Lewes, — Right  Hon.  Henry  FitzRoy,  First  Commissioner  of  Works — Re-elected. 
Calne. — Right  Hon.  Robert  Lowe,  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 

Education — Re-elected. 
Levonport. — Right  Hon.  Jamos  Wilson,  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade — 

Re-elected. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. — Right  Hon.  Thomas  Emerson  Headlam  —  Judge  Advocate 

— Re-elected. 
Wolverhampton.-^8\r  Richard  Bethell,  Attorney  General — Re-elected. 
Reading. — Sir  Henry  Singer  Keating,  Solicitor  General — Re-elected. 
Wigtown  District  of  Burghs. -^Siv  William  Dunbar,  Bart.,  Commissioner  of  the  Troa- 
'  sury — Re-elected. 
Record  J^orou^A.— Samuel  Whitbread,  Esq.,  Commissioner   of  the  Admiralty-— 

Re-elected. 
Sandwich. — Edward  Hugessen  Knatchbull-Hugessen,  Commissioner  of  the  Treasury 

— Re-elected. 

Friday,  July  1. 
Norwich. — Right  Hon.  Viscount  Bury,  Comptroller  of  the  Household — Re-elected. 
Wilts  {Southern  Division), -—Ulght  Hon.  Sidney    Herbert,   Secretary   of    State — 
Re-elected. 
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Exchequer — Be-elected, 
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ChnmeL — John  Bagwell,  Esq.,  CommisBioner  of  the  Treasury — Be-^eleeted, 
Monmouth  County. — Poulett  George  Henry    Somerset,   Esq.,   v.   Colouel  Edward 
Arthur  Somerset,  Chiltern  Hundreds. 

Wednesday,  July  6. 
Northampton  ^oroti^A.— -Right  Hon.  Lord  Henley,  v.  Right  Hon.  Rohert  Vernon 
Smith,  now  Baron  Lyveden. 

Thursday,  July  7. 
Ennis. — Right    Hon.    John    David    FitzQerald,    Attorney  General   for   Ireland — 

Ee-elected. 
Kerry. — Right  Hon.  Viscount  Castlerosse,  Treasurer  of  the  Household — Be-elected. 
Lichfield. — Lord  Alfred  Henry  Paget,  Chief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal — Be-^lected» 
Marylehone.  —  Right  Hon.  Lord  Fermoy,  o.  Right  Hon.  Sir  Benjamin  Hall,  Bart., 

now  Baron  Llanover. 

Friday,  July  8. 
Ohucester  County  ( Western  Division). — Lieutenant  Colonel  Rohert  Nigel  Fitzhardinge 
Eingscote,  Groom  in  Waiting — Be-elected. 

Monday,  July  11. 
Edinburgh  City. — Right  Hon.  James  Moncreiff,  Lord  Advocate — Be-elected, 
Cork  City. — Francis  Lyons,  Esq.,  v.  William  Trant  Fagan,  Esq.,  Deceased. 

Tuesday,  July  12. 
Cork  County. — Rickard  Deasy,  Esq.,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland — Be-elected. 
Ashton-under-Lync-^'Right  Hon.  Thomas  Milner  Gibson,  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  '—Be-elected. 
Wolverhampton. — Right  Hon.  Charles  Pelham  Villiers,  Commissioner  of  Poor  Laws 

— Be-elected, 


Eyy^?l     BY  THE    QUEEN. 

A   PROCLAMATION, 

For  Dissolving  thaprem^  Parliament,  and  declaring  the  CalKng  of  Another. 

Victoria  R. 

WHEREAS  We  have  thought  fit,  by  and  with  the  Advice  of  Our  Privy 
Council,  to  dissolve  this  present  Parliament,  which  stands  prorogued  ta 
Thursday  the  Fifth  Day  of  May  next :  We  do  for  that  End,  publish  this  Our 
Royal  Proclamation;  and  do  hereby  dissolve  the  said  Parliamest  accordingly; 
and  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  the  Knights,  Citizens,  and  Burg- 
esses, and  the  Commissioners  for  Shires  and  Burghs,  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, are  discharged  from  their  Meeting  and  Attendsmce  on  the  said  7%ter^- 
day  the  Fifth  D«y  of  May  next :  And  We,  being  desirous  and  resolved,  as 
soon  as  may  be,  to  meet  Our  People,  and  to  have  their  Advice  in  Parlia- 
ment, do  hereby  make  known  to  all  Our  loving  Subjects  Our  Royal  Will, 
and  Pleasure  to  call  a  new  Parliament :  And  do  hereby  further  declare 
that,  with  the  Advice  of  Our  Privy  Council,  We  have  given  Order  that  Our 
Chancellor  of  that  Part  of  Our  United  Kingdom  called  Great  Britain,  and 
Our  Chancellor  of  Ireland  do  respectively,  upon  Notice  thereof,  forthwith 
issue  out  Writs,  in  due  Form  and  according  to  Law,  for  calling  a  new  Par- 
liament. And  We  do  hereby  also,  by  this  Our  Royal  Proclamation  under 
Our  Great  Seal  of  Our  United  Kingdom,  require  Writs  forthwith  to  be 
issued  accordingly  by  Otir  said  Chancellors  respectively,  for  causing  the 
Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  who  are  to  serve  in  the  said 
Parliament,  to  be  duly  retm*ned  to,  and  give  their  Attendance  In,  Our  said 
Parliament :  which  Writs  are  to  be  returnable  on  Tuesday  the  Thirty-first 
Day  of  May  next. 

Given  at  Our  Court  at  Windsor ,  this  Twenty- third  Day  of  April 
in  the  Year  of  Our  Lord  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
fifty-nine,  and  in  the  Twenty  second  Year  of  Our  Reign. 

GOD  SAVE  THE  QUEEN. 


THE    MINISTRY 

Of  th£  earl  of  DERBY  as  it  stood  at  the  Meeting  of  Paruaicekt. 


THE  CABINET. 

Firtt  Lord  of  the  Treasury  .        .  Right  Uon.  Earl  of  Debbt. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Lord  Chelmsford. 

President  of  the  Coancil      ....  Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Salisbubt. 

Lord  FriT7  Seal Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Uabdwickb. 

S«,retory  of  State.  Home  Depwtment         .  {^I^x co^i."'*'"  '^"'^  ^""  ^°^"  Sothoo. 

Secretary  of  State,  Foreign  Department  .        Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Malmbsbubt. 

Secretary  of  State  for  Colonies    .        .        .    Right  Hon.  Sir  Edwabd  Geobob  Bulwbb  Ltttov»  Bt. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War      .        i  Right  Hon.  Joratsan  Peel. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India         .  .    Right  Hon.  Lord  Staklbt. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    .        •  Right  Hon.  Bbrjahin  Disrabu. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty        .        .        .     Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Somebset  PAUNGTORy  Bt. 

President  of  the  Board  of  IVade      .  .         Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Donouohmobb. 

^  BSudTn'jr^^^^^    ""!  ^?'^'  *'''*  ^"^^!}  ^«^*  ^^'^^  ^^  J^"  J^»  »^"'«'  ^^^^"• 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 
General  Commanding-in-Chief         .        .         H.R.H.  Duke  of  Cambbidob. 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  .        .    His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Mobtbosb. 
Postmaster  General         ....        Right  Hon.  Lord  Colchbbtbb. 
^'X'i^oFt^;  •"'  Vioo-Prerident  J  ^^  ^^^ 

President  of  the  Board  of  Health  and  yice-^ 

President  of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Coun-  >  Right  Hon.  Chablbs  Bowtbr  Addbrlet. 

oU  for  Education  ,        .        •        ,     ) 

Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Poor  Law  .        .    Earl  of  March. 

Lord.ofthaT«a.ary    .       .       .       .     {^t -dT™  BrJ^"^'«!^' '''°~*-' 

i  Vice- Admiral  Willluc  Fanshawb  Martin,  Vice  Admi- 
ral the  Hon.  Sir  Richard  SaundbbsDundas,  K.C.B., 
Rear  Admiral  Sir  Hbmbt  Johic  Lebkb,  K.O.B.,  Itear 
Admiral  Alexander  Milne,  K.C.B.,  and  the  Hon. 
Fredkrick  Ltoon. 

Joint  S«,r.tarie.  of  th.T«,«u,y     .       .     {«"sJ^o»  ^^^No^ro^U'^r"'  ^'•' ""' ^''' 

Secretary  of  the  Admiralty.        .        .         .  Right  Hon.  Henrt  Thomas  Lowrt  Corrt. 

Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  Frederick  Winn  Kniout,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  .  Gathornb  Hardt,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflkirs         .  Wjluam  Robert  Seymour  Veset  FitzGerald,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies         .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Carnarvon. 

Under  Secretary  for  War         .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Rossltn. 

Under  Secretary  for  India    ....  Henrt  James  Bailue,  Esq. 

Judge  Advocate  General  .        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  John  Robebt  Mo wbbat. 

Attorney  General Sir  FitzRot  Kbllt,  Knt. 

Solicitor  General Sir  Hugh  M'Calmont  Cairrs,  Knt. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  Charles  Baillib. 

Solicitor  General David  Mure,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  Lieutenant Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Eolintor. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Joseph  Napier. 

Chief  Secretary Right  Hon.  Lord  Naas. 

Attorney  General    .        .        .        :        .        Right  Hon.  James  Whiteside. 
Solicitor  General John  Gbobqb,  Esq. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Exeteb. 

Lord  Chamherlain Right  Hon.  Earl  De  la  Wabr. 

Master  of  the  Horse        ....  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Beaufort. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household.        .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Claud  Hamilton. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household  .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Geobob  Cecil  Weld  Fobester. 

Vice  Chamherlain  of  the  Household      .         .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Viscount  Newport. 

Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Shrewsbubt  and  Talbot. 

Captain  of  the  Teomen  of  the  Guard        .  Right  lion.  Ix>rd  de  Ros. 

Muter  of  the  Buokhounds  ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

Chief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal    .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Colvills  of  Culbors. 

Mistress  of  the  Rohes         ....  Duchess  of  Manchebtbr. 
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As  FORMED  BY  VISCOUNT  PALMERSTON  in  tab  Month  of  June,  1859. 


THE  CABINET. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  .        .  ,     Right  Hon.  Viscount  Palmerstow. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Lord  Campbbll. 

President  of  the  Council       ....     Right  Hon.  Earl  Gbanyiixe. 

Lord  Privy  Seal His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Abotll. 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department  .    Right  Hon.  Sir  Gbobos  Cornbwall  Lkwis,  Bt. 
Secretary  of  State,  Foreign  Department    .        Right  Hon.  Lord  John  Russell. 

Secretary  of  State  for  Colonies      .        .  .     His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War         .        .        .  '    ilight  Hon.  Sidney  Hebbebt. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  .        .  .     Right  Hon.  Sir  Chables  Wood,  Bt. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer     .        .        .         Right  Hon.  William  Ewabt  Gladstone. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty         .        .  .     His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Sohebsbt. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade     .        .         Right  Hon.  Thomas  Milner  Gibson. 
Postmaster  General          ....         Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Elgin. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster   .  .     Right  Hon.  Sir  George  Gret. 
Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Poor  Law  Beard .     Right  Hon.  Charles  Pelham  Villiers. 

Chief  Secrctai7  for  Ireland  .        .  .     Right  Hon.  Edward  Cardwsll. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 
General  Command  ing-in-Chief         .        .         II.R.H.  Duke  of  Cambridob. 
PaymMter  of  the  Forces,  and  Vice-PresidontX  Right  Uon.  Ja-ks  Wn,80N. 
of  the  Board  of  Trade       .        .         .         /      ^ 

""t^^^^t^^"^^  ''  ^';^^^)  Right  Hon.  ROBERT  LOWE. 

^*'%ifudTi'"''°^''  ""^  ^*''^'  ^^  ^*'^^''\  ^'^^^  "''°-  ^"''"'^  Fi"RoT. 

T     J     r  XI-    m  r Edward  Hugessen  Knatchbull,   Esq.,   Sir  William 

Lords  of  the  Treasury  .        .        .        .  |     Dunbar,  Bt.,  and  John  Bagwell,  E^ 

r  Vice  Admiral  the  Hon.  Sir  Richard  Saunders  Dundas, 
J      K.C.B.,  Rear  Admiral  tha  Hon.  Frederick  Thomas 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty    .        .        .        .      j      Pelham,  C.B.,  Captain  Charles  Eden,  C.B.,  Captain 

^     Cb  vrles  Frederick,  and  Samuel  Whitbread,  Esq. 

T  .  .  o       i.    •       f  XI-    m  rHon.  Henrt  Booverie  Willlam  Brand,  and  Samubl 

Joint  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  .        .         -<     l^j,o  Esq. 

Secretary  of  the  Admiralty      .         .        .  Rear  Admiral  Lord  Clarence  Edward  Paget,  C.B. 

Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners    .  Charles  Gilpin,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  .  George  Clivs,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  AflEairs  .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Wodehousb. 

Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonics  .        .  Chichester  Samuel  Fortescue,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary  for  War  .         .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Ripon. 

Under  Secretary  for  India    ....  Thomas  George  Baring,  Esq. 

Judge  Advocate  General  ....  Right  Hon.  Thomas  Emerson  Headlam. 

Attorney  GBneral Sir  Richard  Bethell,  Knt. 

Solicitor  General Sir  Henrt  Singer  Keating,  Knt. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  James  Moncreifp. 

Solicitor  General  .....    Edward  Francis  Maitland,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  Lieutenant Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

Lord  Chancellor Right  Uon.  Maziere  Bradt. 

Chief  Secretary Right  Hon.  Edward  Cardwell. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  John  Desmond  Fitigerald. 

Solicitor  General Rickard  Deast,  Esq. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward Right  Hon.  Earl  of  St.  Germans. 

Lord  Chamherlain        .         .         '        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Sydney. 

Master  of  the  Horse        ....  Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Ailesbury. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household         .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Bury. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household  .         .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Proby. 

Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household      .        .  RighUHon.  Viscount  Castlerossi;. 

Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Lord  Foley. 

Captain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard       .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Ducie. 

Master  of  the  Buckhounds   ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Bessborough. 

Chief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal     .        .  Lord  Alfred  Henry  Paget. 

Mistress  of  the  Robes  .        .         .        •  I^uchess  of  Suthkri.and, 
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Ih  the  F1B8T  Session  of  thb  Eightbeitth  Paruamekt  of  tub  UifiTBD 

EuroDOM  OF  Great  Britain  and  Irelaxi). 
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Mem. — According  to  the  Usage  of  Parliament,  tcJien  the  House  appoints  a  Select  Com' 
miUee,  the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their  Mank^ 
beginning  with  the  Highest,  and  so,  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
ence  with  the  Commons,  the  Lord  Highest  in  Rank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order:  But  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purposeof  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron. 


Hii  Royal  Highness  The  Prince  of 
Wales. 

His  Royal  Highness  Georoe  Frederick 
Alexander  Charles  Ernest  Augustus 
Dake  of  Cumberland  and  Teyiotdalb. 
{King  of  Hanover.) 

His  Royal  Highness  George  William  Fre- 
derick Charles  Duke  of  Cambridge. 

John  Bird  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 

Frederic  Lord  Chelmsford,  Lord  Cltan- 
ceUor, 

Thomas  Archbishop  of  York. 

Richard  Archbishop  of  Dublin. 

James  Brownlow  William  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  Lord  President  of  the 
Council, 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke,  Lord 
Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Granville  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Earl 
Marshal  of  England. 

Edward  Adolphus  Duke  of  Somerset. 

Charles  Duke  of  Richmond. 

Henry  Duke  of  Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzboy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Verb  Duke 
of  Saint  Albans. 


George  Godolphin  Duke  of  Leeds.  {In 
another  place  as  Lord  Godolphin.) 

Francis  Duke  of  Bedford. 

William  Duke  of  Deyonshire. 

John  Winston  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

Charles  Cecil  John  DukeK)f  Rutland. 

William  Alexander  Anthony  Archibald 
Duke  of  Brandon.  {Duke  of  Hamilton), 

William  John  Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Drogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pelham  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  Duke  of  Northumberland. 

Arthur  Richard  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Richard  Plantagenet  Duke  of  Bucking- 
ham and  Chandos. 

George  Granville  Duke  of  Sutherland, 
Henry  Duke  of  Cleveland. 

Brownlow   Marquess  of   Exeter,    Lord 

Steward  of  iJte  Household. 
John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 
George  Marquess  of  Tweeddale.  {Elected 

for  Scotland.) 
Henry  Marquess  of  Lansdowne. 
John  Marquess  Townshend. 
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James  Brownlow  William  Marquess  of 
Salisbury.  {In  another  place  as  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,) 

John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Abercorn. 

Richard  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 

Brownlow  Marquess  of  Exeter.  {In 
another  place  as  Lord  Steward  of  the 
Household.) 

Charles  Marquess  of  Northampton. 

George  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 

Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 

George  Horatio  Marquess  of  Cholmonde- 

LEY. 

Henry  Weysford  Charles  Plantagenet 
Marquess  of  Hastings. 

George  William  Frederick  Marquess  of 
Ailesbury. 

George  Thomas  John  Marquess  of  West- 
meath.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Frederick  William  Marquess  of  Bristol. 

Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 

John  Marquess  of  Breadalbane. 
Richard  Marquess  of  Westminster. 

CoNSTANTiNE   Henry    Marquess  of  Nor- 
mandy. 
James  Andrew  Marquess  of  Dalhousie. 

George  John  Earl  De  La  Warr.  Lord 
Chamberlain  of  the  Household, 

Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrewsbury. 

Edward  Geoffrey  Earl  of  Derby. 

Francis  Theophilus  Henry  Earl  of  Hun- 
tingdon. 

Robert  Henry  Earl  of  Pembroke  and 
Montgomery. 

William  Reginald  Earl  of  Devon. 

Charles  John  Earl  of  Suffolk  and  Berk- 
shire. 

William  Basil  Percy  Earl  of  Denbigh. 

John  Earl  of  Westmorland. 

George  Augustus  Frederick  Albemarle 
Earl  ofLiNDSEY. 

George  Harry  Earl  of  Stamford  and 
Warrington. 

George  James  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and 
Nottingham. 

George  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

John  William  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

Arthur  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

James  Thomas  Earl  of  Cardigan. 


George  William  Frederick  Earl  of  Car- 
lisle. 

Walter    Francis    Earl    of   Doncaster 
{Duke  of  Buccleuch  and  Queensherry.) 
Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
Richard  George  Earl  of  Scarbrough. 
George  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 
George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 
George  Earl  of  Jersey. 
John" Earl  Poulett. 

Sholto  John  Earl  of  Morton  {Elected  for 
Scotland,) 

James  Earl  of  Caithness.  {Elected  for 
Scotland,) 

CosPATRicK  Alexander  Earl  of  Home. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Thomas    George    Earl  of    Strathmore. 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 
George  Earl  of  Hadington  {Elected  for 

Scotland.) 

David  Graham  Drummond  Earl  of  Airlie. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

David  Earl  of  Leven  and  Melville. 
{Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Dunbar  James  Earl  of  Selkirk.  {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

Thomas  John  Earl  of  Orkney.  {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Tankerville, 
Heneage  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

Francis  Thomas  de  Grey  Earl  Cowper. 

Philip  Henry  Earl  Stanhope. 

Robert  Earl  of  Harborough. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl  of 
Macclesfield. 

George  William  Richard  Earl  of  Pom- 
fret. 
James  Earl  Graham.  {Buhe  of  Montrose,) 

William  Earl  Waldegrave. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnuam, 

Leicester  Fitzgerald  Charles  Earl  of 

Harrington. 
Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Augustus  Edward  Earl  of  Buckingham- 
shire. 

William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Fitzwil- 

LIAM. 

Francis  Earl  of  Guilford. 
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Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Habdwicke.  {In 
another  place  as  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

William  Thomas  IIouner  Earl  of  Ilches- 

TER. 

George  John  Earl  De  La  Warr.  (In 
another  place  as  Lord  Chamberlain  of 
the  Household,) 

William  Earl  of  Radnor. 

John  Poyntk  Earl  Spencer. 

Henry  George  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  Blundell  Sandys  Trum- 
bull Windsor  Earl  of  Hillsborough. 
(Marquess  of  Dovmshire.) 

George  William  Frederick  Earl  of  Cla- 
rendon. 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

William  Earl  of  Abergavenny. 

George  Augustus  Frederick  John  Earl 

Strange.     (Duke  of  Athol.) 
Ernest  Augustus  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 

CUMBE. 

Hugh  Earl  Fortescue. 

George  Earl  of  Beverley. 

Henry  Howard  Molyneux  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon. 

George  Earl  Cadogan. 

James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

George  John  Danvers  Earl  of  Lanesbo- 
rough.     (Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Francis  William  Earl  of  Charlemont. 
(In  another  place  as  Lord  Charlemont.) 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Stephen  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell.  (Elect- 
ed for  Ireland.) 

Henry  John  Reuben  Earl  of  Portar- 
LiNGTON.     (Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Robert  Earl  of  Mayo.  (Elected  for  Ire- 
land.) 

John  Earl  of  Erne.  (Elected  for  Ire- 
land,) 

John  Otway  O'Connor  Earl  of  Dbsart. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

William  Earl  of  Wicklow.  (Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

George  Charles  Earl  of  Lucan.  (Elect- 
edfor  Ireland,) 

Somerset  Richard  Earl  of  Belmore. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Francis  Earl  of  Bandon.  (Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

James  Alexander  Earl  of  Rosslyn. 

William  Earl  of  Craven. 

Arthur  George  Earl  of  Onslow. 


Charles  Earl  of  Romney. 

Henry  Thomas  Earl  of  Chichbster. 

Thomas  Earl  of  Wilton. 

Edward  James  Earl  of  Powis. 

Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

William  Earl  of  Rosse.  (Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Charles  Herbert  Earl  Manvers. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

William  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Earl  of  Harrowby. 

Henry  Thynne  Earl  of  Harewood. 

Gilbert  Earl  of  Minto. 

Charles  Murray  Earl  Cathcart.* 

James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 

John  William  Spencer  Brownlow  Earl 
Brownlow. 

Edward  Granville  Earl  of  Saint  Ger- 
mans. 

Edmund  Earl  of  Morley. 

George  Augustus  Frederick  Henry  Earl 
of  Bradford. 

Henry  Beauchamp  Earl  Beauchamp. 

Richard  Earl  of  Bantry.  (Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

Thomas  Philip  Earl  De  Grey. 

John  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Richard  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 

Charles  Sommers  Earl  Sommers. 

John  Edward  Cornwallis  Earl  of  Strad- 
broke. 

George  Henry  Robert  Charles  William 
Earl  Vane. 

William  Pitt  Earl  Amherst. 

John  Frederick  Earl  Cawdor. 

WiLLLAM  George  Earl  of  Munster. 

Robert  Dundas  Earl  of  Camperdown. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfield. 

George  Frederick  D*Arcy  Earl  of 
Durham. 

George  Frederick  Samuel  Earl  of  Ripon, 

Granville  George  Earl  Granville. 

Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 

Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 

Charles  Anderson  Worsley  Earl  of  Yar- 
borough. 

James  Henry  Robert  Earl  Innes.  (Duke 
of  Roxhurghe.) 

Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 

William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 
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Thomas  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Charles  Noel  Earl  of  Gainsborough. 

Edward  Earl  of  Ellenborough. 

George  Granville  Francis  Earl  of  El- 

LESMERE. 

John  Earl  of  Strafford. 
Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cottenham. 
Henry  Richard  Charles  Earl  Cowley. 
Charles  John  Earl  Canning. 

Robert  Viscount  Hereford. 
William  Henry  Viscount   Strathallan. 
(Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Henry  Viscount    Bolingbroke  and    St. 
John, 

Evelyn  Viscount  Falmouth. 

George  Viscount  Torrington. 

Augustus  Frederick  Viscount  Leinster. 
(Duke  of  Leinster.) 

Henry  Viscount  Maynard. 

John  Robert  Viscount  Sydney. 

Francis  Wheler  Viscount  Hood. 

Arthur  Viscount  Dungannon.     (Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

Thomas  Viscount  De  Vesci.     (Elected  for 
Ireland). 

James  Viscount  Lipford.  (Elected  for  Ire- 
land.) 

Edward  Viscount  Bangor.     (Elected  for 
Ireland,) 

Hayes  Viscount  Doneraile.    (Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Edward  Jervis  Viscount  St.  Vincent. 

Henry  Viscount  Melville. 

William  Leonard  Viscount  Sidmouth. 

George  Viscount  Gordon.  (Earl  of  Aber- 
deen.) 
Edward  Viscount  Exmouth. 

Richard    John    Viscount     Hutchinson. 
(Earl  of  Donoughmore,) 

William   Thomas    Viscount    Clancarty. 
(Earl  of  Clancarty.) 

Stapleton  Viscount  Combermere. 

Charles  John  Viscount  Canterbury. 

Rowland  Viscount  Hill. 

Charles  Stewart  Viscount  Hardinge. 

Hugh  Viscount  Gough. 

Stratford  Viscount  Stratford  de  Red- 

CLIFFE. 

Charles  Viscount  Eversley 
Archibald  Campbell  Bishop  of  London. 


Charles  Thomas  Bishop  of  Durham. 

Charles  Richard  Bishop  of  Winchester. 

George  Bishop  of  Rochester. 

Henry  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

George  Bishop  of  Peterborough. 

CoNNOP  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Henry  Bishop  of  Worcester. 

AsHHURST  Turner  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

John  Bishop  of  Lichfield. 

Thomas  Bishop  of  Ely. 

Samuel  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

Thomas  Vowler  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 

James  Prince  Bishop  of  Manchester. 

Renn  Dickson  Bishop  of  Hereford. 

John  Bishop  of  Chester. 

Alfred  Bishop  of  Llandaff. 

John  Bishop  of  Lincoln. 

Walter  Kerr  Bishop  of  Salisbury. 

Robert  John  Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wells. 
(In  another  place  as  Lord  Auckland), 

Henry  Montagu  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

Charles    Bishop     of    Gloucester    and 
Bristol. 

Robert  Bishop  of  Ripon. 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Norwich. 

Joseph  Henderson  Bishop  of  Meath. 

Ludlow  Bishop  of  Killaloe,  Kilfenora, 
Clonfert,  and  Kilmacduagh. 

Marcus     Gebvais    Bishop    of    Kilmobe, 
Elphin,  and  Ardagh. 


William    Lennox    Lascelles    Lord    De 
Ros. 

Jacob  Lord  Hastings. 

George  Edward  Lord  Audley. 

Peter    Robert    Lord    Willoughby    de 
Eresby. 

Thomas  Crosby  Wiluam  Lord  Dacre. 

Charles  Rodolph  Lci"^  Clinton. 

Thomas  Lord  Camoys. 

Henry  Lord  Beaumont. 

Charles  Lord  Stourton. 

Henry  William  Lord  Bernbrs. 

Robert  John  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke. 

Sackville  George  Lord  Conyers. 

George  Lord  Vaux  of  Harrowdbn. 

St.  Andrew  Beauchamp  Lord  St.  John  of 
Bletso. 

Charles  Augustus  Lord  Howard  pe  Wal- 
Dsir. 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS 


William  Bernard  Lord  Petre. 

Frederick  Benjamin  Lord  Saie  and 
Sele. 

Henry  Benedict  Lord  Arundell  of  War- 
dour. 

John  Stuart  Lord  Clifton.  {Earl  qf 
Damley.) 

Joseph  Thaddeus  Lord  Dormer. 

George  Henry  Lord  Teynham. 

Henry  Valentine  Lord  Stafford. 

George  Anson  Lord  Byron. 

William  Lord  Ward. 

Charles  Hugh  Lord  Clifford  of  Chud* 

LEIGH. 

Charles  Lord  Ossulston. 

Alexander  Lord  Saltoun.  (Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

John  Lord  Gray.   {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Charles  Lord  Blantyre.  {Elected for 
Scotland,) 

Charles  John  Lord  Colyille  of  Culross. 
( Elected  for  Scotland, ) 

Henry  Francis  Lord  Polwarth.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Richard  Edmund  Saint  Lawrence  Lord 
Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,) 

Thomas  Robert  Lord  Hay.  {Earl  of 
KinnouL) 

Henry  Lord  Middleton. 

William  John  Lord  Monson. 

George  John  Brabazon  Lord  Ponsonby. 
{Earl  of  Besshorough,) 

Henry  Lord  Wycombe. 

George  John  Lord  Sondes. 

Alfred  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scars- 
dale. 

George  Ives  Lord  Boston. 

Henry  Edward  Lord  Holland. 

George  James  Lord  Lovel  and  Holland 
{Earl  of  Egmont.) 

George  John  Lord  Vernon. 

Edward  Saint  Vincent  Lord  Digby. 

George  Douglas  Lord  Sundridge.  {Duke 
of  Argyll.) 

Edward  William  Lord  Hawke. 
Thomas  Henry  Lord  Foley. 
George  Rice  Lord  Dinevor. 
Thomas  Lord  Walsingham. 
William  Lord  Bagot. 
Charles  Lord  Southampton. 
Fletcher  Lord  Grantley. 
Robert  Dennett  Lord  Rodney, 


Richard  Noel  Lord  Berwick. 
John  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Lord  Tyrone.    {Marquess  of  Wa- 

terford,) 

Richard  Lord  Carleton.  {Earl  of  Shan* 
non.) 

Charles  Lord  Suffield. 

Guy  Lord  Dorchester. 

Lloyd  Lord  Kbnyon. 

Richard  Cornwallis  Lord  Braybrooke. 

George  Hamilton  Lord  Fisherwigk.  (Mar- 
quess  of  Donegal.) 

Henry  Hall  Lord  Gage.  ( Viscount  Gage.) 

Edward  Thomas  Lord  Thurlow. 

Robert  John  Lord  Auckland.      {In  an- 
other place  as  Bishop  of  Bath  and 

Wells.) 

George  William  Lord  Lyttelton. 

Henry  Lord  Mendip.    ( Viscount  Clifden.) 

John  Lord  Stuart  of  Castle    Stuabt. 
{Earl  of  Moray.) 

Randolph    Lord    Stewart    of    Garlies. 
{Earl  of  Galloway,) 

James  George  Henry  Lord  Saltersford. 
{Earl  of  Courtown.) 

Charles  Lord  Brodrick.  ( Viscount  Midls- 
ton.) 

Frederick  Lord  Calthorpe. 
Robert  John  Lord  Carrington. 
Henry  Lord  Bayning. 
William  Henry  Lord  Bolton. 
John  Lord  Wodehouse. 
George  Lord  Northwick. 
Thomas  Atherton  Lord  Lilford. 
Thomas  Lord  Ribblesdale. 

Richard  Hob  art  Lord  Fitzgibbon.  {Earl 
of  Clare.) 

C AD WALLADER Davis  Lord  Blayney.  {Electa 
edfor  Ireland.) 

Henry  Lord  Farnham.     {Elected  for  Ire^ 
land.) 

John  Cavendish  Lord  Kilmaine.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

Robert  Lord  Clonbrock.     {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Edward  Lord  Crofton.    {Elected  for  Ire- 
land.) 

Eyre  Lord  Clarina.     {Elected  for  Ire- 
land.) 

Henry  Francis   Seymour  Lord  Moore. 
{Marqtiess  of  Drogheda.) 


John  Henby  Wellington  Grahah  Lord 
LoFTUS.  (Marquess  of  Ely.) 

Granville  Leveson  Lord  Cabysfort. 
{Earl  of  Carysfort.) 

George  Ralph  Lord  Abercromby. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Redesdale. 

George  Lord  Rivers. 

Arthur  Moyses  William  Lord  Sandys. 

George  Augustus  Frederick  Charles 
Lord  Sheffield.     (Earl  of  Sheffield,) 

Thomas  Americus  Lord  Erskine. 

George  John  Lord  Mont  Eagle.  {Mar- 
quess of  Sligo.) 

Archibald  William  Lord  Ardrossan. 
{Earl  of  Eglintoun,) 

James  Lord  Lauderdale.  {Earl  of  Lau- 
derdale.) 

George  Arthur  Hastings  Lord  Granard. 
{Earl  of  Granard.) 

Hungerford  Lord  Crewe. 

William  Lord  Ponsonby  of  Imokilly. 

Alan  Legge  Lord  Gardner. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Manners. 

John  Alexander  Lord  Hopetoun.  {Earl 
of  Hopetoun.) 

Frederick  William  Robert  Lord  Stewart 
of  Stewart's  Court  {Marquess  of  Lon- 
donderry.) 

Richard  Lord  Castlemaine.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Charles  Lord  Meldrum.  {Marquess  of 
Huntly.) 

James  Lord  Ross.     {Earl  of  Glasgow.) 

William  Willoughby  Lord  Grinstbad. 
{Earl  of  Enniskillen.) 

William  Henry  Tennison  Lord  Foxford. 
{Earl  of  Limerick.) 

Francis  George  Lord  Churchill. 

George  Francis  Robert  Lord  Harris. 

Charles  Lord  Colchester. 

William  Schomberg  Robert  Lord  Ker. 
{Marquess  of  Lothian.) 

Francis  Nathaniel  Lord  Minster.  {Mar- 
quess Conyngham.) 

James  Edward  William  Theobald  Lord 
Ormonde.     {Marquess  of  Ormonde.) 

Francis  Lord  Wemyss.  {Earl  of  Wemyss.) 

Robert  Lord  Clanbrassill.  {Earl  of 
Roden.) 

Robert  Lord  Kingston.  {Earl  of  King- 
ston.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 

Edward  Michael  Lord  Silchester.  {Earl 
of  Longford.) 

William  Richard  Arthur  Lord  Mary- 
borough.   {Eao'l  of  Momington.) 

John  Lord  Oriel.  ( Viscount  Massereene,) 

Henry  Thomas  Lord  Ravhnsworth. 

Hugh  Lord  Delamere. 

John  George  Weld  Lord  Forester. 

John  James  Lord  Rayleigh. 

Ulysses  Lord  Downes.     {Elected  for  Ire- 
land.) 

Robert  Francis  Lord  Gifford. 

Percy  Ellen  Frederick  William   Lord 
Penshurst.     {Viscount  Strangford.) 

Ulick  John  Lord  Somerhill.    {Marque$$ 
of  Clanricarde.) 

James  Lord  Wigan,  {Earl  of  Crawford 
and  Balcarres.) 

Thomas  Granville  Henry  Stuart  Lord 
Ranfurly.     {Earl  of  Banfurly.) 

George  Lord  De  Tabley. 

Edward    Montague    Stuart    Gbakyille 
Lord  Wharncliffb. 

William  Lord  Feversham. 

John  Singleton  Lord  Lyndhurst. 

John  Henry  Lord  Tenterden. 

Thomas  Span  Lord  Plunket.    {Bishop  of 
Tuam,  Killala,  and  Achonry.) 

William  Lord  Heytesbury. 

Archibald  John  Lord  Rosebery.     {Earl 
of  Eosehery.) 

Richard   Lord  Clanwilliam.     {Earl   of 
Clanvnlliam.) 

Edward  Lord  Skelmersdale. 
William  Samuel  Lord  Wynford, 
Henry  Lord  Brougham  and  Yaux. 

William  Henry  Lord  Bjlmarnock.    {Earl 
of  Erroll) 

Arthur  James  Lord  Fingall.     {Earl  of 

FingalL) 
William  Philip  Lord  Sefton.    {Earl  of 

Sefton.) 

William  Sydney  Lord  Clements.    {Earl 
of  Leitrim.) 

George  William  Fox  Lord  Rossis.  {Lord 
Kinnaird.) 

Thomas  Lord  Kenlis.  {Marquess  of  Head- 
fort.) 

William     Lord     Chaworth.     {Earl    of 
Meath.) 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS  SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


CiiAULEs  Adolphus  Lord  Dunmoub.  (Earl 

of  Dunmore.) 
Robert    Montgomerie    Lord    Hamilton. 

{Lord  Belhaven  and  Stenton.) 
John  Hobart  Lord  Howden. 
Fox  Lord  Panmure. 
Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick 

Lord  Poltimore. 
Edward  Mostyn  Lord  Mostyn. 
Henry  Spencer  Lord  Templemore. 
Edward  Lord  Cloncurry. 
James  Lord  De  Saumarez. 
George  GoDOLPfflN  Lord  Godolphin.    {In 

another  place  as  Duke  of- Leeds.) 
Lucius  Bentinck  Lord  Hunsdon.     {Vis- 
count Falkland,) 
Thomas  Lord  Denman. 
Robert  Campbell  Lord  Abinger. 
Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 
William  Bingham  Lord  Ashburton. 
Charles  Lord  Glenelg. 
Edward  John  Lord  Hatherton. 
George  Steyens  Lord  Strafford. 
Archibald  Lord  Worlingham.     {Earl  of 

Gosford.) 
Edward  Berkeley  Lord  Portman. 
Thomas  Alexander  Lord  Lovat. 
William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 
Francis  William  Lord  Charlemont.    {In 

another  place  as  Earl  of  Charlemont) 

Francis  Alexander  Lord  Kintore.   {Earl 
of  Kintore.) 

George  Ponsonby  Lord  Lismore.     {Vis- 
count Lismore,) 

Henry  Robert  Lord  Rossmore. 

Robert  Shapland  Lord  Carew. 

Charles  Frederick  Ashley  Cooper  Lord 
De  Mauley. 

John  Lord  Wrottesley. 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Sudeley. 
-Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Methuen. 

iWARD  John  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley. 

HRY  Lord  Stuart  de  Decies. 

llum  Henry  Lord  Leigh. 

by  Richard  Lord  Wenlock. 
I      ales  Lord  Lurgan. 

iLPH  Lord  Dunfermline. 


Thomas  Spring  Lord  Monteaglb  of  Bran- 
don. 
John  Lord  Seaton. 

Edward  Arthur  Wellington  Lord  Keane. 
John  Lord  Campbell. 

North  Lord  Oxenfoord.  {Earl  of  Stair.) 
Charles  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 

John  Lord  Congleton. 
Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 
Clanconal.   {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Richard  Lord  Dartrey.  {Lord  Cremortie.) 

James  Lord  Elgin.    .  {Earl  of  Elgin  and 

Kincardine.) 
Frederick    Temple    Lord    Clandeboye. 

{Lord  Dufferin  and  Glanehoye.) 

Albert  Denison  Lord  Londesborough. 

Samuel  Jones  Lord  Overstonb. 

Charles  Robert  Claude  Lord  Truro. 

Robert  Monsey  Lord"  C  ran  worth. 

John  Cam  Lord  Broughton. 

John  Lord  De  Freyne. 

Edward  Burtenshaw  Lord   Saint   Leo- 
nards. 

Richard  Henry  FitzRoy  Lord  Raglan. 

Gilbert  John  Lord  Aveland. 

Thomas  Lord  Kenmare.     {Ea%*l  of  Ken- 
mare), 

Richard  Bickerton  Pemell  Lord  Lyons. 

James  Lord  Wensleydale. 

Edward  Lord  Belper. 

James  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide. 

Robert  Lord  Ebury. 

Thomas  Babington  Lord  Macaulay. 

James  Lord  Skene.     {Ea%l  Fife,) 

Charles  Compton  Lord  Chesham. 

Frederic  Lord  Chelmsford.    {In  another 
place  as  Lord  Chancellor,) 

John  Bdller  Lord  Churston. 

John  Charj.es   Lord   Strathspey.      {In 
another  place  as  Earl  of  Scafield.) 

Colin  Lord  Clyde. 

Thomas  Lord  Kingsdown. 

George  Lord  Leconfield. 

William  Tatton  Lord  Egerton. 

Charles  Morgan  Robinson  Lord  Thebe- 

GAR. 

John  Lord  Elphinstone. 
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LIST  OF  MEMBERS 

Returned  fuom  the  uespectite  Counties,  Cities,  Towns,  and  Boroughs,  to  serve 
IN  THE  Seventeenth  Parliament oy  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
AND  Ireland  :   Writs  Returnable  on  the  SIst  May,  1859. 


ABINGDON. 
John  Thomas  Norris. 

ANDOVER. 
William  Cubitt, 
Hon.  Dudley    Francis  For- 
tescuo. 

ANGLESEY. 
Sir  Richard  BulkelSy  Wil- 
liams  Bulkeley,  bt. 

ARUNDEL. 
Rt.  hon.  (Edward  Howard) 
Lord  E.  Howard. 

ASHBURTON. 
John  Horvey  Astell. 

ASHTON-UNDER-LINE. 
Rt.    hon.    Thomas     Milner 
Gibson. 

AYLESBURY. 

Thomas  Tyringham  Ber- 
nard, 

*T.  F.  C.  Vernon  Went- 
worth, 

*Samuel  George  Smith, 

BANBURY. 
Sir  Charles  Eurwicke  Doug- 
las, knt. 

BARNSTAPLE. 
John  D.  F.  Davie, 
George  Potts. 

BATU. 
William  Tite, 
Arthur  Edwin  Hay. 

BEAUMARIS. 
Hon.  William  Owen  Stanley. 

BEDFORDSHIRE. 
Richard  Thomas  Gilpin, 
Francis     Charles    Hastings 
Russell. 

BEDFORD. 
Samuel  Whitbreod, 
William  Stuart. 


BERKSHIRE. 
Hon.  Philip   Pleydell  Bou- 

verie, 
John  Walter, 
Leicester  Viney  Vernon. 

BERWICK-UPON-TWEED. 
Charles  William  Gordon, 
Ralph  Aostruther  Earle. 

BEVERLEY. 
Ralph  Walters, 
Henry  Edwards. 

BEWDLEY. 
Sir  Thomas   Edward  Win- 
nington,  bt. 

BIRMINGHAM. 
William'  Scholefield. 
John  Bright. 

BLACKBURN. 
William  Henry  Hornby, 
James  Pilkington. 

BODMIN. 
Hon.  Edward  Frederick  Le- 

veson  Gower, 
William  Mitchell. 

BOLTON-LE-MOORS. 
William  Gray, 
Joseph  Crook. 

BOSTON. 
Herbert  Ingram, 
Meaburn  Staniland. 

BRADFORD. 
Henry  Wickham  Wickham, 
Titus  Salt. 

BRECKNOCKSHIRE. 
Hon.  Godfrey  Charles  Mor- 
gan. 

BRECKNOCK. 
John  Lloyd  Vaughan  Wat- 
kins. 


BRIDGNORTH. 
Henry  Whitmore, 
John  Pritchard. 

BRIDGWATER. 
Charles  John  KemeysTynte, 
AlezanderWilliam  Kinglake. 

BRIDPORT. 
Thomas  Alexander  MitcheU, 
Kirkman  Daniel  Hodgson. 

BRIGHTHELMSTONE. 

Sir  George  Richard  Pechell, 

bt., 
William  Coningham. 

BRISTOL. 

Hon.  Francis  Henry  Fitz- 
hardinge  Berkeley, 

William  Henry  Gore  Lang- 
ton. 

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE. 
Caledon  George  Du  Pre, 
Rt.  hon.  Benjamin  Disraeli, 
Hon.  William   George   Ca- 
vendish. 

BUCKINGHAM. 
Sir  Harry  Verney,  bt., 
John  Gellibrand  Hubbard. 

BURY. 
Rt.  hon.  Frederick  Peel. 

BURY  ST.  EDMUND'S. 
Hon.  (Alfred  Hervey)  Lord 

A.  Hervey, 
Joseph  Alfred  Hardcastle. 

CALNE. 
Rt.  hon.  Robert  Lowe. 

CAMBRIDGESHIRE. 
Edward  Ball, 
Henry  John  Adeane, 
Hon.  Eliot  Thomas  Yorke. 


*  DaubU  Returns. 


List  of 

CAMBRIDGE  (UNIVERSITY). 
Rt.   hon.    Spencer   Horatio 

Walpole, 
Charles  Jasper  Selwjii. 

CAMBRIDGE. 
Kenneth  Macaulay, 
Andrew  Steuart. 

CANTERBURY. 

Hon.  Henry  Butler  John- 
stone, 

Rt.  hon.  Sir  William  Mere- 
dyth  Somerville,  bt. 

CARDIFF. 
James  F.  C.  D.  Stuart. 
CARDIGANSHIRE. 
William    Thomas    Rowland 
Powell. 

CARDIGAN. 
Edward  Lewis  Pryse. 

CARLISLE. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  James  Robert 

George  Graham,  bt., 
Wilfrid  Lawson. 

CARMARTHENSHIRE. 
David  Jones, 
David  Pugh. 

CARMARTHEN. 
David  Morris. 

CARNARVONSHIRE. 
Hon.  Edward  Gordon  Doug- 
las Pennant. 

CARNARVON. 
Qharles  Wynne. 

CHATHAM. 
Sir  John  Mark    Frederick 
Smith,  knt. 

CHELTENHAM. 
Francis    William     Fitzhar- 
dinge  Berkeley. 

CHESHIRE. 
{Northern  JDivision.) 
George  Cornwall  Legh, 
Hon.  Wilbraham  Egerton. 

( Southern  l^ivision.) 
Sir  Philip  de  Malpas  Grey 
Egerton,  bt., 

John  Tollemache. 
CHESTER. 

Hon.  Hugh   Lupus  (Gros- 
venor)  Earl  Grosvenor, 

Philip  Stapleton  Humber- 
stone. 

CHICHESTER. 

Humphrey  William  Free- 
land, 

Hon.  (George  Charles  Henry 
Gordon  Lennox)  Lord  G. 
C,  H.  G.  Lennox. 


{COMMONS,  1859} 

CHIPPENHAM. 
William  John  Lysley, 
Richard  Ponruddocke  Long. 

CHRISTCHURCH. 
John  Edward  Walcott. 

CIRENCESTER. 
Allen  Alexander  Bathurst, 
Hon.  Ashley  George   John 
Ponsonby. 

CLITHEROE. 
John  Turner  Hopwood. 

COCKERMOUTH. 
John  Steel, 

Rt.  hon.  Richard  Southwell 
(Bourke)  Lord  Naa?. 

COLCHESTEK. 
Taverner  John  Miller, 
Philip  0.  Papillon. 

CORNWALL. 

(Efistem  Division.) 

Thomas  James  Agar   Ro- 

bartes, 
Nicholas  Kendall. 

( Western  Division.) 
Richard  Davey, 
John  Saint  Aubyn. 

COVENTRY. 
Rt.  hon.  Edward  EUice, 
Sir  Joseph  Pazton,  knt. 

CRICKLADE. 
Ambrose   Lethbridge  God- 

dard, 
Hon.      Anthony     (Ashley) 

Lord  Ashley. 

CUMBERLAND. 

(Etistem  Division.) 

Hon.     Charles    Wentworth 

George  Howard, 
William  Marshall. 

( Western  Division,) 
Henry  Wyndham, 
Henry  Lowther. 

DARTMOUTH. 
Edward  W.  H.  Schenley. 

DENBIGHSHIRE. 
Sir  Watkin  Williams  Wynn, 

bt., 
Robert  Myddelton  Biddulph. 

DENBIGH. 
Townshend  Mainwaring. 

DERBYSHIRE. 
I  {Northern  Division.) 

Hon.  George  Henry  (Caven- 
dish) Lord  Cavendish, 
William  Pole  Thornhill. 
{Southern  Division.) 
Thomas  William  Evans, 
William  Mundy. 


Members. 

DERBY. 
Michael  Thomas  Bass, 
Samuel  Bcale. 

DEVIZES. 
Christopher  Darby  Griffith, 
John  Neilson  Gladstone. 

DEVONPORT. 
Rt.  hon.  James  Wilson, 
Sir  Thomas  Erskine  Perry, 
knt. 

DEVONSHIRE. 
{Northern  Divisum.) 
James  Wentworth  Buller, 
Hon.   Charles  Henry   Rolle 
Trefuiis. 

( Southern  Division. ) 
Lawrence  Palk, 
Samuel    Trehawke    Keke- 
wicb. 

DORCHESTER.  ^ 
Richard  Brinsley  Sheridan, 
Charles  Napier  Start. 

DORSETSHIRE. 
Hon.  William  Henry  Berke- 
ley Portman, 
Henry  Gerard  Sturt, 
Henry  Ker  Seymer. 

DOVOR. 
Sir    Henry     John    Leoke, 

K.C.B., 
William  Nicol. 

DROITWICH. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  John  Somerset 
Pakington,  bt. 

DUDLEY. 
Henry  Brinsley  Sheridan. 

DURHAM. 
{Northern  Division,) 
Robert  Buncombe  Shafto, 
Hon.  (Adolphus   Frederick 
Charles    William    Vane- 
Tempest)  Lord  A.  F.  C. 
W.  Vane-Tempest. 

{Sotahern  Division.) 
Henry  Pease, 
James  Farrer. 

DURHAM  (CITY). 
William  Atherton, 
Rt.  hon  John  Robert  Mow- 
bray. 

ESSEX. 
{Northern  Division.) 
Rt.  hon.  William  Beresford, 
Charles  Du  Cane. 

( Southern  Division), 
Thomas  William  Bramstooy 
J.  W.  Perry  Watlington. 


,LUtof 

EVESHAM. 
Sir     Henry    Pollard    Wil- 

loughby,  bt., 
Edward  Holland. 

EXETER. 
Edward  Divett, 
Kichard  Sommers  Card. 

EYE. 
Sir  Edward  Clarence  Kerri- 
son^  bt. 

FINSBURY. 
Thomas  SlingsbyDuucombe, 
Sir  Samuel  Morton  Peto,  bt. 

FLINTSHIRE. 
Hon.  Thomas  Edward  Mos- 
tyn  Lloyd  Mostyn. 
FLINT,  Ao. 
Sir  John  Hanmer,  bt. 

FROME. 
Hon.  (Edward  Thynnc)  Lord 
E.  Thyune. 

GATESHEAD. 
WiUiam  Hutt. 

GLAMORGANSHIRE. 
Christopher     Rice     Hansel 

Talbot, 
Henry  Husscy  Vivian. 

GLOUCESTERSHIRE. 
(Eastern  Division. ) 

Sir     Christopher     William 

Codriugton,  bt., 
Robert  Stayner  Holford. 

( Western  Division, ) 
Robert  Nigel  Fitzhardinge 

Kingscote, 
John  Rolt. 

GLOUCESTER. 
William  Philip  Price, 
Charles  James  Monk. 

GRANTHAM. 
Glynne  Earle  Welby, 
Hon.  Frederick  James  Tol- 
lemache. 

GREENWICH. 
David  Salomons, 
William  Angerstein. 

GRIMSBY  (GREAT). 

Hon.     Charles     (Anderson- 

Pclham)  Lord  Worsley. 

GUILDFORD. 
William  BoviH, 
Guildford  Onslow. 

HALIFAX. 
Rt .  lion .  S  ir  CharlesWood,  bt, 
James  Stansfield. 

HAMPSHIRE. 

{Northern  Division,) 

William    Wither    Bramston 

Beach, 
George  Sclater  Booth, 
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(Southern  Division.) 
Hon.  Ralph  Heneage  But- 
ton, 
Sir  Jervoise  Clarke  Clarke- 
Jervoise,  bt. 

HARWICH. 
Henry  G.  W.  Jervis, 
Hon.     William     Frederick 
Campbell. 

HASTINGS.  • 
Frederick  North, 
Hon.  (Harry  George  Vane) 
Lord  H.  G.  Vane. 

HAVERFORDWEST. 
John  Henry  Philipps. 

HELSTON. 
John  J  ope  Rogers. 

HEREFORDSHIRE. 
James  King  King, 
Hon.  (Montagu  William  Gra- 
bam)  Lord  M.   W.   Gra- 
ham, 
Humphrey  Francis  Mildmay. 

HEREFORD. 
Henry  Morgan  Clifford, 
George  Clive. 

HERTFORDSHIRE. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  Edward  George 

LyttonBulwerLytton,bt., 
Christopher    William    Giles 

Puller, 
Abel  Smith. 

HERTFORD. 
Rt.    hon.    William    Francis 

Cowper, 
Sir   Walter    Minto    Towns- 

heud  Farquhar,  bt. 
HONITON. 
Joseph  Locke, 
Alexander    Dundas    Baillie 

Cochrane. 

HORSHAM. 
William    Robert    Seymour 
Vesey  FitzGerald. 
HUDDERSFIELD. 
Edward  Aldam  Leatham. 

HUNTINGDONSHIRE. 
Edward  Fellowes, 
Hon.     (Robert     Montagu) 
Lord  R.  Montagu. 

HUNTINGDON. 
Rt.  hon.  Jonathan  Peel, 
Thomas  Baring. 

HYTHE. 
Baron  Mayer  Amschel    de 
Rothscbild. 

IPSWICH. 
John  Chevallier  Cobbold, 
Hugh  Edward  Adair. 


Members. 

KENDAL. 
George  Carr  Glyn. 

KENT. 

(Easttrn  Division.) 

Sir  Brooke  William  Bridges, 

bt., 
William  Dcedes. 

( Western  Division.) 
Hon.    (William    Pitt)    Vis- 
count Holmesdale, 
Sir  Edmund  Filmer,  bt. 

KIDDERMINSTER. 
Alfred  Rbodcs  Bristow. 

KING'S  LYNN. 
Rt.    hon.     Edward    Henry 

(Stanley)  Lord  Stanley, 
John  Henry  Gurney. 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL. 
James  Clay, 

Joseph  Hoare. 

KNARESBOROUGH. 
Basil  Thomas  Woodd, 
Thomas  Collins. 

LAMBETH. 
William  Roupell, 
William  Williams. 

LANCASHIRE. 
{Northern  Division.) 
John  Wilson  Patten, 
Hon.  Spencer  Comptou  (Ca« 
vendish)  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington. 

( Southern  Division.) 
Hon.  Algernon  Fulke  Eger- 

ton, 
William  John  Legh. 

LANCASTER. 
William  James  Gamett, 
Samuel  Gregson. 

LAUNCESTON. 
Thomas  Chandler  Halibur- 
ton. 

LEEDS. 
Edward  Baines, 
George  Skirrow  Beecroft. 

LEICESTERSHIRE. 
{Northern  Division.) 
Rt.  hon.  (John  James  Robert 
Manners)  Lord  J.  J,  R, 
Manners, 
Edward  Bouchier  Hartopp. 

{Southern  Division.) 
Charles  William  Packe, 
Hon.  George  Augustus  Fre- 
derick     Louis      (Gurzon 
Howe)  Viscount  Curzon. 


List  of 

LEICESTER. 
John  Biggs, 
Joseph  Williatn  Noble. 

LEOMINSTER. 
Gathorne  Hardy, 
Hon.  Charles  Spencer  Bate- 
man  Hanburj. 

LEWES. 
Rt.  hen.  Henry  FitzRoy, 
Hon.  Henry  Bouverie  Wil- 
liam Brand. 

LICHFIELD. 
Hon.  (Alfred  Henry  Paget) 

Lord  A.  H.  Paget, 
Hon.  Augustus  Henry  Arclii- 

bald  Anson. 

LINCOLNSHIRE. 

(Parts  ofLindsey.) 
James  Banks  S  .anhope. 
Sir  Montagu  John  Cholme- 

ley  Cholmeley,  bt. 
{Parts  ofKesteven  and  Holland.) 
Sir  John  TroUope,  bt., 
George  Husscy  Packe. 

LINCOLN. 
Gervaise  Tottenham  Waldo 

Sibthorp, 
George  Fieschi  Heneage. 

LISKEARD. 
Ralph  William  Grey. 

LIVERPOOL. 
Thomas  Berry  Horsfall, 
Joseph  Christopher  Ewart. 

LONDON. 
Sir  James  Duke,  bt., 
Rt.     hon.    (John    Russell) 

Lord  J.  Russell, 
Robert  Wygram  Crawford. 
Baron    Lionel  Nathan   De 

Rothschild. 

LUDLOW. 
Hon.PercyEgertQu  Herbert, 
Beriah  Botfield. 

LYME  REGIS. 
William  Pinney. 

LYMINGTON. 
William     Alexander     Mac- 

kinnon,  jun., 
Sir  John  Rivett  Carnac,  bt. 

MACCLESFIELD. 
John  Brocklehurst, 
EdwardChristopherEgerton. 

MAIDSTONE. 
William  Lee, 
Charles  Buxton. 

MALDON. 
George     Montagu    Warren 

Peacocke, 
Thomas  Sutton  Western. 
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MALMESBURY. 
Hon.  Henry  Chnrles  (How- 
ard) Viscount  Andover. 

MALTON. 
Hon.  Charles  Will'am  Went- 

worth  Fitzwilliam, 
James  Brown. 

MANCHESTER. 
Thomas  Bazley, 
James  Aspinall  Turner. 

MARLBOROUGH. 

Rt.  hon.  (Eldest  Augustus 
Charles  BrudencU  Bruce) 
Lord  E.  A.  C.  B.  Bruce, 

Henry  Bingham  Baring. 

MARLOW  (GREAT). 
Thomas  Peers  Williams, 
Brownlow  William  Knox. 

MARYLEBONE. 
Edwin  Jolin  James, 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  Benjamin  Hall, 
bt. 

MERIONETHSHIRE. 
William     Watkin     Edward 
Wynne. 

MERTHYR  TYDVIL. 
Henry  Austin  Bruce. 

MIDDLESEX. 
Robert  Hanbury, 
Hon.  George  Henry  Chnrles 
Byng. 

MIDHURST. 
William  Townley  Mitford. 

MONMOUTHSHIRE. 
Charles    Ocvavius   Swiimer- 

ton  Morgan, 
Edward  Arthur  Somerset. 

MONMOUTH. 
Crawshay  Bailey. 

MONTGOMERYSHIRE. 
Herbert  Watkins    Williams 
Wynn. 

MONTGOMERY. 
David  Pugh. 

MORPETH. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  George  Grey,bt. 

NEWARK-UPON-TRENT. 
Grosveuor  llodgkinson, 
John  Handley. 

NEWCASTLE-UNDER.LYME 
William  Jackson, 
William  Murray. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON.TYNE. 
George  Ridley, 

Rt.  hon.  Thomas  .Emerson 
Headlam. 


NEWPORT,  ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Robert  William  Kennard, 
Philip  Lybbe  Powjs. 

NORFOLK. 

( Eastern  Division. ) 

Hon.     Wenman      Clarence 

Walpole  Coke, 
Edward  Howe?. 

( Western  Division, ) 
George  William    Pierrepont 

Bentinck, 
Charles  Brampton  Gurdon. 

NORTHALLERTON. 
William  Battle  Wrightson. 

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE. 

(Northern  Division,) 

Hon.  William  AUeyno  (Cecil) 

Lord  Burghley, 
George  Ward  Hunt. 

( Southern  Division, ) 
Rainald  Knightley, 
Henry  Cartwright. 

NORTHAMPTON. 
Charles  Gilpin, 
Rt.    hon.    Robert    Vernon 

Smith. 

NORTHUMBERLAND. 

{Northern  Division,) 

Hon.      Algernon       George 

(Percy)  Lord  Lovainc, 
Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley, 
bt. 

( Southern  Division.) 
Wentworth  Blackett   Beau- 
mont, 
Hon.  Henry  George  Liddell. 

NORWICH. 
Hon.  William  Coutts  (Kep- 

pell)  Viscount  Bury, 
William  Henry  Schneider, 

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE. 
{Northern  Division.) 

Hon.  (Robert  Renebald  PeU 
ham-Clinton)  Lord  R,  R, 
Pclham  Clinton, 

Rt.  hon.  John  Evelyn  De- 
nison. 

{Southern  Division.) 
William  Hodgson  Barrow, 
Hon.    Charles    (Pierr^ont) 
Viscount  Newark. 

NOTTINGHAM. 
Charles  Paget, 
John  Mellor. 

OLDHAM. 
William  Johnson  Fox, 
John  Morgan  Cobbett. 


List  of 

OXFORDSHIRE. 
Rt,    lion.    Joseph    Warner 

Henley, 
John  Sidney  North, 
George     Granville    Vernon 

Harcourt. 

OXFORD  (CITY). 
James  Haughton  Langston, 
Rt.  Hon.  Edward  Cardwell. 

OXFORD  (UNIVERSITY). 
Rt.    Hon.    William    Ewart 

Gladstone, 
Sir  William  Heathcote,  bt. 

PEMBROKESHIRE. 
Hon.  John  Frederick  Vaug- 
han  (Campbell)  Viscount 
Emlyn. 

PEMBROKE. 
Sir  John  Owen,  bt. 

PENRYN  AND  FALMOUTH. 
Thomas  George  Baring, 
Samuel  Gurney. 

PETERBOROUGH. 
Thomson  Hankey, 
George  Hammond  Whalley. 

PETERSFIELD. 
Rt.Hon.  Sir  William  George 
Hylton  Jolliffe,  bt. 

PLYMOUTH. 
Hon.  William   Henry  (Edg- 
cumbe)  Viscount  Valletort, 
Robert  Porrett  Collier. 

PONTEFRACT. 
Richard  Monckton  Milnes, 
William  Overend. 

POOLE. 
George  Woodroffe  Franklyn, 
Henry  Danby  Seymour. 

PORTSMOUTH. 

Sir  James  Dalrymple  Horn 
Elphinstone,  bt., 

Rt.  hon.  Sir  Francis  Thorn- 
hill  Baring,  bt. 

PRESTON. 
Richard  Asheton  Cross, 
Charles  Pascoe  Grenfell. 

RADNORSHIRE. 
Sir  John  Benn  Walsh,  bt. 

RADNOR  (NEW). 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  George  Corue- 
wall  Lewis,  bt. 

READING. 
Francis  Pigott, 
Sir  Henry  Singer  Keating, 
kt. 

REIGATE. 
Hon.  William  John  Monson 
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RETFORD  (EAST). 

Rt.  hon.  George  Edward 
Arundell  ( Monckton- Ar- 
undell)  Viscount  Gal  way, 

Francis  John  Savile  Fol- 
jambe. 

RICHMOND. 
Henry  Rich, 
Marmaduke  Wyvill. 

RIPON. 
John  Greenwood, 
John  Ashley  Warre. 

ROCHDALE. 
Richard  Cobden. 

ROCHESTER. 
Philip  Wykeham  Martin, 
John  Alexander  Kinglake. 

RUTLANDSHIRE. 
Hon.  Gerard  James  Noel, 
Hon.  Gilbert  Henry  Heath- 
cote. 

RYE. 
William  Alexander  Mackin- 
non. 

ST.  IVES. 
Henry  Paull. 

SALFORD. 
William  Nathaniel  Massey. 

SALISBURY. 

Edward  Pery  Buckley, 
Matthew  Henry  Marsh. 

SALOP,  OR  SHROPSHIRE. 
{Northern  Division.) 
Hon.  Rowland  Clegg  Hill, 
John  Ralph  Ormsby  Gore. 

{Southern  Division.) 
Rt.    hon.    Orlando    George 
Charles  (Bridgeman)  Vis- 
count Newport, 
Hon.  Robert  Windsor  Clive. 

SANDWICH. 

Edward  Knatchbull  -Huges- 

sen, 
Hon.      Clarence      Edward 

(Paget)  Lord  C.E.  Paget. 

SCARBOROUGH. 

Hon.  William  Henry  Denison, 
Sir  John   Vanden   Bempde 
Johnstone,  bt. 

SHAFTESBURY. 

George  Grenfell  Glyii. 


Members. 

SHEFFIELD. 

John  Arthur  Roebuck, 
George  Hadfield. 

SHIELDS  (SQUTII). 
Robert  Ingham. 

SHOREHAM  (NEW). 

Sir  Charles  Merrik  Burrell, 

bt., 
Stephen  Cave. 

SHREWSBURY. 
George  Tomline, 
Robert  Aglionby  Slaney. 

SOMERSETSHIRE. 

{Eastern  JDivision.) 
Sir  William  Miles,  bt., 
William  Francis  Knatchbull, 

( Western  Division.) 
Charles  Aaron  Moody, 
Sir  Alexander  Fuller  Acland 
Hood,  bt. 

SOUTHAMPTON. 

William  Digby  Seymour, 
Brodie  M'Ghie  WiUcox. 

SOUTHWARK. 
Sir  Charles  Napier,  K.C.B., 
John  Locke. 

STAFFORDSHIRE. 
{Northern  Division,) 

Rt.    hon.    Charles    Bowyer 

Adderley, 
Hon.  Charles  John  (Talbot) 

Viscount  Ingestre. 

{Southern  Division.) 

Henry     John     Wentworth 

Foley, 
William  Orme  Foster. 

STAFFORD. 

John  Ayshford  Wise, 
Thomas  Salt. 

STAMFORD. 

Hon.  (Robert  Talbot  Gas- 
coy  ne  Cecil)  Lord  R.  T. 
G.  Cecil, 

Sir  Stafford  Henry  North- 
cote,  bt. 

STOCKPORT. 
James  Kershaw, 
John  Benjamin  Smith. 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT. 
John  Lewis  Ricardo, 
William  Taylor  Copeland. 


L  stof 

STROUD. 
George  Poulett  Scrope, 
Rt.  hon.  Edward  Horsman. 

SUFFOLK. 

(Eastern  Division.) 

Rt.   hon.   John   (Henniker- 

Major)  Lord  Henniker, 
Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly,  knt. 
( Western  Division.) 
Hon.      Frederick     William 

(Hervey),  Enrl  Jermyn, 
Windsor  Parker. 

SUNDERLAND. 
Henry  Fen  wick, 
William  Schaw  Lindsay. 

SURREY. 
(Eiis^em  Division.) 

Thomas  Alcock, 

Hon.    Peter    John     Locke 

King. 

(Western  Division.) 

John  Ivatt  Briscoe, 

Henry  Drummond. 

SUSSEX. 
(Eastern  Division.) 
John  George  Dodson, 
Hon.  Henry  North  (Holroyd) 
Viscount  Pevensey. 

( Western  Division.) 
Hon.  Charles  Henry  (Gordon 

Lennox)  Earl  of  March, 
Hon.  Henry  Wyndham. 

SWANSEA. 
Lewis  Llewellyn  Dillwyn. 

TAMWORTH. 
Sir  Rohert  Peel,  bt., 
Hon.  John  (Townshend)  Vis- 
count Raynham. 

TAUNTON. 
Arthur  Mills, 
Rt.  hon.  Henry  Labouchere. 

TAVISTOCK. 
Sir   John    Salusbury   Tre- 

lawny,  bt., 
Arthur  John  Edward  Russell, 

TEWKESBURY. 
Hon.  Frederick  Lygon, 
James  Martin. 

THETFORD. 
Hon.  William  Henry  (Fitz- 
Roy) Earl  of  Euston, 
Alexander  Hugh  Baring. 

THIRSK. 
Sir  William  Payne  Gallwey, 
bt. 

TIVERTON. 
Rt.  hon.  Henry  John  (Tem- 
ple) Viscount  Palmerston, 
Hon.  George  Denman. 
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I  TOTNESS. 

Hon.  George  (Hay)  Earl  of 

Gifford, 
Thomas  Mills. 

TOWER  HAMLETS. 
Acton  Smee  Ayrton, 
Charles  Salishury  Butler. 

TRURO. 
Montagu  Edward  Smith, 
Augustus  Smith. 

TYNEMOUTH. 
Hugh  Taylor. 

WAKEFIELD. 
William  Henry  Leatliara. 

WALLINGFORD. 
Richard  Malins. 

WALSALL. 
Charles  Forster. 

WAREHAM. 
John  Wanley  Erie  Drax. 

WARRINGTON. 
Gilbert  Greenall. 

WARWICKSHIRE. 

(Northern  Division.) 

Charles  Newdigatc  Newde- 

gate, 
Richard  Spooner. 

(Southern  Division.) 
Evelyn  Philip  Shirley, 
Sir  Charles  Mordaunt,  bt. 

WARWICK. 
George  William  John  Rep- 
ton, 
Edward  Greaves. 

WELLS. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  William  Good- 
enough  Hayter,  bt., 
Hedworth  Hylton  Jolliffe. 

WENLOCK. 
Rt.  hon.  George  Cecil  Weld 

Forester, 
James  Milnes  Gaskell. 

WESTBURY. 
Sir  Massey  Lopes,  bt. 

WESTMINSTER. 
Sir  John  Villier8Shelley,bt., 
Sir  De  Lacy  Evans,  G.C.B. 

WESTMORELAND. 
Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Lowther, 
Hon.  Thomas  (Taylour)  Earl 
of  Bective. 

WEYMOUTH  Aio)  MELCOMBE 

REGIS. 
Robert  Brooks, 
Hon.  Arthur  Edward  (Eger- 

ton),    Viscount    Grey  de 

Wilton. 

WHITBY. 
Robert  Stephenson. 


Membiri, 

WHITEHAVEN. 
George  LyaU. 

WIGAN. 

Hon.  James  Lindsay, 
Henry  Woods. 

WIGHT  (ISLE  OF). 
Charles  Cavendish  Clifford. 

WILTON. 
Edmund  Antrobus. 

WILTSHIRE. 
{Northern  Division,) 
Walter  Long, 

Rt.  hon.  Thomas  Henry  Sut- 
ton Sotheron  Estconrt. 
(Southern  Divtsion.) 
Rt.  hon.  Sidney  Herbert, 
Hon.       Henry       Frederick 
(Thynne)     Lord    H.    F. 
Thynnc. 

WINCHESTER. 
Sir  James  Bnller  East,  bt., 
John  Bonham  Carter. 

WINDSOR. 
William  Vansittart, 
George  William  Hope. 

WOLVERHAMPTON. 
Rt.    hon.    Charles    Pelham 

Villiers, 
Sir  Richard  Bethel]. 

WOODSTOCK. 
Hon.     Alfred     (Churchill), 
Lord  A.  Ciiurchill. 

WORCESTERSHIRE. 
( Eastern  Division . ) 

John  Hodgetts  Hodgetts  Fo- 
ley, 

Hon.      Frederick       Henry 
Gough  Calthorpe. 
( Western  Division.) 

Frederick  Winn  Knight, 

Hon.    Henry  (Pyndar)  Vis- 
count Elmley. 

WORCESTER. 
William  Laslett, 
Osman  Ricardo. 

WYCOMBE  (CHIPPING). 

Sir    George    Henry   Dash- 
wood,  bt., 

Martin  Tucker  Smith. 

^  YARMOUTH  (GREAT). 
Sir  Edmund  Henry  Knowles 

Lacon,  bt., 
Sir  Henry  Josiah  Stracey,bt. 

YORKSHIRE. 
(North  Riding.) 
Edward  Stillingfleet  Cayley, 
Hon.  William  Ernest  Dun- 
combe. 


List  of 

Y0RKSE1R1&— continued, 

(East  Riding. ) 

Rt.  hon.  Beaumont  (Hotham) 

Lord  Hotharn, 
Hon.  Arthur  Duncombe. 

( West  Riding.) 
Sir    John    William    Rams- 
den,  bt., 
Frank  Crossley. 

YORK. 
Joshua  Proctor  Brown  West- 
head, 
John  George  Smyth. 

SCOTLAND. 

ABERDEENSHIRE. 

Hon.  George   ^ohn    James 

(Gordon)  Lord  Haddo. 

ABERDEEN. 

William  Henry  Sykes, 

ARGYLLSHIRE. 

Alexander  Struthers  Finlay. 

AYRSHIRE. 
Hon.  Patrick   James   Her- 
bert    Crichton     (Stuart) 
Lord  P.  J.  H.  C.  Stuart. 
AYR,  Ac. 
Edward   Henry  John  Crau- 
furd. 

BANFFSHIRE. 
Lachlan  Duff  Gordon. 
BERWICKSHIRE. 
David  Robertson, 

BUTESHIRE. 
Rt.  hon.  David  Mure. 

CAITHNESS-SHIRE. 
George  Traill. 

CLACKMANNAN  AND 
KINROSS-SHIRES. 
William  Patrick  Adam. 

CUPAR,  ST.  ANDREWS,  Ac. 
Edward  Ellice. 

DUMBARTONSHIRE. 
Patrick  Boyle  Smollett. 
DUMFRIES-SHIRE. 
John  James  Hope  Johnstone. 

DUMFRIES,  Ac. 
William  Ewart. 

DUNDEE. 
Sir  John  Ogilvy,  bt. 

DYSART,  KIRCALDY,  &o. 
Robert  Ferguson. 

EDINBURGHSHIRE. 
Hon.  William  Henry  Walter 
(Montague-Douglas-Scott) 
Earl  of  Dalkeith. 
EDINBURGH. 
Adam  Black, 
Rt.  hon.  J.  Moncreiff. 
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ELGINSHIRE  and  NAIRNE. 
Charles    Lennox    Cumming 
Bruce. 

ELGIN,  Ac. 
Mounstuart  Grant  Duff. 

FALKIRK,  Ac. 
James  Merry. 

FIFESHIRE. 
J.  H.  Erskino  Wemyss. 

FORFARSHIRE. 

Hon.  Adam  (Haldane-Dun- 

can)  Viscount  Duncan. 

GLASGOW. 
Walter  Buchanan, 
Robert  Dalglish. 

GREENOCK. 
Alexander  Murray  Dunlop. 

HADDINGTONSHIRE. 

Hon.  Francis  Wemyss  (Char- 

teris)  Lord  Elcho. 

HADDINGTON,  Ac. 

Sir  Henry  Robert  Ferguson 

Davie,  bt. 

INVERNESS-SHIRE. 
Henry  James  Baillie. 
INVERNESS,  Ac. 
Alexander  Matheson. 

KILMARNOCK,  RENFREW, 

Ac. 
Rt.   hon.   Edward   Pleydell 
Bouverie. 

KINCARDINESHIRE. 
Hon.  Hugh  Arbuthnott. 

KIRKCUDBRIGHTSHIRE. 
James  Mackie. 

KIRKWALL,  WICK,  Ac. 
Samuel  Laing. 

LANARKSHIRE. 
Sir  Thomas  Edward  Cole- 
*brooke,  bt. 

LEITH,  Ac. 
William  Miller. 

LINLITHGOWSHIRE. 
W.  Ferrier  Hamilton. 
MONTROSE,  Ac. 
William  Edward  Baxter. 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Frederick  Dundas. 

PAISLEY. 
Humphrey      Ewing     Crura 
Ewing. 

PEEBLES-SHIRE. 
Sir  Graham  Graham  Mont- 
gomery, bt. 

PERTHSHIRE. 
William  Stirling. 

PERTH.      • 
Hon.  Arthur  FitzGeraldKin- 
naird. 


Memberi, 

RENFREWSHIRE. 
Sir  Michael  Robert  Shaw 
Stewart,  bt. 

ROSS  AND  CROMARTY 
SHIRES. 
Sir  James  Matheson,  bt. 

ROXBURGHSHIRE. 
Sir  William  Scott,  bt. 

SELKIRKSHIRE. 
Allan  Eliott  Lockhart. 

STIRLINGSHIRE. 
Peter  Blackburn. 

STIRLING,  Ac. 
James  Caird. 

SUTHERLANDSHIRE. 
Hon.  George  Granville  Wil- 
liam     (Leveson  -  Gower) 
Marquess  of  Stafford. 
WIGTONSHIRE. 
Sir  Andrew  Agnew,  bt. 

WIGTON,  Ac. 
Sir  William  Dunbar,  bt. 

IRELAND. 
ANTRIM. 
Thomas  Heniy  Pakenham, 
Hon.  George  Frederick  Up- 
ton. 

ARMAGH. 
Sir  William  Vemer,  bt.. 
Maxwell  Charles  Close. 
ARMAGH  (CITY). 
Joshua  Walter  MacGeough 
Bond. 

ATHLONE. 
John  Ennis. 

BANDON  BRIDGE. 
Hon.  William  Smyth  Ber- 
nard. 

BELFAST. 
Sir      Hugh      MacCalmont 

Cairns,   knt.^ 
Richard  Davison. 

CARLOW. 
William  Bunbury  M'Clintock 

Bunbury, 
Henry  Bruen. 

CARLOW  (BOROUGH). 
Sir  John  Emerich  Dalberg 
Acton,  bt. 

CARRICKFERGUS. 
Robert  Torrens. 

CASHEL. 
John  Lanigan. 

CAVAN. 
Hon.  James  Pierce  Maxwell, 
Hon.  Hugh  Annesley. 

CLARE. 
CM.  Vandeleur, 
Luke  White. 
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CLONMEL. 
John  Bagwell. 

COLERAINE. 
John  Boyd, 

CORK  COUNTY. 
Rickard  Deasj, 
Vincent  Scully. 

CORK  (CITY). 
Francis  Bernard  Beamish, 
^Vacant,) 

DONEGAL. 
Thomas  Conolly, 
Sir  Edmund  Samuel  Hayes, 
bt. 

DOWNSHIRE, 
Hon.  (Arthur  Edwin   Hill) 
•  Lord  A.  E.  Hill, 
William  B.  Forde. 

DOWNPATRICK. 
David  Stewart  Ker. 

DROGHEDA. 
James  McCann. 

DUBLIN. 
James  Hans  Hamilton, 
Thomas  Edward  Taylor. 

DUBLIN  (CITY). 
Sir  Edward  Grogan,  bt., 
John  Vance. 

DUBLIN  (UNIVERSITY). 
Anthony  Lefroy, 
Rt.  lion.  James  Whiteside. 

DUNDALK. 
George  Bowyer. 

DUNGANNON. 
Hon.  Waiiam  Stuart  Knox. 

DUNGARVAN. 
John  Francis  Maguire. 

ENNIS. 
Rt.  hon.  John  Desmond  Fitz- 
, ,  Gerald. 

ENNISKILLEN. 
Hon.  John  Lowry  Cole. 

FERMANAGH. 
Mervyn  Edward  Arcbdall, 
Hon.  Henry  Arthur  Cole. 

GALWAY. 
Sir    Thomas   John   Burke, 

bt., 
William  Henry  Gregory. 

GALWAY  (BOROUGH). 
John  Orrell  Lever, 
lion.    Ulick    Canning    (De 
Burgh)  Lord  Dunkellin. 
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Members. 


KERRY.  I  MONAGHAN. 

Rt.  hon.  Henry  Arthur  Her- 1  Charles  Powell  Leslie, 
bert,  -      -  — 

Rt.  hon.  Valentine  Augustus 
(Browne)  Viscount  Castle- 
rosse. 

KILDARE. 
William  Henry  Ford  Cogan, 
Rt.     hon.    Richard      More 
OTerrall. 


KILKENNY. 
Hon.  Leopold  George  Fre- 
derick Agar  Ellis, 
John  Greene. 

KILKENNY  (BOROUGH). 
Michael  Sullivan. 

KING'S  COUNTY. 
John  Pope  Hennessy, 
Patrick  O'Brien. 

KINSALE. 
John  Arnott. 

LEITRIM. 
John  Brady, 

William    Richard    Ormsby 
Gore. 

LIMERICK. 
Rt.  hon.  William  Monsell, 
Samuel  A.  Dickson. 

LIMERICK  (CITY). 
Francis  William  Russell, 
George  Gavin. 

LISBURN. 
Jonathan  Joseph   Richard- 
son. 

LONDONDERRY. 
Robert  Peel  Dawson, 
Sir  Frederick  William  Hey- 
gate,  bt. 

LONDONDERRY  (CITY). 
Sir  Robert  Alexander  Fer- 
guson, bt. 

LONGFORD. 
Henry  White, 
Fulke  Southwell  Greville. 

LOUTH. 
Chichester  Samuel   Fortes- 
cue, 
Richard  Montesquieu  Bellow. 

MALLOW. 
Robei't  Longfield. 

MAYO. 
Roger  William  Palmer, 
Hon.  John  Thomas  (Browne) 
Lord  J.  T.  Browne. 

•     MEATH. 
Matthew  Elias  Corbally, 
Edward  McEvoy. 
William  Trant  FagaD,die<l  May  Id. 


Sir  George  Forster,  bt. 

NBWRT. 
Peter  Qoinn. 

PORTARLINGTON. 
Lionel  Dawson  Darner. 


QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 

Michael  Dunne, 
Francis  Plunket  Dannc. 


ROSCOMMON. 
FitKstephen  French, 
Thomas  William  GofF. 

ROSS  (NEW). 
Charles  Tottenham. 

SLIGO. 
Sir  Robert  Gore  Booth,  bt., 
Charles  William  Cooper. 

SLIGO  (BOROUGH). 
Rt.  hon.  John  Arthur  Wynne. 

TIPPERAEY. 
O'Donoghoe,    Daniel    (The 

O'Donoghoe), 
Lawrence  Waldron. 

TRALEE. 
Daniel  O'Connell. 

TYRONE. 
Rt.    hon.    Henry    Thomas 

Lowry  Corry, 
Rt.  hon.  (Claud  Hamilton) 

Lord  C.  Hamilton. 

WATERFORD. 
John  Esmonde, 
Hon.  Walter  Cecil  Talbot. 

WATERFORD  (CITY). 
Michael  Dobbyn  llassard, 
John  Aloysius  Blake. 

WESTMEATH. 
Sir  Richard  George  Angus- 

tus  Levinge,  bt., 
William  Pollard  TJrquhart. 

WEXFORD. 
Patrick  McMahon, 
John  George. 

WEXFORD  (BOROUGH). 
John  Edward  Redmond. 

WICKLOW. 
William    Wentworth    FiU- 

William  Hume, 
Hon.     Granville     Levoson 

(Proby)  Lord  Proby. 

YOUGHAL. 
Isaac  Butt. 
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APPOINTED     TO     MEET     31  MaT,    1859,    IN    THE     TwENTY-SeCOND 
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FIRST  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  ifay  31,  1859. 

THE  Seventeenth  Pabliament  of  the 
United  KiDgdom  was  disBoIvecI  by 
Proclamation  ou  the  23i'd  April,  and  Writs 
wore  ordered  to  be  issued  for  calling  a  new 
Parliament ;  which  writs  were  made  re- 
turnable on  Tuesdny  the  Slst  May  ;  on 
which  day  the  Parliament  so  called  met  for 
Despatch  of  Business. 

The  parliament  was  opened  by 
Commission. 

The  House  of  Peers  b,eing  met, 

• 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  acquainted 
the  House, 

'*  That  Her  Majesty  not  thinking  fit  to 
be  personally  present  here  this  day,  had 
been  pleased  to  cause  a  Commission  to  bo 
issued  under  the  Great  Seal,  in  order  to 
the  opening  and  holding  of  this  Parlia- 
ment. 

Then  Five  of  the  Lords  Commissioners, 
namely.  The  Lobd  Chancellor,  The  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  (The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury),  The  Lord  Privy  Seal 
(The  Earl  of  Hardwicke),  The  Lord  Stew- 
ard OF  the  Household  (the  Marquess  of 
Exeter),  and  The  Lord  Chamberlain  of 
the  Household  (Earl  De  La  Warr),  being 
in  their  Robes,  and  seated  on  a  form  placed 
between  the  Throne  and  the  WoolBacki 
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commanded  the  Yeoman  Usher  of  the 
Black  Rod  to  let  the  Commons  know 
"  The  Lords  Commissioners  desire  their 
immediate  Attendance  in  this  House,  to 
hear  the  Commission  read." 

Who  being  come  ; 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said— 

"  Mj  Lords,   and   Gentlemen    of    the 
House  of  Commons, 

''  Her  Majesty  not  thinking  fit  to  be 
present  here  this  day  in  Her  Royal  Per- 
son, hath  been  pleased,  in  order  to  the 
opening  and  holding  of  this  Parliament, 
to  cause  Letters  Patent  to  be  issued 
under  Her  Great  Seal,  constituting  us 
and  several  other  Lords  therein  named 
Her  Commissioners,  to  do  all  things,  in 
Her  Majesty's  name,  on  Her  part  nc- 
cessary  to  be  performed  in  this  Parlia- 
ment :  This  will  more  fully  appear  by  the 
Letters  Patent  themselves,  which  must 
now  be  read." 

Then  the  said  Letters  Patent  were  read 
by  the  Clerk.     And  then 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  .  said,— 
"My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 
"We have  it  in  command  from  Her  Ma* 
jesty  to  let  you  know,  That  as  soon  as  the 
Members  of  both  Houses  shall  be  sworn, 
the  causes  of  Her  Majesty  calling  this  Par- 
liament will  be  declared  to  you;  and,  it 
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i*"-Li  irr-^iiiTT  a  Sr>oaLer  of  the  House  ot 
\  i-ZL --.-.-Zii  ="  '.  ■-'.  1  le  first  clioscii,  it  ia  Ilcr 
MLTtfix'i  :;t  .»j:i-  tl.rit  vou.  Gentlemen  of 
:i;  H:-=<r  -;:'  C.rLT..-^r.?,  repnir  to  the  place 
TMi*  w  -  :.T.  ;  h\\,  a!ul  there  proceed  to 
lit-  ir->:':-:?i:Wii  tf  ponie  proper  person  to 
I-e  To-r  S)ciil!er;  aii'J  that  yoa  pre&ciitfliich 
per^rr.  vhom  you  shall  so  choose,  hero, 
To-cjc-rrow  ct  Two  of  the  clock,  for  Her 
MajesiT's  Rcyal  Approbation. 
Then  the  Comnious  withdrew. 

The  House  was  adjourned  during  plea- 
sure, 10  unrobe. 

The  House  was  resumed. 

Pritcrs — Read  by  the  Lord  Batnlvq, 
in  Holy  Orders,  no  Bishop  being  present. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  singly,  in  the 
first  place,  at  the  Table,  took  and  sub- 
scribed the  Oath  required  to  be  taken  bv 
the  Act  of  the  21st  and  22nd  Victoria, 
cap.  48. 

Certificate  of  the  Sixteen  Peers  for 
Scotland  deliv^rvd^  and  road. 

Roll  or  tub  Lords— Garter  King  of 
Anns  ntteiiJing,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  Manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords 
TeinporAl  in  the  First  Session  of  the 
Ki^htoenth  Parliament  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  the  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

Several  Lords  tiK>k  the  Oath. 

Charles  Hcnnet,  esquire  (commonly  cal- 
led Lord  Ossulston),  having  received  Her 
Mnjosty*s  Writ  to  summon  him  to  sit  in 
this  rarliameiit  as  Haron  Ossulston — was 
in  the  u^ual  Manner  introduced. 

The  lionl  Cnmovs,  and  The  Lord  Vaux 
of  llnrrowden  took  the  Oath  prescribed  by 
the  Act  1 0th  f.Vo.  IV.  to  bo  taken  by  the 
Poors  professing  the  Roman  Catholic  Re- 
ligion. 

John  CharloH  Karl  of  Seafiehl  in  Scot- 
IiumI,  havin>r  hoeu  orented  Haron  Strath- 
i>pey  of  the  Tnited  Kingdom,  was  in  the 
nsunl  manner  introduoe«l. 

llouw  niljoiiniod  nt  Kivo  o'olwk, 

till  To.mnrr»»w.  n  t^UArCor 

liriorn  Two  o'oUn^k. 
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On  which  day,  being  th«  day  ii|kpoin(ed 
by  tho  Royal  ProeUniatlou  for  the  mo^t* 


ing  of  the  netr  Parliament  ^tV  Denis  Le 
Marchant^  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Commoni, 
and  Thomas  Erskine  J/at/,  and  Henry  Lef/, 
Esquires,  Clerks  Assistants,  attending  u 
the  House,  and  the  other  Clerks  attending 
according  to  their  duty,  ChoHes  Bcmilhf, 
Esquire,  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancefy 
in  Great  Britain^  delifereU  to  the  said 
Sir  Denis  Le  Marckant  a  Book,  Gontaio- 
ing  a  list  of  the  Names  of  the  Memben 
returned  to  senre  in  this  Parliament. 

Several  of  the  Members  repaired  to 
their  seats. 

A  Message  was  delivered  by  Mr,  PhI- 
tmm,  Yeoman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod : 

"Gentlemen, 

''The  Lords,  authorised  by  Tirtne  of 
"Her  Majesty's  Commission,  desire  the 
"  iimnediate  attendance  of  this  Honourable 
*'Eousein  the  House  of  Peers,  to  hear 
"  the  Commission  read." 

Accordingly,  the  House  went  np  to  the 
House  of  Peers. 

And  the  House  being  retorned  ; 
CHOICE  OF  A  SPEAKBR. 

CoLosEL  JOHN  WILSON  PATTEN, 
addressing  himself  to  the  Clerk  (who,  stand- 
ing up  pointed  to  him,  and  then  sat  down) 
said.  Sir  Denis  Le  Marohant,  I  hope  it  will 
not  be  considered  an  act  of  presumption  oa 
my  part  if  I  propose  to  the  House  for  deo- 
tion  one  of  its  Members  to  fill  the  distin- 
guished office  of  its  Speaker.  Sir,  if  any  of 
the  political  parties  of  which  the  Honae  of 
Commons  is  composed  had  an  intention  of 
naming  any  one  a  candidate  for  that  office, 
I  should  abandon  the  duty  I  now  under- 
take to  perform  to  some  hon.  Gentleman 
more  practised  in  the  political  discussions  of 
the  House,  wlio  would  have  discharged  the 
duty  with  more  propriety  than  myself.  But 
understanding  that  no  such  intention  eiisfs 
on  the  part  of  any  section  of  the  House — 
believing,  on  the  contrary,  that  an  agreeable 
unanimity  will  be  found  to  prevail  on  both 
sides  in  regard  to  the  object  of  my  Motion 
—  1  do  not  hesitate  to  comply  with  what  I 
l>olicve  is  t))c  general  feeling  of  the  Mem- 
l>ers  of  this  House.  I  therefore  rise.  Sir, 
to  propose  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Nottinghamshire,  Mr. 
Kvelyn  Donison,  do  take  the  chair  and 
again  preside  over  us.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  nss  already  performed  the  duties  of 
Speaker  of  this  House,  and  his  general 
c\>nduet  in  the  Chair  wUl  be  his  best  re- 
commendation for  re-election.    But  I  may. 
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perhaps,  be  allowed  to  remind  the  House 
that  when  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  first 
elected  to  that  distinguished  post  he  had 
no  common  difficulties  to  contend  with. 
He  had  to  succeed  a  Speaker  who,  it  was 
unirersally  acknowledged,  had  filled  the 
Chair  of  this  House  with  mor^  than  usual 
ability,  and  was  one  of  the  most  eminent 
Speakers  who  had  ever  sat  in  it.  It  was 
no  light  task  for  any  Member  of  this 
House  coming  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
the  office  for  the  first  time  to  be  successor 
of  Viscount  Eversley.  But  the  manner  in 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  overcame  this 
difficulty  is  well  known  to  the  House;  and  I 
am  bold  to  say  that  to  the  constant  atten- 
tion he  has  paid  to  his  duties,  the  imparti- 
ality of  his  decisions,  and  his  general  bear- 
ing towards  all  the  Members  of  the  House, 
may  be  attributed  the  unanimous  feeling 
which  now  exists  that  he  should  resume  the 
Chair.  Sir»  there  are  duties  the  Speaker  of 
this  House  has  to  perform  that  may  not 
be  known  to  many  Members  of  it ;  and 
though  I  make  no  pretensions  to  taking  a 
principal  part  in  the  public  proceedings  of 
the  House,  yet,  perhaps,  few  Members 
have  had  better  opportunities  than  myself 
pf  knowing  how  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
conducted  one  of  the  most  important  duties 
be  has  to  perform.  I  believe  all  those 
Members  of  the  House  who  have  had  to 
take  part  in  the  private  business  of  the 
House,  in  reference  to  which  the  Speaker 
has  duties  of  no  common  importance,  will 
acknowledge  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  been  distinguished  by  his  general 
courtesy  to  every  one.  On  all  occasions 
Hon.  Members,  without  distinction  of  party 
or  reference  to  private  feelings,  have  had 
fr^e  access  to  him,  and  he  is  at  all  times 
anxious  to  place  at  their  disposal  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  experience  which  he  had 
had  in  regard  to  the  business  of  this  branch 
of  legislation.  I  do  not  wish  to  intrude 
any  private  feeling  on  an  occasion  like  this, 
but  perhaps  I  may  be  permitted,  from  a 
knowledge  of  nearly  fifty  years,  to  express 
my  conviction  that,  as  in  public,  so  in  pri- 
vate, my  right  hon.  Friend  is  in  every  way 
worthy  of  the  .honour  for  which  I  propose 
himu  I  believe  it  would  be  difficult  to  find 
any  Oentleman  combining  so  many  of  the 
characteristics  required  to  represent  the 
Oommons  of  England  in  so  great  a  degree 
all  my  right  lion*  Friend.  He  has  been 
distinguished  throughout  his  life  for  an 
nnimpeachable  character  as  a  private  gen- 
tteman;  and  I  feel  that  one  of  the  chief 
reeoibmendations  of  the  person  Who  aspires 


to  the  honour  of  representing  the  Com- 
mons of  England  as  their  Speaker  must 
be  the  character  ho  bears  as  a  private 
gentleman.  I  move  "  That  the  right  hon. 
John  Evelyn  Denison  do  take  the  Chair  of 
this  House  as  Speaker." 

Sir  FRANCIS  THGRNHILL  BARING 
said,  I  rise  to  second  the  proposition  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North  Lanca  • 
shire.  My  hon.  Friend  has  put  the  sub- 
ject in  so  proper  a  light,  and  expressed 
himself  so  appropriately  on  the  merits  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Nottinghamshire,  that,  as  far  as  I 
am  personally  concerned,  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  have  left  the  matter  entirely 
in  his  hands,  and  have  stopped  here.  But 
it  would  hardly  bo  respectful  to  the  House, 
nor  would  it  bo  paying  a  proper  regard  to 
the  Gentleman  my  hon.  Friend  has  pro- 
posed, not  to  add  a  few  sentences  to  what 
he  has  addressed  to  you.  Sir,  the  selec- 
tion of  a  Speaker  is  one  of  no  common 
importance,  not  only  on  the  present  but 
on  every  occasion.  To  choose  out  of  the 
assembled  Commons  of  England  the  man 
who  is  to  preside  in  our  debates  and  exer- 
cise authority  over  us  is  at  any  time  a 
choice  of  no  ordinary  moment ;  but  we 
are  likely  to  have  to  discuss  questions  of 
no  common  importance — questions  likely 
to  create  considerable  excitement — and 
though  we  are  in  the  habit,  as  much  to  the 
advantage  of  the  country  as  to  the  credit 
of  the  House,  of  carrying  on  our  party 
conflicts  in  a  tone  and  temper  not  partak- 
ing of  personal  acrimony,  yet  it  is  an  ad- 
vantage to  have  in  that  Chair  a  gentleman 
of  high  honour,  experience,  and  firmness, 
who  may  vindicate  the  authority  ho  exer- 
cises over  the  House  by  the  personal 
respect  we  bear  him  as  well  as  by  the  de- 
ference we  owe  to  the  office  he  holds. 
Now,  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Nottinghamshire  will  fulfil  these  re- 
quirements. We  have  to  appeal  to  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  already  performed 
the  duty — for  no  long  period,  indeed,  but 
sufficiently  long  to  prove  his  ability.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North  Lanca- 
shire has  spoken  of  tho  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  performed 
his  duties  in  connection  with  that  branch 
of  his  business  which  does  not  attract  so 
much  attention  as  it  deserves— the  private 
business  of  the  House ;  but  with  regard  to 
it  no  Member  of  tho  House  is  better  able 
to  state  what  has  been  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
DeniBon  than  the  hon.  Member  by  whom 
he  is  proposed  ;  fot  it  is  a  part  of  the  busi- 
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nesB  of  »tlie  House  to  which  he  has  paid  me  &q  a&surMDce  that  in  this  respect  mj 
great  attention.  To  add  anvtl.in;;  to  LI*  ef.ris  haTc  not  been  entirely  unsuccessfol. 
testimony  would  be  ahnost  ioipertiiicnt  en  But  Lore  I  sus:  sat  that  the  mode  of  mj 
my  part,  but  I  have  personal  knoviedge  of  c'.^ciion  in  the  first  instance,  and  the  uni- 
his  courtesy  and  attention  to  m\£clt  as  a  :':r:n  c:uj:e&T  I  hare  ex  iterie  need  from  both 
private  Member  of  Parliament.  But  wiih  siiics  c:  the  House  ahke,  while  they  would 
regard  to  the  public  business  every  Gentle-  L:.tc  m^^e  a  fa- lure  in  this  respect  a  just 
mafi  who  was  a  Member  of  the  last  House  subjet-i  of  reproach,  do  in  the  same  pro- 
of Commons  is  as  good  a  judge  as  myself.  >  por:i  jii  dc-triict  :rom  the  merit  of  any  ibc- 
I  am  not  here  to  flatter  the  ligut  hon.  cess  vLiwii  m&y  hare  been  achieTCU.  If 
Gentleman  ;  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  ad-  i:  »liOj!d  be  ti«c  ^'ieasure  of  the  House  to 
mit  that  when  he  was  first  placed  in  the  y.:,i-(:  xrie  a^ain  :u  the  Lhalr,  no  efforts  of 
chair,  the  novelty  of  the  position,  and  I'.iax  :;:iiie  sl.ili  hs  w.iming  ;  but  my  main  reli- 
diffidenco  in  his  own  powers  which  so  often  a:.ce  ii..:»i  ever  be  on  thcgeucrous  support 
accompanies  real  merit,  hampered  the  and  ihe  i:;Ju:gent  consideration  of  the 
facility  and  readiness  to  which  we  had  then  *  House.  The  honour  and  the  privil^es  of 
been  so  long  accustomed.  This,  however,  the  House  are  to  me  objects  of  the  dearest 
Boou  wore  off,  and  I  venture  to  give  my  concern.  a:.d,  iu  as  far  as  they  shall  be 
opinion  — and  I  do  so  because  it  is  shared  |  committed  to  my  charge,  I  trust  they  will 
by  Members  of  great  authority  and  weight  ever  be  found  to  be  in  safe  keeping.  I  will 
— that  during  the  last  Session  of  Pariia-  not  further  intrude  upon  the  House,  bnt 
mcnt  the  chair  was  filled  in  a  manner  that  with  all  dutr  submit  mvself  to  its  pleasure, 
did  credit  to  tho  right  hoo.  Gentleman  and  The  House  then  again  nnanimou^y 
to  tho  House  itself.  I  will  only  add  that  calling  Mr.  Evelyn  Denison  to  the  Chair, 
it  will  bo  a  great  public  advantage  if  the  he  was  taken  out  of  his  place  by  the  said 
right  hon.  Gcntlemau  is  placed  in  the  Colonel  John  Wilsou  Patten  and  Sir 
chair  by  tho  general  opinion  of  the  House,  •  Francis  Thornhill  Bariog  and  conducted 
so  that  iu  those  questions  we  may  here-  ^  lo  t]:e  Chair. 

after  have  to  discuss  wc  may  feel  that  we  '  T];en  Mk.  SPEAKER  Elect,  standiog 
have  not  begun  by  anything  likely  to  ex*  '  on  tlie  uj^per  step,  said  :  I  offer  from  this 
cite  perEonal  feelings,  but  that  tho  light  '■  Chair  my  grateful  and  respectful  acknow- 
lion.  Gentleman  is  elected  by  both  sides  as  |  lougcmnts  to  the  House  for  this  proof  of 

their  continued  coufideoce.     I  wish  to  be 


the  impartial  arbiter  of  our  debates. 

The  House  then  calling  on  Mr.  Evelyn 
Denihox  to  the  (.'liair, — 


pornticted  to  take  this  public  opportunity 
of  cxpressicg  the  great  obligations  I  am 
Mr.  EVELYN  DENISON  stood  up  in  unJur  to  the  officers  of  the  House— to 
his  place  and  said;— I  offer  my  grateful  thuse  who  assist  at  this  table,  as  well  as  to 
thanks  to  the  two  Gentlemen  who  have  pre- 
sented my  name  to  the  House,  in  terms  sug- 
gested certainly  by  tho  partiality  of  fricnd- 
aliip  rather  than  by  any  deserts  of  mine. 
1  niUHt  bo  tho  first  to  declare  how  little 


those  in  otl.er  branches,  for  their  sealous 
and  unremitting  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
their  respective  departments.  For  myself, 
if  during  the  two  years  of  my  apprentice- 
sliip  I  have  been  able  iu  any  degree  to  Bft« 


worthy  I  nm  of  much  that  has  been  said  in  i  tisfy  the  House,  I  may  now  without  pre- 
my  commendation.     I  thought  it  a  great  I  sumption  propose  to  serve  the  House  with 


honour  when  two  years  a^^o,  the  House 
was  pleased  to  cull  mo  to  that  chair« 
untried,  little  prepared  for  its  duties,  and 


improved  efficiency  and  with  somewhat  m« 
creased  confidence. 

:Vnd  thereupon  he  sat  down  in  the  Chair; 


as  littlo  expecting  to  be  called  u|>on  to  j  and  then  the  Mace  (which  before  lay  under 
perform  them.  1  think  it  a  mnch  greater  I  the  Table)  was  laid  upon  the  Table, 
honour  now,  after  a  trial,  to  havo  been  |  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
approved,  and  to  bo  so  proposed  and  so  !  QUER  :  Sir,  it  is  now  my  very  grateful 
seconded,  and,  may  I  add? — so  accepted  j  duty  to  congratuUtc  you  ou  having  ob- 
ns  has  been  n)y  lot  this  day.  My  short  j  lainod,  subject  to  the  sanction  of  Her  Ma* 
oiperienco  of  tho  duties  of  tho  offico  has  jesty,  an  honour  which  I  think  ought  to 
made  me  painfully  nwarc  of  many  defi-  i  satisfy  tho  noblest  ambition — the  privilege 
oienoicB  and  shortcomings  on  my  part;  bnt !  of  presiding  over  the  proceedings  of  £e 


on  ono  point,  tho  dosiro  to  perform  my 
duties  with  impartiality  ;  and  tho  part 
which  both  sides  of  tho  House  have  taken 
in  my  nomination  this  day,  I  trust,  afford 

Sir  Francis  ThomhiU  BaHng 


most  ancient,  most  powerful,  and  most 
celebrated  of  representative  assemblies^ 
Vou,  Sir,  have  had  some  experience  in 
that  Chair  ;  and  that  justifies  our  expee- 
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totion  timt  yon  nill  be  at  nil  timeB  prompt 
and  prepared  to  guard  and  to  vindicate  our 
pritileges,  to  preside  over  our  dobatea  witli 
dignity,  and  tii  moments  of  perplexity  to 
guide  and  enlighten  us  with  adequate 
lQ«n)ing.  Under  tliese  circiimBtanceB  I 
am  anre  that  I  am  not  taking  a  preaump- 
tnons  part  when  I  assure  you  that  in  the 
folfilment  of  your  duties,  on  the  part  of 
erery  Member  of  this  House,  jou  may 
eount  upon  not  only  a  respectful,  but  a 
cordial  aastBtance.  And,  Sir,  I  do  not 
doubt  that  tho  day  will  not  arriro  when 
ony  one  who  has  attended  at  yonr  election 
this  day  will  have  occasion  to  regret  the 

fiart  that  he  tins  taken  in  it,  because  I  be- 
ieve  that  in  that  ehair  you  nil!  orer  mani- 
fest the  purity  of  nn  English  judge  and 
the  spirit  of  an  Englith  gentleman.  The 
Hgbt  lion.  Qentleman  then  moTed  "That 
the  House  do  now  adjourn." 

ViscoDHT  PALUERSTON:  Sir,  I  trust 
tho  House  will  permit  me  to  join  with  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  in  congra- 
tulating you.  Sir,  upon  having  been  placed 
tbi*  day  in  one  of  tho  most  honourable  and 
distinguished  positions  in  which  it  is  possi- 
ble for  a  member  of  the  community  of  tbia 
great  nation  to  find  liimaelf.  It  must  be 
tnoat  gratifying  fb  you  that  you  have  been 
the  nnanirnous  choice  of  one  of  the  noblest 
auemblies  that  ever  existed  in  tbo  world, 
«nd  I  think  I  may  say  of  one  that  is  not 
likely  ever  to  be  suipassed,  to  preside  over 
Uieir  delibcratious,  to  moderate  their  pro- 
ceedings, to  be  their  organ  in  times  of  diffi- 
culty, and  the  champion  of  their  rights  if 
tbey  should  be  attacked.  I  am  persuaded, 
vilh  the  right  hon.  Genlieman  opposite, 
that,  judging  from  the  able  manner  in 
which  you  in  the  last  Parliament  performed 
the  duties  which  were  then  devolved  upon 
yOD,  no  toan  who  has  joined  in  this  ar- 
rangement will  ever  have  rensoo  to  repent 
bia  vote;  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the 
impartiality  which  you  have  on  all  occasions 
evinced  will  be  cuntinued  in  your  future 
duties,  and  that  every  succeeding  Session 
will  prove  the  propriety  of  the  choice  which 
the  House  has  this  day  made  in  your  per- 
Bon,  I  am  sure  that  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  answering  for  the  House 
more  than  ho  was  authorized  to  do  when 
be  aasarcd  you  that  every  Member  of  this 
House  will  give  you  his  most  heaHy  and 
cordial  BUpport  in  mBiutaining  the  order  of 
oar  proceedinga  while  performing  those 
important  dutiea  which  devolve  upon  the 
person  who  fills  that  Chair. 

On  ,Qneiti6n  "  That  the  Honsa  do  now 


adjonm,"  there  were  aeveral  cries  of 
"Till  when?"  "Tomorrow,"  and  "Thurs- 
day." 

CoLOSEL  FRENCH  remarked  that  it 
was  always  the  custom  of  the  House  to  ad- 
journ over  the  Derby  day. 

The  chancellor  of  tee  EXCHE- 
QUER: The  public  service  will  be  con- 
sulted if  the  House  will  meet  to-morrow, 
but  if  the  gallant  Officer  has  ony  engage- 
ments in  anotber  place,  I  believe  ihcro  will 
bo  no  difficulty  to  prevent  the  fulfilment  of 
them. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  :  At  what  hour  is  the 
House  to  meet  to-morrow  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: At  two  o'clock. 

ViacousT  PALMERSTON  :  I  appre- 
hend that  it  will  remove  all  uneasiness  if  I 
state  tbat  the  purpose  for  which  the  House 
meet  to-roorrow  is  simply  that  you, 
may  go  to  the  House  of  Lords  to  re- 
ceive the  sanction  of  tlie  Crown.  No  ad- 
aes  will  bo  delivered,  and  nothing  be- 
yond the  swearing  of  those  Members  who 
may  happen  to  be  present  will  toko  place. 
HoniA  Baoordin^f  adjoumsd  till  To- 
morrow at  ■  qnartar  bafiMe 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday,  June  1,  1859. 
The  House  met;  and  Five  of  the  Lobds 
CoMuissiONERS,  namely.  The  Loed  Chan- 
cellor, The  LoBD  Phesident  op  thc 
CooNCiL,  The  LoBD  Pwvif  Seal,  The 
Loan  Steward  of  the  Household,  and 
the  Eabl  of  Ualuesburt  (Secretary  of 
State)  being  in  their  robes,  and  seated  on 
a  form  placed  between  the  Throne  and  the 
Woolsack,  commanded  the  Yeoman  Usii«r 
of  tbo  Black  Rod  to  let  the  Commons  know 
"  The  Lords  Commissioners  desire  their 
immediate  attendance  in  this  House." 

Who  being  come, 

SPEAKER  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
PREBBUTED  A»D   APPROVED, 

Mr.  EVELYN  DENISON  said, 
Mt  Lords, 

I  have  to  acquaint  your  Lordships  that^ 
in  obedience  to  Her  Majesty's  commands. 
Her  Majesty's  faithful  Commons,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  undoubted  right  and  pri- 
vilege, have  proceeded  to  tho  election  of  » 
Speaker,  and  that  their  choice  has  fallen 
on   myself.     I  now   present   myself  at 
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■it  and  vote  in  this  House,  is  -prerented  from  so 
sitting  and  voting  by  his  conscientious  objection 
to  take  the  Oath  which  by  an  Act  passed  in  the 
twenty-second  year  of  Her  Majesty  has  been  sub- 
stituted for  the  Oaths  of  Allegiance,  Supremacy, 
and  Abjuration,  in  the  form  therein  required. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Resolved  accordingly. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL':  I  now  pro- 
pose the  subsequent  Resolution,  which  is 
in  these  terms : — 

That  any  Person  professing  the  Jewish  Reli- 
gion may  henceforth,  in  taking  the  Oath  pre* 
scribed  in  an  Act  passed  in  the  twenty-second 
year  of  Her  Majesty  to  entitle  him  to  sit  and  vote 
in  this  House,  omit  the  words  "  and  I  make  this 
declaration  upon  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian." 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  NE  WDEGATE  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  is  now  proceeding  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  the  21  k  22  Vict.  c.  49, 
and  in  accordance  witli  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  at  the  close  of  the 
last  Session  to  ascertain  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding under  that  Act.  I  was  a  Member 
of  that  Committee,  and  therefore  I  pro- 
bably may  be  more  cognizant  of  what 
passed  therein  than  some  other  Members 
of  the  House.  The  Report  of  this  Com- 
mittee was  presented  so  lately  as  the  11th 
of  April  last,  and  the  Standing  Order 
founded  upon  it  was  not  adopted  by  the 
House  till  the  14th  of  April,  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  Members  of  the  last 
Parliament,  and  many  more  who  were  not, 
are  probably  not  aware  that  it  was  ascer- 
tained by  this  Committee  that  each  newly 
erected  House  of  Commons  on  its  first 
assembling  must  decide  for  itself  whether 
those  who  do  not  profess  the  true  faith  of 
a  Christain  shall  have  seats  within  its 
walls  ;  and  it  was  specifically  decided  that 
this  question  should  not  be  raised  until  the 
fourth  day  on  which  Members  come  up  to 
take  the  oaths;  and  for  this  obvious  reason, 
that  had  this  question  been  proposed  on 
the  first  day  of  our  meeting  the  House 
would  not  have  been  in  a  position  to  adopt 
the  Resohition  which  has  been  moved  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Loudon,  which  is  decisive  of  this  ques- 
tion so  far  as  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  present  Session  is  concerned.  Sir,  it 
is  well  known  that  I  feel  strongly  that  this 
House  should  be  Christian  by  its  constitu- 
tion ;  that  it  is  the  representatite  of  a 
nation  Christian  by  a  vast  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  of  these  islands  ;  and  that  it 
is  also  in  accordance  with  th^  constitotion 
of  this  country  as  established — or  re-estab- 

Lord  John  Bussell 


lished — at  the  Revolution  of  1688  thai  the 
House  should  be  Christian,  all  the  leadiag 
functionaries  of  the  State  are  Christian, 
and  until  very  recently  this  House  has 
been  Christian.  I  will  not  go  into  the 
large  question  which  has  been  so  often 
and  so  long  debated  in  this  House ;  I  am 
sure  that  the  House  will  not  think  it  im- 
proper in  me,  entertaining  these  strong 
convictions,  however  unworthy  I  myself 
may  be  to  take  such  a  part,  still  to  de* 
clare  my  opinion  that  the  House  by  its 
whole  constitution  should  remain  what  it 
has  been  for  so  many  years — Christian  ; 
because  if  we  admit  those  who  reject 
Christianity,  we  have  no  longer  the  power 
in  our  corporate  capacity  of  appealing  to 
the  great  code  of  Christianity  as  forming 
our  rule  of  right  as  distinguished  from 
wrong.  I  feel  that  I  must  not  travel  into 
many  matters  connected  with  this  quea- 
tion,  but  I  wish  to  impress  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  come  here  for  the  first  time 
that  they  have  now  to  decide  for  them- 
selves and  for  the  Houso  this  question, 
which  has  been  so  long  debated — that  is 
whether  this  House  shall  remain  baaed 
on  the  constitution  as  that  constitution 
was  established  in  1688  ?  Persons  who 
entertain  revolutionary  opinions  cafii  et 
that  establishment;  and  1  feci  deeply  npcti 
this  question,  because  it  involves  that  es- 
tablishment to  its  very  base.  What  was 
the  policy  of  the  Monarch  who  was  then 
ejected  from  the  throne?  James  IL  issued 
a  declaration  that  no  peculiarity  of  religi- 
ous belief,  and  no  want  of  religious  belief, 
should  disqualify  any  man  from  employ- 
ment under  the  Government.  That  was 
done  at  the  instance  of  Jesuit  advisers  ; 
and  the  reply  to  that  declaration  by  the 
nation  was  the  ejection  of  himself  and  of 
his  family  from  tho  throne  ;  although  in 
that  revolution  the  lost  vestiges  of  what 
was  called  **  the  Divine  right"  of  tho 
Monarch  were  swept  away,  the  nation  sup- 
plied its  place  by  securing  that  the  whole  con- 
stitution of  the  Imperial  Parliament  should 
be  in  accordance  with  the  character  of  the 
Sovereign  ;  that  thus  the  whole  Imperial 
power  should  be  Christian,  fundamentally 
and  in  all  its  details.  Sir,  when  we  reflect 
upon  how  this  country  has  prospered  since 
that  period,  some  180  years;  how  free  from 
turmoil  wo  have  been,  how  safe  has  been  our 
freedom  among  the  shocks  which  have  over- 
turned the  Governments  and  constitutions  of 
other  countries,  I  cannot  divest  my  mind  of 
the  belief  that  it  is  not  merely  the  inherent 
oharaeteristioB  of   the  people  that  bare 
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-given  that  seeuritj ;  and  if  there  is  a  God 
who  governs  tlie  world,  we  must  believo 
this  in  that  particular  organization  of  our 
institutions  is  entailed  a  blessing  upon  this 
eountry;  and  it  shall  not  be  for  the  want 
of  my  vote  at  all  erents,  that  that  which 
I  believe  to  be  calculated  to  insure  the 
continuance  of  this  blessing  be  removed 
from  the  constitution  of  this  country.  I 
will  not  detoin  the  House  much  longer, 
-but  I  cannot  help  adverting  to  one  fact. 
I  beg  the  House  to  remember  that  at  this 
moment  the  Liberal  mind  throughout 
Europe  is  stirred  towaixls  the  principle 
of  nationality.  The  desire  is  that  the 
various  nations  of  the  world  should  bo 
governed  as  nations  by  recognizing  their 
natural  limits  and  their  peculiarities  of 
descent  as  the  limits  of  their  respective 
Govornments.  But  what  are  we  asked  to 
do  here  ?  I  speak  not  of  the  individual  with 
disrespect ;  but  we  are  asked  to  seat  a 
person  here,  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons, who  declares  himself  to  be  an  Aus- 
trian Baron.  I  know  not  whether  Baron 
Lionel  de  Rothschild  bears  that  title  with 
the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty ;  but  I  must 
say  that  on  examining  the  rolls  of  the  last 
Parliament,  towards  its  close,  I  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  that  hon.  Gentleman 
had  thought  it  becoming,  that  his  name 
should  appear  on  that  roll  with  an  Austrian 
title  attached  to  it.  There  have  been  dis- 
tinguished men  in  this  House  entitled  to 
bear  foreign  titles— Sir  Thomas  Fremantle 
and  others — bpt  i  never  before  knew  a 
person  appear  in  this  House  by  a  title 
derived  from  a  foreign  State.  It  may 
be  an  inadvertence ;  but  it  marks  this 
fact,  that  one  who  is  a  Jew  by  race  and 
religion  does  not  regard  with  the  same 
feelings  the  nation  in  which  he  lives  as 
do  those  who  are  Christians)  and  who  are 
identified  with  that  nation  both  by  birth 
and  by  religion.  The  truth  is,  that  a  Jew 
by  his  religion  is  bound  to  consider  himself 
as  neither  an  Austrian,  nor  a  Frenchman, 
nor  an  Englishman,  nor  a  Neapolitan,  nor 
a  German  ;  and  in  all  these  nations  you  will 
find  members  of  the  Rothschild  family. 
He  is  of  a  nation  of  which  the  present 
state  of  existence  is  a  signal  miracle,  and 
I  oaniiot  help  feeling  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber when  he  enters  an  Austrian  title  upon 
the  rolls  of  this  House,  verifies  the  saying, 
that  a  true  Jew  can  be  really  of  no  nation, 
but  of  that  nation  which  is  a  standing 
miracle  of  the  justice  of  the  Almighty  in  its 
present  scattered  eondition.  I  will  not  fur- 
ther detain  the  House.    I  cannot  assent  to 


the  Motion  which  has  been  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London.  My 
conduct  on  this  question  has  been  actuated 
by  a  sense  of  duty,  and  as  long  as  I  have 
a  scat  here  I  shall  vote  against  this  infrac- 
tion of  its  Christian  character.  As  long  as 
I  have  a  seat  in  this  House  I  will  ask  those 
also  who  entertain  the  same  convictions  to 
vote  with  mc.  And  I  cannot  think  that 
our  protest  deserves  to  be  termed  intole- 
rant, bigoted,  or  uncharitable;  for  what  wo 
ask  is  simply  this,  that  the  moral  rule 
adopted  for  the  conduct  of  this  House  in 
its  corporate  capacity  shall  bo  the  rule  of 
Protestant  Christianity ;  if  you  condemn 
us  as  intolerant,  bigoted,  or  presumptuous, 
you  condemn  the  religion  to  which  we  ad- 
here, and  which  we  would  see  prevail  as 
furnishing  the  code  of  morality  for  our 
guidance  as  an  English  Legislature.  I 
warn  you  that  this  Act  which  you  are  now 
called  upon  to  sanction  is  deeply  and  wide- 
ly unpopular.  You  may  meet  with  cheers 
from  the  inconsiderate,  but  I  tell  you 
that  the  feeling  which  lies  deep  in  the 
breasts  of  the  people  of  England  is  one 
of  regret  that,  in  what  they  consider  a 
wanton  exercise  of  liberaRty,  this  House 
should  be  tempted  to  discard  tiiat  great 
code  of  morality  which  is  their  guide  in  the 
government  of  their  families  and  in  all  the 
relations  of  life,  and  should  depart  from 
that  recognition  of  the  Almighty  which  is 
common  to  all  Christians,  and  without 
which  to  us  He  is  an  "  Unknown  God." 

LoBD  JOHN  RUSSELL:  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think  that  I  am 
wanting  in  respect  towards  him  if  I  do  not 
reply  in  detail  to  the  observations  which  he 
has  just  addressed  to  the  House,  I  have 
great  respect  for  the  conscientious  convic- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
this  and  other  similar  questions;  but  this 
matter  has  been  so  much  debated  in  former 
Parliaments,  and  so  far  as  the  House  of 
Commons  is  concerned,  has  been  so  clearly 
decided,  that  I  think  it  unnecessary  to  enter 
upon  any  further  discussion  of  it. 

Mr.  SPKAJKEa  having  put  the  ques- 
tion, there  were  numerous  cries  of  **  Aye," 
**  Aye  ;*'  and  some  **Noes;"  whereon 
Mr.  Speaker  declared  "The  Ayes  have 
it."  But  cries  of  *'  No"  being  repeated, 
Mr.  Speaker  again  put  the  question,  and 
again  pronounced  "  The  Ayes  have  it." 
Whereon  the  Question  being  resolved  in 
the  affirmative,  and  the  Rescdution  agreed 
to,  Baron  Lionel  Nathan  de  Rothsobild 
again  advaneed  to  the  table  to  take  the 
ORtb.    B^ 
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■it  and  vote  in  this  House,  is  prevented  from  so 
Bitting  and  voting  by  his  conscientious  objection 
to  take  the  Oath  which  by  an  Act  passed  in  the 
twenty-second  year  of  Her  Majesty  has  been  sub- 
stituted for  the  Oaths  of  Allegiance,  Supremacy, 
and  Abjuration,  in  the  form  therein  required. 

Motion  agreedto;  Resolved  accordingly. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL':  I  now  pro- 
pose the  subsequent  Resolution,  which  is 
in  these  terms : — 

That  any  Person  professing  the  Jewish  Reli- 
gion may  henceforth,  in  taking  the  Oath  pre* 
scribed  in  an  Act  passed  in  the  twenty-second 
year  of  Her  Majesty  to  entitle  him  to  8it  and  vote 
in  this  House,  omit  the  words  "  and  I  make  this 
declaration  upon  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian." 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  NE WDEGATE  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  is  now  proceeding  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  the  21  k  22  Vict.  c.  49, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  at  the  close  of  the 
last  Session  to  ascertain  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding under  that  Act.  I  was  a  Member 
of  that  Committee,  and  therefore  I  pro- 
bably may  be  more  cognizant  of  what 
passed  therein  than  some  other  Members 
of  the  House.  The  Report  of  this  Com- 
mittee was  presented  so  lately  as  the  11th 
of  April  last,  and  the  Standing  Order 
founded  upon  it  was  not  adopted  by  the 
House  till  the  14th  of  April,  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  Members  of  the  last 
Parliament,  and  many  more  who  were  not, 
arc  probably  not  aware  that  it  was  ascer- 
tained by  this  Committee  that  each  newly 
elected  House  of  Commons  on  its  first 
assembling  must  decide  for  itself  whether 
those  who  do  not  profess  the  true  faith  of 
a  Ohristain  shall  have  seats  within  its 
walls  ;  and  it  was  specifically  decided  that 
this  question  should  not  be  raised  until  the 
fourth  day  on  which  Members  come  up  to 
take  the  oaths;  and  for  this  obvious  reason, 
that  had  this  question  been  proposed  on 
the  first  day  of  our  meeting  the  House 
would  not  have  been  in  a  position  to  adopt 
the  Resolution  which  has  been  moved  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Loudon,  which  is  decisive  of  this  ques- 
tion so  far  as  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  present  Session  is  concerned.  Sir,  it 
18  well  known  that  I  feel  strongly  that  this 
House  should  be  Christian  by  its  oonstitu- 
tion  ;  that  it  is  the  representatite  of  a 
nation  Christian  by  a  Vast  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  of  these  islands  ;  and  that  it 
is  alse  in  accordance  with  the  constitution 
of  this  country  as  established—^  re-estab- 
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lished — at  the  Revolution  of  1688  that  the 
House  should  be  Christian,  all  the  leading 
functionaries  of  the  State  are  Christian, 
and  until  very  recently  this  House  has 
been  Christian.  1  will  not  go  into  the 
large  question  which  has  been  so  often 
and  so  long  debated  in  this  House ;  I  am 
sure  that  the  House  will  not  think  it  im- 
proper in  me,  entertaining  these  strong 
convictions,  however  unworthy  I  myself 
may  be  to  take  sueh  a  part,  still  to  de* 
dare  my  opinion  that  the  House  by  its 
whole  constitution  should  remain  what  it 
has  been  for  so  many  years — Christian  ; 
because  if  we  admit  those  who  reject 
Christianity,  we  have  no  longer  the  power 
in  our  corporate  capacity  of  appealing  to 
the  great  code  of  Christianity  as  forming 
our  rule  of  right  as  distinguished  from 
wrong.  I  feel  that  1  must  not  travel  into 
many  matters  connected  with  this  ques- 
tion, but  1  wish  to  impress  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  come  here  for  the  first  time 
that  they  have  now  to  decide  for  them- 
selves and  for  the  House  this  question, 
which  has  been  so  long  debated — that  is 
whether  this  House  shall  remain  based 
on  the  constitution  as  that  constitution 
was  established  in  1688  ?  Persons  who 
entertain  revolutionary  opinions  cavil  at 
that  establishment;  and  I  feel  deeply  upon 
this  question,  because  it  intolves  that  es- 
tablisliment  to  its  very  base.  What  was 
the  policy  of  the  Monarch  who  was  then 
ejected  from  the  throne?  James  IL  issued 
a  declaration  that  no  peculiarity  of  religi- 
ous belief,  and  no  want  of  religious  belief, 
should  disqualify  any  man  from  employ- 
ment under  the  Government.  That  was 
done  at  the  instance  of  Jesuit  advisers  ; 
and  the  reply  to  that  declaration  by  the 
nation  was  the  ejection  of  himself  and  of 
his  family  from  tho  throne  ;  although  in 
that  revolution  the  lost  vestiges  of  what 
was  called  **  tho  Divine  right"  of  the 
Monarch  were  swept  away,  the  nation  sup- 
plied its  place  by  securing  that  tho  whole  con- 
stitution of  the  Imperial  Parliament  should 
be  in  accordance  with  the  character  of  the 
Sovereign  ;  that  thus  the  whole  Imperial 
power  should  be  Christian,  fundamentally 
and  in  all  its  details.  Sir,  whon  we  reflect 
upon  how  this  country  has  prospered  since 
that  period,  some  1 80  years;  how  free  from 
turmoil  wo  have  been,  how  safe  lias  been  our 
freedom  among  the  shocks  which  have  over- 
turned the  Governments  and  constitutions  of 
other  countries,  I  cannot  divest  my  mind  of 
the  belief  that  it  is  not  merely  the  inherent 
obaraeteristiotf  of   the  people  that  hare 
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.gWen  that  seeurity;  and  if  there  is  a  God 
who  governs  tlie  world,  we  mnst  believe 
this  in  that  particular  organization  of  our 
institutions  is  entailed  a  blessing  upon  this 
•ouRtrj;  and  it  shall  not  be  for  the  want 
of  my  vote  at  all  events,  that  that  which 
I  believe  to  be  calculated  to  insure  the 
continuance  of  this  blessing  be  removed 
from  the  constitution  of  this  country.  I 
will  not  detoin  the  House  mucli  longer, 
•but  I  cannot  help  adverting  to  one  fact. 
I  beg  the  House  to  remember  that  at  this 
moment  the  Liberal  mind  throughout 
Europe  is  stirred  towaixls  the  principle 
of  nationality.  The  desire  is  that  the 
various  nations  of  the  world  should  bo 
governed  as  nations  by  recognizing  their 
natural  limits  and  their  peculiarities  of 
descent  as  the  limits  of  their  respective 
Governments.  But  what  are  we  asked  to 
do  here  ?  I  speak  not  of  the  individual  with 
disrespect ;  but  we  are  asked  to  seat  a 
person  here,  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons, who  declares  himself  to  be  an  Aus- 
trian Baron.  I  know  not  whether  Baron 
Lionel  de  Rothschild  bears  that  title  with 
the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty ;  but  I  must 
say  that  on  examining  the  rolls  of  the  last 
Parliament,  towards  its  close,  I  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  that  hon.  Gentleman 
had  thought  it  becoming,  that  his  name 
should  appear  on  that  roll  with  an  Austrian 
title  attached  to  it.  There  have  been  dis- 
tinguished men  in  this  House  entitled  to 
bear  foreign  titles — Sir  Thomas  Fremantle 
and  others — bpt  i  never  before  knew  a 
person  appear  in  this  House  by  a  title 
derived  from  a  foreign  State.  It  may 
be  an  inadvertence ;  but  it  marks  this 
fact,  that  one  who  is  a  Jew  by  race  and 
religion  does  not  regard  with  the  same 
feelings  the  nation  in  which  he  lives  as 
do  those  who  are  Christians)  and  who  are 
identified  with  that  nation  both  by  birth 
and  by  religion.  The  truth  is,  that  a  Jew 
by  his  religion  is  bound  to  consider  himself 
as  neither  an  Austrian,  nor  a  Frenchman, 
nor  an  Englishman,  nor  a  Neapolitan,  nor 
a  German  ;  and  in  all  these  nations  you  will 
find  members  of  the  Rothschild  family. 
He  if  of  a  nation  of  which  the  present 
state  of  existence  is  a  signal  miracle,  and 
I  cannot  help  feeling  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber when  he  enters  an  Austrian  title  upon 
the  rolls  of  this  House,  verifies  the  saying, 
that  a  true  Jew  can  be  really  of  no  nation, 
but  of  that  nation  whieh  is  a  standing 
miracle  of  the  justice  of  the  Almighty  in  its 
present  scattered  condition.  I  will  not  fur- 
ther detain  the  House.    I  ciuiiiol  assent  to 


the  Motion  which  has  been  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London.  My 
conduct  on  this  question  has  been  actuated 
by  a  sense  of  duty,  and  as  long  as  I  have 
a  scat  here  I  shall  vote  against  this  infrac- 
tion of  its  Christian  character.  As  long  as 
I  have  a  seat  in  this  House  I  will  ask  those 
also  who  entertain  the  samo  convictions  to 
vote  with  me.  And  I  cannot  think  that 
our  protest  deserves  to  bo  termed  intole- 
rant, bigoted,  or  uncharitable;  for  what  we 
ask  is  simply  this,  that  the  moral  rule 
adopted  for  tho  conduct  of  this  House  in 
its  corporate  capacity  shall  bo  the  rule  of 
Protestant  Christianity;  if  you  condemn 
us  as  intolerant,  bigoted,  or  presumptuous, 
you  condemn  the  religion  to  which  we  ad- 
here, and  which  we  would  see  prevail  as 
furnishing  tho  code  of  morality  for  our 
guidance  as  nn  English  Legislature.  I 
warn  you  that  this  Act  which  you  are  now 
called  upon  to  sanction  is  deeply  and  wide- 
ly unpopular.  You  may  meet  with  cheers 
from  the  inconsiderate,  but  I  toll  you 
that  tho  feeling  which  lies  deep  in  the 
breasts  of  the  people  of  England  is  one 
of  regret  that,  in  what  they  consider  a 
wanton  exercise  of  liberality,  this  House 
should  be  tempted  to  discard  tiiat  great 
code  of  morality  which  is  their  guide  in  the 
government  of  their  families  and  in  all  the 
relations  of  life,  and  should  depart  from 
that  recognition  of  the  Almighty  which  is 
common  to  all  Christians,  and  without 
which  to  us  He  is  an  "  Unknown  God." 

LoBD  JOHN  RUSSELL:  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think  that  I  am 
wanting  in  respect  towards  him  if  I  do  not 
reply  in  detail  to  the  observations  whieh  he 
has  just  addressed  to  tho  House,  I  have 
great  respect  for  the  conscientious  convic- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
this  and  other  similar  questions;  but  this 
matter  has  been  so  much  debated  in  former 
Parliaments,  and  so  far  as  the  House  ef 
Commons  is  concerned,  has  been  so  clearly 
decided,  that  I  think  it  unnecessary  to  enter 
upon  any  further  discussion  of  it. 

M&.  SPKAJKEa  having  put  the  ques- 
tion, there  were  numerous  cries  of  **  Aye," 
*•  Aye  ;'*  and  some  **Noes;"  whereon 
Mr.  Speaker  declared  *'  The  Ayes  have 
it."  But  criea  of  t*  No"  being  repeated, 
Mr.  Speaker  again  put  the  question,  and 
again  pronounced  "  Tho  Ayes  have  it." 
Whereon  the  Question  being  resolved  in 
the  affirmative!  and  the  Resolution  agreed 
to,  Baron  Lionel  Nathan  de  Rotbscbikl 
again  advanced  to  the  table  to  take  the 
oath.    But^ 


15 


Oath  of  Jewish 


{COMMONS} 


Membart'— 


U 


■it  and  vote  in  this  Home,  is  proTented  from  so 
sitting  and  voting  by  his  conscientious  objection 
to  take  the  Oath  which  by  an  Act  passed  in  the 
twenty-second  year  of  Her  Majesty  has  been  sub- 
■titated  for  the  Oaths  of  Allegiance,  Supremacy, 
and  Abjuration,  in  the  form  therein  required. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Resolved  accordingly. 

Lord  JOHX  RUSSELL":  I  now  pro- 
pose tho  subsequent  Resolution,  which  is 
in  these  terms : — 

Thai  any  Person  professing  the  Jewish  Reli- 
gion may  henceforth,  in  taking  tho  Oath  prc> 
scribed  in  an  Act  passed  in  tho  twenty-second 
year  of  Iler  Majesty  to  entitle  him  to  sit  and  rote 
in  this  House,  omit  the  words  '*  and  I  make  this 
declaration  upon  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian." 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  NE WDEGATE  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
House  is  now  proceeding  in  accordance 
with  the  Act  of  tho  21  in  22  Vict.  c.  49, 
and  in  accordance  with  tho  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  at  the  close  of  tho 
last  Session  to  ascertain  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding under  that  Act.  I  was  a  Member 
of  that  Committee,  and  therefore  I  pro- 
bably may  bo  more  cognizant  of  what 
passed  therein  than  some  other  Members 
of  tho  House.  The  Report  of  this  Com- 
mittee was  presented  so  lately  as  the  11th 
of  April  last,  and  the  Standing  Order 
founded  upon  it  was  not  adopted  by  the 
House  till  the  14th  of  April,  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  Members  of  the  last 
Parliament,  and  many  more  who  were  not, 
are  probably  not  aware  that  it  was  ascer- 
tained by  this  Committee  that  each  newly 
elected  House  of  Commons  on  its  first 
assembling  must  decido  for  itself  whether 
those  who  do  not  profess  the  truo  faith  of 
a  Christain  shall  have  seats  within  its 
walls  ;  and  it  was  specifically  decided  that 
this  question  should  not  be  raised  until  the 
fourth  day  on  which  Members  come  up  to 
take  the  oaths;  and  for  this  obvious  reason, 
that  had  this  question  been  proposed  on 
the  first  day  of  our  meeting  tho  House 
would  not  have  been  in  a  position  to  adopt 
the  Resolution  which  has  been  moved  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Loudon,  which  is  decisive  of  this  ques- 
tion so  far  as  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  present  Session  is  concerned.  Sir,  it 
is  well  known  that  I  feel  strongly  that  this 
House  should  be  Christian  by  its  constitu- 
tion ;  that  it  is  the  representative  of  a 
nation  Christian  by  a  vast  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  of  these  islands  ;  and  that  it 
is  also  in  aceordanoe  with  the  constitution 
of  this  country  as  established — or  re-estab- 
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lished— at  tho  Revolution  of  1688  that  ths 
House  should  bo  Christian,  all  the  leadiog 
functionaries  of  tho  State  are  Christian, 
and  until  very  recently  this  House  has 
been  Christian.  1  will  not  go  into  the 
large  question  which  has  been  so  oflten 
and  so  long  debated  in  this  House ;  I  am 
sure  that  the  House  will  not  think  it  im- 
proper in  me,  entertaining  these  strong 
convictions,  however  unworthy  I  myself 
may  be  to  take  such  a  part,  still  to  de- 
clare my  opinion  that  the  House  by  its 
whole  constitution  should  remain  what  it 
has  been  for  so  many  years — Christian ; 
because  if  wo  admit  those  who  reject 
Christianity,  we  have  no  longer  the  power 
in  our  corporate  capacity  of  appealing  to 
tho  great  code  of  Christianity  as  forming 
our  rulo  of  right  as  distinguiahed  from 
wrong.  1  feel  that  1  must  not  travel  into 
many  matters  connected  with  this  ques- 
tion, but  I  wish  to  impress  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  como  here  for  the  first  time 
that  they  have  now  to  decide  for  them- 
selves and  for  tho  llonso  this  question, 
which  has  been  so  long  debated — thst  is 
whether  this  House  shall  remain  based 
on  the  constitution  as  that  eonatitutioa 
was  established  in  1688  ?  Persons  who 
entertain  revolutionary  opinions  catil  at 
that  establishment;  and  I  feel  deeplr  «pon 
this  question,  because  it  inToWes  that  es- 
tablishment to  its  very  base.  What  was 
the  policy  of  the  Monarch  who  was  then 
ejected  from  the  throne?  James  IL  issued 
a  declaration  that  no  peculiarity  of  religi- 
ous belief,  and  no  want  of  religions  belief, 
should  disqualify  any  man  from  employ- 
ment under  the  Government.  That  was 
done  at  tho  instance  of  Jesuit  advisers ; 
and  the  reply  to  that  declaration  by  the 
nation  was  the  ejection  of  himself  and  of 
his  family  from  tho  throno  ;  although  in 
that  revolution  the  last  vestiges  of  what 
was  called  *'  tho  Divine  right*'  of  the 
Monarch  wero  swept  away,  the  nation  sup- 
plied its  placo  by  securing  that  the  whole  con- 
stitution of  the  Imperial  Parliament  should 
be  in  accordance  with  the  character  of  the 
Sovereign  ;  that  thus  the  whole  Imperial 
power  should  be  Christian,  fundamentally 
and  in  all  its  details.  Sir,  whon  we  reflect 
upon  how  this  country  has  prospered  sines 
that  period,  some  180  years;  how  free  firom 
turmoil  wo  have  been,  how  safe  has  been  our 
freedom  among  the  shocks  which  have  o?er- 
turned  the  Governments  and  constitutions  cf 
other  countries,  I  cannot  divest  my  mind  of 
the  belief  that  it  is  not  merely  the  inherent 
characteristics  of   the  people  thai  hare 
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.given  that  seeuritj ;  and  if  there  is  a  God 
who  goTerns  the  world,  we  mnst  helievo 
thii  in  that  particular  organization  of  our 
institutions  is  entailed  a  blessing  upon  this 
eountrj;  and  it  iliall  not  be  for  the  want 
of  my  vote  at  all  events,  that  that  which 
I  believe  to  be  calculated  to  insure  the 
oontinuance  of  this  blessing  be  removed 
from  the  constitution  of  this  country.  I 
.will  not  detain  the  House  mucli  longer, 
-bat  I  oaunot  help  adverting  to  one  fact. 
I  beg  the  House  to  remember  that  at  this 
moment  the  Liberal  mind  throughout 
Europe  is  stirred  towai^s  the  principle 
of  nationality.  The  desire  is  that  the 
various  nations  of  the  world  should  bo 
governed  as  nations  by  recognizing  their 
nataral  limits  and  their  peculiarities  of 
descent  as  the  limits  of  their  respective 
Govommenta.  But  what  are  we  asked  to 
do  here  ?  I  speak  not  of  the  individual  with 
disrespect ;  but  we  are  asked  to  seat  a 
person  here,  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mens,  who  declares  himself  to  be  an  Aus- 
trian Baron.  I  know  not  whether  Baron 
Lionel  do  Rothschild  bears  that  title  with 
the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty ;  but  I  must 
say  that  on  examining  the  rolls  of  the  last 
Parliament,  towards  its  close,  I  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  that  hon.  Gentleman 
had  thought  it  becoming,  that  his  name 
shottld"  appear  on  that  roll  with  an  Austrian 
title  attached  to  it.  There  have  been  dis- 
tinguished men  in  this  House  entitled  to 
bear  foreign  titles — Sir  Thomas  Fremantle 
and  others — bpt  i  never  before  knew  a 
person  appear  in  this  House  by  a  title 
derived  from  a  foreign  State.  It  may 
be  an  inadvertence  ;  but  it  marks  this 
fact,  that  one  who  is  a  Jew  by  race  and 
religion  does  not  regard  with  the  same 
feelings  the  nation  in  which  he  lives  as 
do  those  who  are  Christians)  and  who  are 
identified  with  that  nation  both  by  birth 
and  by  religion.  The  truth  is,  that  a  Jew 
by  his  religion  is  bound  to  consider  himself 
aa  neither  an  Austrian,  nor  a  Frenchman, 
nor  an  Englishman,  nor  a  Neapolitan,  nor 
a  German  ;  and  in  all  these  nations  you  will 
find  members  of  the  Rothschild  family. 
He  if  of  a  nation  of  which  the  present 
state  of  existence  is  a  signal  miracle,  and 
I  oannot  help  feeling  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber when  he  enters  an  Austrian  title  npon 
the  rolls  of  this  House,  verifies  the  saying, 
that  a  trne  Jew  can  be  really  of  no  nation, 
bat  of  that  nation  which  is  a  standing 
miracle  of  the  justice  of  the  Almighty  in  its 
present  seattered  condition.  I  will  not  fur- 
ther detain  thfii  Bouse.    I  cannot  assent  to 


the  Motion  which  has  been  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London.  My 
conduct  on  this  question  has  been  actuated 
by  a  sense  of  duty,  and  as  long  as  I  have 
a  scat  here  I  shall  vote  against  this  infrac- 
tion of  its  Christian  character.  As  long  as 
I  have  a  seat  in  this  House  I  will  ask  those 
also  who  entertain  the  same  convictions  to 
vote  with  me.  And  I  cannot  think  that 
our  protest  deserves  to  bo  termed  intole- 
rant, bigoted,  or  uncharitable;  for  what  we 
ask  is  simply  this,  that  the  moral  rule 
adopted  for  tho  conduct  of  this  House  in 
its  corporate  capacity  shall  bo  the  rulo  of 
Protestant  Christianity;  if  you  condemn 
us  as  intolerant,  bigoted,  or  presumptuous, 
you  condemn  the  religion  to  which  we  ad- 
here, and  which  we  would  see  prevail  as 
furnishing  tho  code  of  morality  for  our 
guidance  as  nn  English  Legislature.  I 
warn  you  that  this  Act  which  you  are  now 
called  upon  to  sanction  is  deeply  and  wide- 
ly unpopular.  You  may  meet  with  cheers 
from  the  inconsiderate,  but  I  toll  you 
that  the  feeling  which  lies  deep  in  the 
breasts  of  the  people  of  England  is  one 
of  regret  that,  in  what  they  consider  a 
wanton  exercise  of  liberality,  this  House 
should  be  tempted  to  discard  tiiat  great 
codo  of  morality  which  is  their  guide  in  the 
government  of  their  families  and  in  all  the 
relations  of  life,  and  should  depart  from 
that  recognition  of  the  Almighty  which  is 
common  to  all  Christians,  and  without 
which  to  us  He  is  an  '*  Unknown  God.*' 

LoBD  JOHN  RUSSELL:  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think  that  I  am 
wanting  in  respect  towards  him  if  I  do  not 
reply  in  detail  to  the  ohservations  which  be 
has  just  addressed  to  the  House.  I  have 
great  respect  for  the  conscientious  convic- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
this  and  other  similar  questions;  but  this 
matter  has  been  so  much  debated  in  former 
Parliaments,  and  so  far  as  the  House  of 
Commons  is  concerned,  has  been  so  clearly 
decided,  that  I  think  it  unnecessary  to  enter 
upon  any  further  discussion  of  it. 

Mr.  Speaker  having  put  the  ques- 
tion, there  were  numerous  cries  of  **  Aye," 
**Aye;"  and  some  **Noes;"  whereon 
Mr.  Speaker  declared  **  The  Ayes  have 
it."  But  cries  of  '*  No"  being  repeated, 
Mr.  Speaker  again  put  the  question,  and 
again  pronounced  **  The  Ayes  have  it." 
Whereon  the  Question  being  resolved  in 
the  affirmative,  and  the  Resolution  agreed 
to,  Baron  Lionel  Nathan  de  Rothschild 
again  advanced  to  the  table  to  take  the 
oath.    Bot» 
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ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO   HER  MA- 
JESTY'S  SPEECU. 

Tho  QuEEH*8  Speech  having  been  re- 
ported bjr  the  Lord  Chancellor, 

The  Earl  op  POWIS  rose  to  move  an 
humblo  Address  in  Answer  to  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech,  and  said  : — Mj  Lords,  so 
short  a  time  has  elapsed  since  the  com< 
mencement  of  the  last  Session  of  Parlia> 
ment  that  jonr  Lordships  will  be  natorally 
inclined,  on  the  present  occasion,  rather  to 
confine  jonr  attention  to  tho  ono  or  two 
points  of  domestic  administration  and  fo- 
reign policy  which  are  referred  to  in  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  Speech,  and,  as  a  cod* 
sequence,  to  rclicye  me  from  the  necessity 
of  recapitulating  to  your  Lordships  those 
rarious  measures  of  legol  and  social  im- 
prorement  which  were  adverted  to,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  last  Session,  by  my 
noble  Kinsman  who  then  discharged  the 
duty  which  I  have  now  the  honour  to  per- 
form. Several  of  these  measures  have, 
indeed,  been  brought  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Legislature  ;  but  their  progress 
has  necessarily  been  interrupted  by  the 
dissolution  ;  and  it  will  be  for  your  Lord- 
ships and  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
to  consider  how  you  may  best  and  with  the 
least  possible  delay  replace  them  in  that 
position  which  they  had  reached  in  each 
House  respectively  previously  to  the  disso- 
lution of  Parliament.  In  matters  of  pri- 
vate legislation,  the  Bills  will,  I  believe, 
be  allowed  to  pass  as  it  were  per  taU 
turn,  and  by  merely  formal  proceedings,  to 
the  stage  at  which  they  had  arrived  pre- 
viously to  the  dissolution,  and  will  therefore 
virtually  be  resumed  at  the  points  at  which 
they  were  left  when  the  dissolution  closed 
business.  This  cannot  be  tho  case  with 
Public  Bills  :  yet  since  through  the  dis- 
cussions which  have  taken  place,  men*s 
minds  have  become  familiarized  with  tho 
chief  features  of  these  measures — such, 
for  instance,  as  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  and 
that  for  conferring  a  Parliamentary  title 
to  landed  estate,  as  to  which  their  pro- 
moters are  already  in  the  possession  of 
the  views  of  the  leading  Members  of  Par- 
liament—it is  not,  I  think,  too  much  to 
expect  that  the  time  allotted  for  tho  con- 
sideration of  their  earlier  stoges  will,  in 
consideration  of  that  which  has  already 
been  afforded  them,  be  materially  abridged. 

My  Lords,  I  think  that  upon  this  occa- 
sion it  would  be  out  of  place  were  I  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  iba  topics  wbieh 
are  involved  in  the  late  dissolution,  or  were 


I  to  indulge  in  any  speculations  which  thAt 
dissolution  is  likely  to  have  on  the  relstire 
strength  of  political  parties — and  I  am  the 
more  strongly  of  that  opinion  because  the 
dissolution  arose  in  the  first  place  out  of 'ft 
question  brought  before  the  other  Heasa 
of  Parliament  only,  and  which  has  never 
been  regularly  before  your  Lordships ;  and 
in  the  second  place,  because  it  is  a  measure 
which  tells  exclusively  upon  the  constitution 
of  the  other  House : — I  could  not,  therefore, 
without  an  infringement  of  that  wise  con- 
stitutional usage  which  renders  the  Mem- 
bers of  jour  Lordships*  House  reluctant  to 
deal  with  subjects  in  which  the  interests, 
dignity,  or  actions  of  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature  are  chiefly  involved,  enter  inte 
any  consideration  of  those  topics,  I  will 
therefore,  in  referring  to  the  recent  disso- 
lution, content  myself  with  simply  adsiqg 
your  Lordships  to  return  your  Thanks  U\ 
Her  Majesty  for  having  at  so  early  a 
period  reassembled  Her  Parliament,  a  step 
in  the  advantage  of  which,  in  the  present 
critical  state  of  Europe,  every  one  will  con- 
cur. Her  Majesty,  in  Her  gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  has  alloded  to  those  im- 
portant questions  of  the  national  financee 
and  tho  national  defences  which  canniDt 
fail  immediately  to  engage  the  anxious 
attention  of  the  Legislature ;  and  Her 
Majesty  then  suggests  whether  it  would 
not  be  more  prudent  to  take  up  the  im- 
portant and  embarrassing  question  of  Par- 
liamentary Reform  at  the  commencement 
of  next  year,  rather  than  to  attempt  in 
the  month  of  June  to  grapple  a  second 
time  with  the  diflSculties  with  which  it  is 
beset.  The  satisfactory  settlement  of  so 
extensive  and  so  delicate  a  question  re- 
quires a  full  and  solemn  deliberation,  with 
the  concurrence  of  a  large  number  of  the 
Members  of  both  branches  of  tho  Legis- 
lature :  and  it  is  quite  dear  that  even 
should  a  measure  of  Parliamentary  Reform 
pass  through  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment during  the  present  Session,  it  is  im- 
possible that  it  should  be  brought  under 
your  Lordships'  consideration  until  a  most 
imusual  and  most  inconvenient  season  of 
the  year.  It  is,  therefore,  I  think  fitting 
that  Parliament  should  consider  whether 
the  subject  of  Parliamentary  Reform  may 
not  be  considered  with  more  advantage  in 
the  Session  of  next  year :  and,  indeed,  if 
we  look  back  to  Parliamentary  precedents 
we  shall  find  that  such  spasmodic  legisla- 
tion has  not  always  been  followed  by  the 
advantages  anticipated*  Although  it  is 
true  that  since  the  dissolution  no  events 
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of  nomeot  hare  occurred,  either  with  re- 
■pect  to  India  or  oar  colonial  possessions, 
jet  it  will  task  to  the  utmost  the  energies 
not  of  the  Governor  General  only,  but  of 
the  GoTcrnment  at  home  to  restore  order 
to  Indian  finance,  to  continue  those  public 
works  which  are  of  so  much  importance  to 
the  material  prosperity  of  that  country, 
and  to  disbana  some  part  of  those  iunu- 
nierable  levies  which  press  so  hardly  upon 
the  resources  and  consume,  for  the  mo- 
ment, 80  considerable  a  portion  of  the  re- 
Tenues  of  India. 

Mj  Lords,  whilst  speaking  on  the  sub- 
ject of  India,  your  Lordships  will  allow 
me  to  notice  with  satisfaction  the  honours 
which  hare  been  conferred  on  the  Gover- 
nor General,  and  the  Governor  of  Bombay, 
and  the  circumstance  that  Her  Majesty 
has  greeted  the  return  to  England  of  one 
of  the  HKMit  distinguished  of  the  old  East 
India  Compouy's  servants,  by  bestowing 
upon  Sir  John  Lawrence  well  merited 
decorations,  and  by  adding  his  name  aud 
experience  to  the  number  of  Ilcr  Privy 
Council;  and  I  must  at  the  same  time 
be  allowed  to  say  that  in  my  opiniou — 
with  all  the  prestige  of  the  Imperial  Go- 
Ternment,  and  with  all  the  advantages 
which  competitive  examination  is  able  to 
produce,  it  will  be  long  before  the  new 
administration  of  Indian  affairs  furnishes 
men  who  will  eclipse  those  civil  servants 
of  the  East  India  Company,  who  from 
small  beginnings  in  the  course  of  a  sin- 
gle century,  raised  up  that  great  em- 
)nre  which  reflects  so  much  glory  upon 
the  civil  aud  military  agents  of  the  great 
corporatbn  in  whose  name  they  acted. 
Your  Lordships  will  also  greet  with  pleasure 
the  return  to  his  country  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  has  opened  up  such  important 
fields  to  British  commerce  in  China  and 
Japan,  and  who  has  recently  given  to  the 
citueas  of  London  an  account  of  his  mis- 
sion as  amusing  as  if  it  had  been  a  trip 
to  Mont  Blanc.  Your  Lordships  will  also 
hear  with  pleasure  that  a  new  colony  has 
recently  been  erected  in  Australia,  so  that 
British  Columbia  is  no  longer  the  youngest 
of  .the  British  dependencies.  I  think, 
also,  that  it  is  to  the  credit  of  our  Colo- 
nial administration-*  that  in  spite  of  the  ox- 
eitement  amongst  the  population  attendant 
Of^  the  discovery  of  new  Gold  Fields,  the 
eajrly  hiatory  of  British  Columbia  is  cha- 
ra^oVerised  by  the  utmost  tranquillity  and 
g^  order,  and  that  there  has  been  an 
otter  absence  of  any  excesses  among  the 


inhabitants,  such  as  occurred  in  California 
or  even  in  Victoria. 

But,  my  Lords,  even  the  absorbing  ques- 
tion of  Reform  pales  before  the  excitement 
of  foreign  politics.  The  attention  of  all 
Europe  is  concentrated  upon  Italy. 

**  Per  varios  casus,  per  tot  discrimina  rerum, 
Tendimus  in  Latium ;" 

I  wish  ray  noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary  could  add — 

"  Sedcs  ubi  Fata  quietas 
"  Ostendunt." 

Although  the  noble  Earl's  efforts  to  main- 
tain the  peace  of  Europe  have,  unfortu- 
nately, not  been  successful,  the  noble  Earl 
has  adopted  the  most  .decided  arrange* 
ments  for  maintaining  the  neutrality  of  this 
country,  amidst  the  deplorable  conflicts  now 
raging  between  Austria  and  France,  and 
Sardinia,  upon  the  fertile  plains  of  nor* 
them  Italy.  The  papers  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty in  Her  gracious  speech  has  intimated 
will  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House, 
will  show  bow  unceasing  And  how  active 
have  been  the  exertions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  avert  the  horrors  of  War; 
the  Government  has  proclaimed  the  desire 
of  this  country  to  observe  a  strict  neu* 
trality,  and  this  policy  seems  generally 
to  have  been  approved  by  public  opinion. 
We  desire  no  extension  of  power  or  terri- 
torial aggrandizement  in  Italy  ;  we  seek 
for  no  exclusive  influence  in  any  part  of 
Europe,  our  national  Church  has  no  con- 
nection with  that  of  Rome ;  but  it  is  not 
so  with  the  belligerent  powers,  who  are 
now  engaged  in  deadly  combat,  and  wo 
cannot  expect  France  aud  Austria  to  look 
upon  these  things  from  a  purely  English 
point  of  view.  We  must  not  bo  surprised 
that  France  and  Austria,  each  of  whom 
declares  itself  to  be  the  favourite  child  of 
the  Church,  should  look  with  jealousy  upon 
any  attempt  of  the  other  to  attain  power 
by  the  exercise  of  paramount  influence 
over  the  Sovereign  Pontiff,  who  wields  over 
the  churches  of  their  respective  dominions, 
not  a  nominal  but  a  real  and  effectual  su- 
premacy on  questions  of  practice  and  doc- 
trine, and  over  the  nomination  and  pro- 
motion of  their  clergy.  Austria,  too,  is 
as  proud  of  Lombardy  aud  Venice  as  this 
country  was  of  her  new  England  Colonies, 
and  remembering  the  long  protracted 
struggle  which  we  maintained  for  the 
reteution  of  those  provuices,  through  many 
disasters,  we  cannot  expect  that  Austria 
will  easily  surrender  her  Italian  provinces. 
France  looks  book  to  the  battle  of  Pavia, 
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though  three  centuries  of  military  history,  '  large  a  portion  of  Europe,  it  is  satisfac- 
and  the  traditions  of  Italy  are  as  popular  |  tory  to  know  that,  although  there  are 
with  the  French  grenadier,  as  an  invasion  {  some  questions  connected  with  Central 
of  Scotland  or  a  campaign  in  Normandy  or  \  America  which  still  remain  to  he  adjust- 
Poitou  was  to  the  archers  or  yeomen  of  the  ;  ed,  our  relations  with  the  Government  of 
Plantagenets.  But  as  we  are  altogether  ,  the  United  States  were  never  upon  a  more 
free  from  these  ecclesiastical  or  historic  in- ,  satisfactory  footing  than  at  the  present 
fluences,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  Her  Majes-  \  moment.  This  reference  to  foreign  af- 
ty's  Government  will  be  able  to  preserve  '  fairs  naturally  leads  me,  my  Lords,  to  the 
that  attitude  of  neutrality  which  they  have  subject  of  our  national  defences.  While 
adopted,  and  that,  abstaining  from  any  ;  Europe  counts  her  soldiers  by  millions, 
share  in  this  war,  we  may  await  the  time   and    half  a  million   of  men   are    in    ac- 


wben  wo  shall  bo  able  to  exert  our  influ- 
ence effectually  for  the  restoration  of  peace 


tual    conflict    on  the  plains   of  Italy,    it 
would    be    absurd    for   us    to   have    the 


to  Europe,  and  be  able  to  efi^ect  something  Channel  and  our  Mediterranean  posts 
for  the  permanent  happiness  of  Italy,  a  land  |  unguarded.  Our  neutrality,  my  Lords, 
which  is  associated  with  so  many  classical .  would  he  little  respected  if  we  made  no 
and  so  many  beautiful  recollections.  But  |  preparation  for  our  national  defence  should 
even  though  we  may  succeed  in  escaping  we  be  attacked.  The  great  Powers  would 
the  actual  horrors  of  war,  we  cannot,  I  am  |  answer  us  with  the  words  of  the  soldier  in 
afraid,  avoid  all  the  evil  consequences  which    the  play,  **  We  will  argue  in  platoons  *' 


arise  out  of  that  unhappy  state  of  things. 
The  trade  of  this  country  was  seriously 
aifected  by  the  declaration  of  war.  The 
rise  in  tho  rate  of  discount  shows  how 
Bensitive  commerce  is  to  the  interruption 
occasioned  by  war ;  and  at  the  present 
moment  there  are  largo  branches  of  our 
manufacturing  interests,   connected   with 


It  is  not,  therefore,  to  be  wondered  at 
that  Her  Majesty's  Goverment  have  ven- 
tured to  overstep  the  powers  entrusted 
to  them,  and  to  take  steps  for  increas- 
ing our  naval  forces.  Her  Majeaty  has 
also  informed  us  that  it  will  be  necessary 
to  ask  for  further  supplies  for  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  public  service.     This  is  ne- 


the  export  trade  to  Germany  in  a  complete  '  cessary  even  for  our  protection  at  home  ; 
state  of  stagnation.     In  other  respects,  as   and  it  is  incumbenjb  on  the  Government 


regards  the  state  of  our  Home  markets, 
trade  is  generally  in  a  sound  and  satis- 
factory condition.  Our  Iron  trade  and  our 
Shipping  interest  havo  been  for  a  time  in 
a  state  of  great  depression ;  perhaps  it  is 
aa  well  that  we  should  bo  reminded  by 
llheso  facts  how  indispensable  is  the  con- 
tinuance of  peace  to  commercial  prosperity; 
and  that  wo  cannot  remain  indifferent  while 
other  European  powers  are  engaged  in  a 
deadly  struggle. 

My  Lords,  the  accession  of  a  new  King 
to  the  throno  of  Naples  has  enabled  Her 
Majesty  to  rcnow  diplomatic  relations  with 
that  country.  In  a  State  whore  tho  Royal 
authority  is  supreme,  differences  with  fo- 
i*oign  Powers  readily  disappear  on  tho  ac- 
oeasion  of  a  now  Sovereign.  At  such  a 
orisis .  the  renewal  of  friendly  relations 
^ith  Naples  is  manifestly  of  great  impor- 


to  run  no  risk  of  losing  such  posses- 
sions as  Gibraltar  and  Malta.  With  the 
same  view  Her  Majesty's  Government  hare 
cordially  accepted  the  offers  of  assistance 
for  our  home  defence  which  the  national 
spirit  and  pratriotism  have  called  forth 
from  all  parts  of  the  country.  Consider- 
ing the  smallness  of  our  regular  army,  the 
rifle  corps  now  forming  in  every  part  of 
tho  kingdom  will  form  an  important  addi- 
tion to  our  military  strength,  and  as  they 
will  enlist  a  class  of  men  different  from 
those  who  serve  in  the  line  or  militia,  the 
Government  have  wisely  desired  to  inter- 
fere as  little  as  possible  with  the  local 
arrangements  or  internal  constitution  of 
these  corps,  and  have  directed  their  atten- 
tion chiefly  to  making  them  available  by 
sketching  out  a  general  plan  of  organisa- 
tion and  by  issuing  general  regulations  as 


tanco;  and  it  may  also  be  of  great  ad  van*  i  to   their  arms   and   ammunition.     These 


ta^o  to  havo  by  the  side  of  tho  new  Sove- 
^oign  a  representative  from  whom  he  may, 
perhaps,  be  willing  to  receive  suggestions  for 
improving  tho  condition  of  his  people,  and 
ensuring  tho  tranquillity  of  his  dominions. 
My  Lords,  among  tho  complications 
wliicu  now  unhappily  exist  in  regard  to  so 

Earl  of  Pouns 


corps  will  form  a  body  of  skilled  marks- 
men and  intelligent  men  who  cannot  fail 
to  present  a  formidable  obstacle  to  oot 
force  that  should  dare  to  attack  us.  We 
have  now  several  thousand  guns  surround- 
ing our  coasts^  in  tho  manning  of  which 
volunteer  companies  of  artillerymen  would 
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be  able  to  render  valuable  assistance  ;  and  '  whlub  we  shall  loam  how  oameai  and  unooasing 
I  am  happy  to  find  that  the  Government  |  have  been  Your  Majesty's  Kudearours  to  preserve 
are  deteroiiaed  to  givo  every  possible  as- '  the  Peace  of  Europe. 

sUtance  to  tliese  patriotic  volunteers  in'  -Wk  humbly  nseui-o  Your  Majesty  that  we 
affording  them  the  means  and  opportunity  ,  partake  in  Your  Majesty's  Regret  that  those  En- 
of  practising,  and  of  attaching  themselves  deavours  have  unhappily  faUed.  and  War  has  been 
to  particular  guns  and  batteries.  Such.  ^  declared  between  Fmnc6  and  Sat^inia  on  on^ 
my  Lords,  is  the  way  to  make  our  neu-  .  side  and  Austria  on  the  other.  We  rejoiee  to 
tmhty  respected,  and  to  secure  the  safety    lea^^,  that  Your  Majesty,  receiving  Assurances  of 

Ot  our  shores.  Friendship  from  both  the  contending  Parties,  in- 

Jdy  Lords,  I  thmk   I   have  now  gone  ;  .^^^  .^  «o5«f«;«  k«*  «^   ^.i.  T  •  .      J  - 

aU-       u  ai.        u*     4    I       I-  J  •     rr      '  ^^'^^'^  ^  maintain  between  them  a  strict  and  im- 

ihrough  the  subiecls  touched  upon  m  Her  i  ^,Hoi  v-«*,.iu„       ^  *u  *  v       w  •   .   .^ 

Majesty's    gracious    Speech.   ^I    cannot.  ^fr^'Tr/^^^'^^ 

however,  conclude,  without  alluding  to  the   Th  I?       ^""^"^'^  to  pi^serve  to  your  People 

temper,  forbearance,  and  moderation  which   ^^^  ^^""^     "^"^  '*"'• 

dktioguished  the  speeches  of  noble  Lords  "  ^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  Majesty  for  informing 
opposite  during  the  discussion  of  matters  "^'  *^**'  considering  the  present  State  of  JBurope, 
COnoected  with  foreign  affairs.  I  trust  that  ^^"''  Majesty  has  deemed  it  necessary,  for  the  Se- 
both  in  this  and  the  other  House  of  Par-  curity  of  Your  Majesty's  Dominions  and  the  Ho- 
liament  the  same  praiseworthy  course  will  ^^^^  ^^  Your  Majesty's  Crown,  to  increase  Your 
be  pursaed  in  the  present  Session  :  for  if  Majesty's  Naval  Forces  to  an  Amount  exceeding 
the  remonstrances  and  representations  of  that  which  has  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 
Sngland  are  to  have  their  proper  effect  Your  Majesty  may  rely  with  Confldence  on  our 
i^>road,  that  result  ean  only  be  obtained  ,  cordial  Concurrence  in  this  precautionary  Measure 
^roogh  the  unanimity  of  political  parties  !  of  defensive  Policy. 

upon  questions  of  foreign  policy —an  unity  i  "  Wb  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing 
of  opinion  which  has  hitherto  happily  exist-  |  us,  that  The  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies  having  an- 
ed  despite  of  tbe  differences  of  opinion  on    nounced  to  Your  Majesty  the  Death  of  The  King 


(questions  of  domestic  interest. 

Permit  me  now  to  thank  your  Lordships 


His  Father  and  His  own  Accession,  Your  Majesty 
has  thought  fit,  in  concert  with  The  Emperor  of 


for  the  attention  with  which  jou  have  lis- ,  the  FrMch,  to  renew  Your  Majesty's  diplomatic 
tened  to  me,  and  to  express  a  wish— which  |  intercourse  with  the  Court  of  Naples,  which  has 
I   know   is   common  to  us  all— that  this    been  suspended  during  the  late  Reign. 
country  may  continue  to  enjoy  that  peace       «  ^^  ^.^.^  ^  ^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  Y^^^ 
and  prosperity  which  have  been  the  prevail- ,     .^  ^,^^^  j,^^^.      ^^^.^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^ 

mg  obaracter  of  the  twenty  years,  during  «^tisfectory  Footing.  •  ^ 

wbioh  wo  nave  had  the  happiness  of  being         m    ^     t. 

rei/?ned  over  by  our  gracious  Queen.  '     "^*  ^""^^^^  ^'^""^  Y^"""  ^>»*y  ^o^  ^^^'^e 

Tbe  noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving—  '  ^li'^cted  that  a  Bill  be  prepared  for  giving  Effect. 
"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  '  ^  ^^  **  ^^®  ^^  °^  ParUament  may  be  required, 
Her  Majesty,  in  answer  to  Her  Gracious  to  certain  Suggestions  of  the  Commissioners  whom 
Speech  from  the  Throne."  Your  Majesty  had  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  Address  i  ^^^  ^^®  °^  efficiently  manning  the  Royal  Navj, 
agreed  to  : —  i  ^^^  assure  Your  Majesty  that  this  important  Sub- 

"  Most  Gbacious  Sovireion,  '  i^^  ^^^^  receive  our  immediate  Attention. 

.  **  Wx,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal  !  "  Wb  humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  we  learn 
Snfajeott,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  with  Satisfaction  that  Measures  of  legal  and  social 
Piariiainent  assembled,  beg  leave  to  offbr  our  hum-  '  Improvement,  the  Progress  of  which  in  the  late 
He  Thanks  to  Your  Majesty  for  the  gracious  |  Parliament  was  necessarily  interrupted  by  tbe 
Sjpeeoh  which  Your  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  '  Dissolution,  will  again  be  brought  under  our  Con- 
liake  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  ;  sideration. 

''**  W»  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  Informing  !  "  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing 
11^  that  Your  Majesty  has,  with  Satisfaction,  us,  that  Your  Majesty  would  with  Pleasure  give 
miled  .Yourself,  in  the  present  anxious  State  of  >  Your  Majesty's  Sanction  to  any  well-considered 
*C^He  Aftdrs,  of  the  Advice  of  Your  Parliament,  |  Measure  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Laws  which 
'V&ieh  Yoor  Majesty  has  summoned  with  the  least  ^  regulate  the  Representation  of  your  Majesty's 
jiotfn>la Belay.  People  in  Parliament;    and  we  humbly  assure 

:  </**  Ufa  hmably  thank  Your  Majesty  for  having  ;  Your  Majesty,  that  should  we  be  of  opinion  that 
dfirecM  that  Papers  shall  be  laid  before  us,  from    the  Necessity  of  giving  our  immediate  Attention 
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to  MMSuretof  Urgenoy,  Nlatlnff  to  tho  Defimee 
and  flnanoial  Oondltion  of  the  Countrj  will  not 
leave  us  sufficiont  Time  for  legislating  with  due 
Deliberation  during  the  present  Session  on  a  Sub- 
ject at  once  so  difficult  and  so  extensive,  wo  trust 
to  be  enabled  at  the  Commonoemont  of  the  next 
Session  to  give  our  earnest  Attention  to  a  Ques- 
tion of  which  an  early  and  satisfactory  Settlement 
would  be  greatly  to  the  Public  Advantage. 

"Ws  humbly  express  our  Gratifloation  that 
Your  Majesty  feels  assured  that  we  shall  enter 
with  Zeal  and  Diligence  on  the  Discharge  of  our 
Parliamentary  Duties ;  and  in  common  with  Tour 
Majesty  wo  pray  that  the  Result  of  our  Delibera- 
tions may  tend  to  secure  to  the  Country,  the  Con* 
tinoance  of  Peace  abroad  and  progressive  Im- 
provement at  home." 

Viscount  LIFFORD  said,  My  Lords, 
upon  ordinary  occasions  I  havo  been  un- 
willing to  trespass  upon  your  Lordships' 
time  and  attention  by  addressing  you  at 
any  length,  and  I  am  glad  to  find  myself 
relieved  on  the  present  occasion  from  doing 
80,  by  the  able  speech  of  my  noblo  Friend 
who  has  preceded  mc.  I  hope,  however, 
before  I  proceed  to  the  subjects  suggested 
by  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech,  I  may 
be  permitted  for  a  moment  to  refer  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  Her  Majesty 
has  been  advised  to  address  two  Parlia- 
ments within  tlic  space  of  five  months. 
For  some  weeks  past  your  Lordships'  de- 
liberations have  been  suspended  and  the 
Parliament  has  been  dissolved  in  order  that 
the  question  might  he  submitted  to  the 
eountry  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment posaess  the  confidence  of  the  nation. 
That  question  has  been  answered  not  unfa- 
Tourably  by  the  constituencies  of  tlie  United 
,  Kioffdom.  The  queslion  that  was  discussed 
*  by  Uie  constituencies  during  the  elections 
was  not  whether  they  should  have  a  Reform 
I  Bill  or  not,  but  by  whom  the  government  of 
the  country  should  be  carried  on.  The  an- 
swer to  the  appeal  of  the  Government  was 
moat  unequivocal  in  that  part  of  the  king- 
dom with  which  I  am  more  particularly  con- 
nected. A  result  so  unexpected  by  the 
Opposition  they  have  attempted  to  account 
for  in  the  way  usual  to  an  expiring  faction — 
by  an  alliance  between  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters and  the  Pope  and  Cardinal  Wise- 
man. I  believe,  however,  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  havo  pronounced  in  favour  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  reasons  so- 
cial not  political.  In  the  first  place  they 
feel  that  the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland,  which  had  before  created 


80  many  heart-bornings,  are  in  »  oinch  more 
satisfactory  state  tlian  they  hare  erer  been 
before.  In  the  next  place  they  know  that 
the  most  even-handed  justice  has  been  ad- 
ministered to  all  without  respect  of  creed 
or  parties,  aud  the  present  Most  Excellent 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  has  gained  the 
affections  of  the  people  by  the  anxious 
attention  he  bestows  on  the  domestic  re- 
sources of  the  country,  and  by  his  ardent 
desire  to  benefit  all  classes  alike.  I  do 
not  doubt  the  loyalty  of  Liberal  candidateSg 
but  it  is  the  fiict  that  they  havo  always 
had  the  support  of  tho  disaffected  in  Ire- 
land, and  therefore  the  success  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  surprise  any  one  who 
knew  how  much  disaffection  has  disappear- 
ed; noble  Lords  opposite  will  rejoice  to  hear 
that  the  amelioration  of  the  country,  under 
a  system  of  justice  and  conciliation,  which 
was  commenced  by  their  predecessors,  ia 
daily  increasing  under  the  present  admi« 
nistration,  who  have  succeeded  in  obtain* 
ing  for  tho  Grown  tho  loyalty,  tho  respectt 
and  the  affections  of  a  warm-hearted  people. 
I  will  now,  however,  my  Lords,  turn  to 
tho  topics  contained  in  the  Speech  from 
tho  Throne.  When  we  last  met  hero,  prior 
to  the  dissolution  of  the  Parliament,  the 
question  of  peaco  and  war  hung  in  the 
balance.  We  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  an  assurance  that  they  would  use 
their  utmost  endeavours  to  maintain  the 
peaco  of  Europe,  and  that,  if  unhappily 
they  failed  in  their  efforts,  they  would  do 
the  utmost  in  their  power  for  an  honour- 
able neutrality.  Unhappily,  however,  these 
efforts,  though  admirably  directed,  have 
proved  unsuccessful  in  preserving  the  peace 
of  Europe  ;  but  we  have  the  satisfaction 
of  learning  from  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
that  our  neutrality  is  secure.  Her  Majesty 
says  :— 

**  Those  endeavours  have  nnhappiljr  failed ;  and 
war  has  been  declared  between  France  and  Sar- 
dinia on  one  side,  and  Austria  on  the  other,  de- 
ceiving assurances  of  friendship  from  both  the 
contending  parties,  I  intend  to  maintain  between 
them  a  striot  and  impartial  neutrality ;  and  I  hope, 
with  God's  assist.iuoe,  to  preserve  to  my  peopit 
the  blessing  of  continued  peace.'' 

Her  Majesty  then  adds  : — 

"Considering,  however,  the  present  state  of 
Europe,  I  havo  deemed  it  necessary  to  tho  teourity 
of  my  dominions  and  the  honour  of  my  Crown  to 
increase  my  naval  forces  to  an  amount  ezoeodinf 
that  which  has  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament." 

I  am  sure  that  the  wisdom  of  this  courae 
will  be  at  once  manifest,  and  that  Parlia^ 
ment  and  the^country  will  cordially  concur 
in  the  policy  that  bdicated,  and  will  ch^ftv 
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fully  bear  the  ezpenset  theie  preeautionary 
meaaurea  may  ooeaaion. 

Her  Majeaty  further  announces  to  ns 
that,  ta  oonsequeDce  of  the  death  of  the 
Kinff  of  tha  Two  Sioiliea,  she  has  thought 
fit,  in  coneert  with  the  Emperor  of  the 
French,  to  renew  diplomatic  intercourse 
with  the  Court  of  Naples. 

Your  Lordships  will,  I  am  sure,  rcjoico 
at  thia  announeement,  though  it  is  to  be 
regretted  that  the  moral  effect  which  had 
been  expected  to  be  produced  by  tho  with- 
drawal of  our  Ambassador  has  failed  to  be 
realiied. 

Her  Majesty  is  further  graciously  pleas- 
ed to  inform  us  that — 

"  Measiires  of  legal  and  social  improrement, 
the  progress  of  which,  in  the  lato  Parliament ,  was 
naoesMuril^  iatermpted  by  the  dissolution,  will 
again  be  broa|^  under  your  oonsideration." 

Such  questions  do  not  always  meet  with 
the  attention  they  deserve,  but  as  they  are 
recommended  by  Her  Majesty  in  Her 
Speech,  and  are  unconnected  with  party 
or  political  feelings,  I  am  sure  that  when 
brought  forward  they  will  receive  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament. 

I  now  come,  my  Lords,  to  the  subject  of 
the  measure  for  improving  the  representa- 
tion of  the  people.  I  think  that  this  ques- 
tion must  necessarily  be  deferred  to  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament.  And,  my  Lords,  I 
must  say,  that  I  deeply  regret  that  the 
Bill  introduced  last  Session  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  not  passed  into  a 
law  ;  because  that  measure  contained  pro- 
visions which  would  have  extended  to  every 
educated  man  in  the  country,  as  well  as  to 
every  prudent  and  intelligent  artizan  who 
deposited  £60  in  a  savings*  bank,  the  boon 
of  the  elective  franchise : — certainly,  this 
dause  was  peculiarly  adapted  to  admit  to 
the  franchise  such  persons  as,  though  pos- 
aetsed  of  knowledge,  skill,  and  economy, 
are  nevertheless  passed  over  under  the 
present  electoral  system.  But,  my  Lords, 
it  has  been  said,  that  the  question  of  Par- 
liamentary Reform  is  unfit  to  be  committed 
to  tho  hands  of  a  Conservative  Administra- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  is  often  put  forward  as  if  lie  were 
the  only  person  who  was  entitled  to  deal 
with  thia  subject.  But  if  he  was  in  1833 
Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  who  was  Colonial 
Secretary  ?  How  few  now  on  these  benches 
opposed  the  Reform  Bill  of  1 832  ?  I  see 
near  me  one  honoured  head  (Lord  Lynd- 
hnrat)  who  then  defended  the  constitution 
firom  what  he  deemed  dangerous  innova- 
tion; but  I  see,  too,  before  me,  on  the 

YOL.  CLIY.    [thuu)  SERIES.] 


Opposition  benches,  many  noble  Lords 
who  began  life  as  determined  enemies  of 
Reform.  Do  I  taunt  those  noble  Lords 
with  inconsistency  ?  I  do  not  think  that  a 
change  of  opinion  necessarily  of  itself  con- 
stitutes a  ground  of  taunt  or  reproach — 
on  the  contrar}",  I  think  that  a  change  of 
political  conduct  is  often  the  severest  and 
truest  test  of  tho  honesty  of  statesmen. 
But  there  are  two  modes  in  which  a  states- 
man may  change  his  opinions  :  one  is  by 
sacrificing  principle  for  the  sake  of  party, 
and  the  other  by  sacrificing  party  for  the 
sake  of  principle.  Mr.  Burke  sacrificed 
party  to  principle.  The  Duko  of  Welling- 
ton sacrificed  party  to  political  necessity. 
Sir  R.  Peel  sacrificed  party  to  conviction, 
and  the  name  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  now 
become  a  household  word  in  every  English 
home.  The  noble  Earl,  too,  now  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  subor- 
dinated his  party  to  his  principles,  when  it 
was  sought  to  trench  upon  the  property 
of  the  Irish  Church,  and  he  now  sat  in 
that  House  with  a  decided  majority  of 
their  Lordships,  and  with  an  united  fol- 
lowing of  more  than  300  Members  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  The 
political  contests  of  the  last  months  have 
been,  except  in  one  instance,  marked 
by  the  absence  of  party  language.  In 
that  single  instance,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  has  recently  told  an  excited 
multitude  that  the  higher  classes  in  this 
country  have  an  immediate  interest  in 
plunging  tho  country  into  war.  This  is 
an  assertion,  which  may  be  disproved  by  a 
simple  reference  to  the  army  and  navy 
lists  and  to  the  income-tax  returns.  The 
same  hon.  Gentleman  has  also  laid  down 
the  monstrous  proposition  that  tho  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  are  sufficiently  re- 
presented in  this  House  —  an  assembly  * 
which  can  neither  initiate  nor  even  modify 
a  measure  imposing  taxation.  The  country  , 
generally  repudiates  such  extravagant  and 
subversive  doctrines.  But  without  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham,  and  unless  they 
do  his  bidding,  the  noble  Lord  (the  Member 
for  London)  and  the  noble  Viscount  (the 
Member  for  Tiverton)  ai-e  politically  power- 
less. The  question  now  forces  itself  on 
our  notice.  How  is  the  Queen's  Govern- 
ment to  be  carried  on  ?  Tho  crisis  foreseen 
by  Lord  Jeffrey  has  been  postponed  for 
twenty-fivo  years  by  the  **  finality  "  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  and 
the  Conservative  tendencies  of  the  noble 
Viscount  the  Member  for  Tiverton.  The 
Reform  Act  of  1832  has  been  followed  by 
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many  excellent  mcaEures  of  internal  im- 
provement, not  a  few  of  which  have  been 
promoted  by  Conservative  Governments 
acting  in  obedience  to  that  to  which  no  Mi- 
nister need  be  ashamed  to  yield — namely, 
the  bidding  of  a  mature,  enlightened  and 
unequivocally  ejc pressed  public  opinion. 
Many  of  these  were  seen  in  the  measures 
of  last  year;  but  I  trust  that  neither  am- 
bition nor  party  spirit,  nor  the  nobler 
but  not  less  dangerous  motive  of  demo- 
cratic prejudice — untaught  by  history,  that 
the  result  of  democracy  is  despotism — 
will  deal  a  heavy  blow  and  great  discou- 
ragement to  the  cause  of  representative 
government  in  Europe  and  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  at  home.  My  Lords,  I 
feel  much  honoured  in  being  permitted  to 
Second  the  Address  moved  by  the  noble 
Earl. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  Mv  Lords,  we 
have  often  had  the  advantage  of  hearing 
in  this  House  the  noble  Earl  who  moved 
tho  Address,  yet  I  cannot  but  acknow- 
ledge the  singularly  conciliatory  manner 
in  which  he  has  performed  the  duty  which 
has  been  confided  to  him  to-day  ;  and  I 
may  also  add  that  the  noble  Lord  who 
seconded  the  Address,  though  he  has  not 
altogether  refrained  from  attack,  yet  has 
performed  his  part  in  such  a  manner  that 
I  hope  he  will  be  encouraged  to  take  a 
more  frequent  part  in  the  discussions  of  this 
House.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Powis), 
directly  alluding  to  me,  has  been  pleased 
to  say  that  I  am  in  the  habit  of  addressing 
your  Lordships  with  ability,  and  without 
exhibiting  a  factious  spirit.  Now,  although 
in  the  observations  I  am  about  to  address 
to  the  House,  the  first  quality  for  which 
the  noble  Earl  gave  me  credit  may  be 
entirely  absent,  I  trust  I  shall  prove  the 
justice  of  the  noble  EarPs  second  remark 
with  reference  to  my  conduct,  although  I 
must  necessarily  touch  upon  questions  in 
my  views  of  which  I  cannot  expect  all 
your  Lordships  to  agree  with  me.  The 
Speech  we  have  this  day  heard  from  the 
Throne  is  the  third  which  Her  Majesty  has 
been  advised  by  Her  Ministers  to  address 
to  Parliament  during  the  present  year. 
There  have  been  differences  both  with  re- 
gard to  the  circumstances  under  which 
those  Speeches  have  been  delivered,  and 
the  topics  to  which  they  have  referred  ; 
and  I  regret  to  say  that  the  Speech  we 
have  hoard  to* day  has  been  addressed  to 
us  at  a  far  more  important  crisis,  and  under 
circumstances  likely  to  lead  to  far  graver 
complications  than  existed  when  Her  Ma- 
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jesty  was  graciously  pleased  to  address 
Parliament  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
year.  In  tho  first  Speech,  delivered  by 
Her  Majesty  at  the  commencement  of  the 
last  Session,  one  of  tho  principal  topics 
touched  upon  was  Parliamentary  reform. 
In  the  Speech  in  which  Her  Majesty  dis- 
solved the  last  Parliament  the  principal 
topic,  if  I  remember  rightly  the  somewhat 
unusual  words  placed  in  Her  Majesty's 
mouth,  amounted  to  an  invocation  to  Divine 
Providence  to  give  a  majority  to  the  pre- 
sent Government.  And  I  am  obliged  to 
add,  that  in  addressing  that  prayer  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  not  forgotten  the 
moral  of  the  fable — they  have  not  played 
the  part  of  the  waggoner  in  the  fable,  and 
contented  themselves  with  prayers  a1one» 
but  they  have  applied  their  Governmental 
shoulders  most  energetically  to  the  wheel. 
In  the  Speech  which  has  been  delivered 
to-day  no  reference  is  made  as  to  whether 
this  prayer  has  or  has  not  been  granted  ; 
but  the  noble  Lord  who  last  spoke  has 
intimated  that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the. 
Earl  of  Derby)  is  at  the  head  of  a  large 
majority  in  this  House — which  majority,  I 
admit,  he  has  taken  practical  means  of 
increasing — and  that  he  will  be  support- 
ed by  the  votes  of  300  Members  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  If  the  num* 
her  be,  as  the  noble  Lord  states,  only  300, 
I  apprehend  the  addition  to  the  Govern- 
ment force  has  not  been  great,  and  that  it 
is  still  the  fate  of  the  Government  to  be  in 
a  minority.  I  fear  then  it  is  still  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  at- 
tempt to  carry  on  the  government  of  the 
country  by  a  minority  of  Parliament ;  and 
it  is  to  the  fact  of  the  Government  having 
been  conducted  by  a  Ministry  who  were  in 
a  minority  in  the  other  House — who  were 
not  sure  of  the  confidence  of  that  assembly 
— that  I  attribute  much  of  what 'I  think 
every  one  must  deplore  in  tho  manage- 
ment uF  affairs  both  at  home  and  abroad. 
It  has  been  an  error  on  tho  part  of  the 
political  leaders  of  the  Conservative  party, 
with  regard  to  the  course  they  have 
pursued  in  Opposition — and  still  more  in 
Government  —  that  they  have  been  too 
anxious  to  please  everybody.  I  do  not 
belong  to  the  Conservative  party  in  this 
country.  Every  day  I  rejoice  that  I  have 
consistently  belonged  to  that  Liberal  party 
who,  from  my  earliest  recollection,  have 
always  originated  and  promoted — if  they 
have  not  always  been  the  persons  to  carry 
— those  great  measures  of  progress  which 
have  been  placed  on  the  Statnte-^book.    At 
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the  same  time,  while  I  advert  to  the  errord 
of  their  leaders,  I  feci  a  groat  respect  for 
the  Conservative  party.  I  acknowledge 
that  it  has  a  strong  hold  on  the  sympa- 
thies of  a  largo  portion  of  the  people 
of  this  country — that  bo  long  as  its  prin- 
ciples are  well  defined  and  it3<  conduct 
is  in  accordance  with  them  it  possesses 
¥cry  great  importance  in  the  country, 
and  I  believe  that  the  Government  would 
at  this  moment  have  stood  in  a  stronger 
position  if  they  had  applied  their  con- 
servatiTO  principles  with  moderation  and 
jndgment,  instead  of  going  to  the  right 
and  to  the  left,  trying  to  outbid  others 
in  popular  propositions.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  shakes  his  bend; 
but  I  will  venture  to  point  out  some  cir- 
cumstances occurring  within  the  last  year, 
which  I  think  somewhat  justify  the  asser- 
tion I  have  made.  I  will  first  refer^  to  the 
attempts  at  legislation.  I  hardly  recollect 
a  case  either  during  the  last  Session  or  in 
the  previous  year  when — whether  Hor 
Majesty's  Government  submitted  to  Par- 
liament their  own  propositions,  or  adopted 
those  of  their  predecessors  in  office,  signal 
failure  was  not  the  result.  In  some 
instances  this  result  was  undoubtedly  at- 
tributable to  the  endeavour  to  court  a 
confidence  which  they  felt  they  did  not 
possess.  The  India  Bill  of  the  present 
Government  was  one  of  the  greatest 
failures  I  ever  remember ;  and  it  cannot 
be  doubted  that  what  made  that  Bill  so 
great  a  failure  was,  in  a  great  degree, 
the  attempt  to  catch  classes  and  individ- 
uals by  a  popularity- seeking  measure.  In 
the  same  way  the  subject  of  church  rates 
was  lately  brought  before  Parliament,  and 
the  Government  were  obliged  to  abandon 
their  measure.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Reform,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Powis)  has  argued  that  it  is  unjust  to 
assert  that  the  Conservative  party  is  not 
the  best  fitted  to  frame  a  measure  for  the 
reform  of  the  representation.  Well,  my 
Lords,  all  I  can  say  is  that  the  experiment 
tfaej  made  in  this  respect  proved  so  signal 
a  failure  that,  not  only  everybody  opposed 
to  the  Government,  but  everybody  on  the 
SMne  side  with  the  Government,  who  was 
not  actually  in  office,  agreed  in  giving 
their  measnre  their  energetic  condemna- 
tion. But  I  may  refer  to  another  class  of 
measures.  The  Bill  for  the  abolition  of 
the  property  qualification  was  one  which, 
in  my  mind,  was  perfectly  unobjectionable ; 
and  the  only  drawback  to  it  was  that  sort 
of  distrust  which  is  created  by  finding  a 


I  party  immediately  after  their  accession  to 
[  power — passing  measures  to  which  rightly 
or  wrongly  thoy  had,  when  out  of  office, 
\  opposed.     Nothing,  I  think,  could  be  more 
unsatisfactory  in  its  final   i*c8ult  than  the 
mode  in  which  the  question  of  the  admis- 
sion of  Jews   to  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament was   settled   last  year.     Nothing 
could   have   placed    the  Government  in  a 
falser  position.     In  the  first  instance  they 
objected  to  the  admission  of  Jews  on  the 
highest  religious  and  moral  grounds,  which 
whatever  strength  they  may  intrinsically 
possess  must  necessarily  remain  as  strong 
at  the  present  moment  as  they  ever  did  ; 
and   afterwards   they  came   forward,   not 
with  an  honest  measure,  settling  the  ques- 
tion, but  with  a  proposal  which  Gentlemen 
on  the   opposite   side   of  the   House  were 
bound  to  accept,  because  they  found  that, 
to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  it  would  enable 
them  to  attain  practically  the  object  they 
had   in  view,   but  which,  while   it   left   a 
certain   stain   of  bigotry  on  the  legislation 
of  tho  country,  proved  to  be  so  bungling 
a  settlement   of  tho  question  as   to   give 
rise  during  tho  last  week,  and  even  before 
tho   discussions   of  Parliament   had  com- 
menced, to   something   like   an   unsoemly 
controversy.      This   style    of    legislation, 
however,  is  not   abandoned.     I   see,  from 
the  very  long  sentence  which  forms  the  last 
but  one  of   Her  Majesty's  Speech,    that 
notwithstanding  the  experience  the  Govern- 
ment gained  from  one  of  the  ablest  debates 
I  ever  remember  in  the   House   of  Com- 
mons,   and    tho    discussions  which    have 
taken  place  on  the  hustings,  they  say  in 
effect   with    reference    to   the    subject  of 
Reform,   '*  We  have  no   opinions   at  all ; 
we  shall  be  ready  to  do  one  thing  or  the 
other  ;    it  is  not  for  us  to  guide  the  House 
of  Commons,  it   is   for  them   to   do  what 
they  please.'*     The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  shakes  his  head  again  ;    but  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  terms  of  this  sen- 
tence would  justify  an  argument  either  for 
at   once   proposing    a   settlement   of   the 
question  of  reform  or  for  postponing  it  for 
a  shorter  or  a  longer  period.     This  is  one 
of  those  points  upon  which,  in  my  opinion, 
tho  Government  ought  to  decide  for  them- 
selves, and    I  think   there    is   no   excuse 
for  their  not  deciding  it  except  the  con- 
sciousness that   they  do  not    possess  the 
full   confidence    of    Parliament.      I    may 
refer  to  another  subject  which  relates  to 
the  department  of  a  noblo  Earl  opposite — 
I  mean  the  Transatlantic  packet  service. 
I  think  no  more  important  matter  can  cn- 
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gage  the  attention  of  the  Executire  Go- 
vernnieut  than  that  of  carefully  watching 
and  adminlatering  the  grants  of  puhlio 
money.  What  are  the  facts  ?    Mr.  Canard 
had  applied  to  the  late  Government  for  an 
extension  of  his  contract,  and  the  answer 
he  received  was  that  the  Post  0£Sce  Com- 
mission  had   recommended   that  for  the 
future  no  contract  should  he  made  except 
by   public   tender*  and   that   no   contract 
should  be  made  for  more  than  five  years. 
It  was  thought  that  different  circumstances 
might  occur,  new  packet  stations  might 
be  formed,  and  other  changes  might  be 
brought   about   within  ^^e   years,   which 
might  render  it  unadvisable  to  bind  the 
country  for  a  longer  period.     It  happened, 
moreover,  that  Canada  had  made  an  im- 
provident bargain  to  pay  £50,000  per  an- 
num, and  in  any  future  arrangement  it  was 
desirable  to  bear  that  bargain  in  mind, 
with  a  view  to  economising  the  public  ex- 
penditure.    When  therefore  the  company 
which  held  the  contract  applied  for  a  re- 
newal of  the  engagement,  our  answer  set 
these  facts  before  them.     But,   within  a 
month  after  the  present  Government  came 
into  ofiBce  Mr.  Cunard*8  contract  was  re- 
vived wiih  a  very  considerable  extension, 
while   the  Canadian   subvention  was  left 
untouched.     And,  after  all  that  came  the 
grant  of  £80,000  for   a   packet  service 
from  Ireland  to  America.     Now,  that  ar- 
rangement may  have  been  right  or  it  may 
have  been  wrong ;   but  it  certainly  does 
offer  a  very  bad  appearance  to  the  public 
when  they  find  that  the  vacant  seat  for 
the  i*epre8entntion  of  that  port  is  filled  up 
^J  a  gentleman  who  is  to  represent  not 
national  but  particular  interests.     There 
are  some  other  matters, — such  as  the  re- 
moval of  mail  packets  from  Plymouth  to 
Liverpool,  and  the  arrangement  with  tele- 
graphic  companies, — which   are   open   to 
observation,  but  as  to  which  I  will  not 
weary  your  Lordships  by  going  into  de- 
tails.    It  certainly  does  appear  that  there 
hns  been   too   much   facility  in  granting 
those  concessions,  arising  from  the  natural 
fears  of  a  weak  Government  desiring  to 
obtain   support    in    every   quarter.      The 
noble  Lord  who  seconded  the  Address  has 
spoken  of  a  party  cry  being  raised  against 
the  Government  on  ncoount  of  the  support 
which  it  has  received  in  Ireland  from  the 
Koman  Catholic  clergy.     Tliere  is  no  per- 
aon  in  this  House  more  anxious  than  I  am 
that  every  concession  should  be  made  to 
the  just  claims  of  every  religious  deno- 
mination, whether  Bomnn  Catholic,  Pro- 
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testant  Dissenter,  or  Jews,  but  I  do  think 
that  when  such  concessions  are  made,  it  u 
much  to  bo  regretted  that  they  ahoald  not 
be  made  in  such  a  manner  and  at  auch  a 
time  as  to  prevent  any  suspicion  from  at- 
taching to  them  of  being  made  rather  as 
means  for  obtaining  political  power.      I 
think  it  is  objectionable  that  gentlemen 
should  go  to  the  hustings  boasting  of  the 
concessions  which  they  have  made  in  fa- 
vour of  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  in  the 
army,  when  the  same  parties  a  short  time 
before  had  actually  forced  by  their  votes 
the  preceding  Government  to  rescind  the 
very  small  sum  granted  for  Roman  Gatholie 
chaplains  in  gaols.     Motives  are  suggest* 
ed  in  some  of  the  cases  I  have  alluded 
to,  they  are  hinted  at  in  others,  and  every 
one  must  feel  that  it  would  have  beea 
much  better  if  these  concessions  had  been 
quite  free  from  all  suspicion  of  political 
objects.  Upon  a  still  more  important  ques^ 
tion  it  is  believed  the  Government  have 
acted   upon  similar  motives  —  the  great 
question  of  finance.     What  was  the  last 
Budget  of  the  Government  ?     It  contained 
the  same  seductive  suggestion  which  would 
present  itself  to  the  mind  of  any  easy- 
going improvident  man — to  postpone  to  a 
future  day  the  evils  of  the  present  mo- 
ment.    But  although  it  may  suit  the  Go- 
vernment to  pursue  that  course,  I  think  it 
places  the  finance  of  this  country  in  a  very 
unsatisfactory  light.     It  may  be  very  wd 
for  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  adldresa- 
ing  his  constituents  to  talk  of  the  National 
Debt  as  a  mere  fiea-bite,  and  to  expatiate 
upon  the  pleasant  prospect  of  our  having 
to  pay,  in  ovcut  of  war,  £20,000,000  in 
income-tax  for  twenty  years, — but  before 
we  arrive  at  that,  as  I  think,  deploraUe 
condition,  let  us  consider  what  is  the  actual 
state  of  our  legislation  in  regard  to  our 
revenue.     I  am  very  much  mistaken  if, 
after  deducting  the  £2,000,000  which  will 
come   in   from    the  terminable   annuitiee, 
we   do  not  find   there  is  something  like 
£7,000,000  a  year  to  be  made  up  by  future 
legislation.     I  think  that  the  aystem  which 
appears  so  easy,  of  putting  off  all  difficul- 
ties, instead  of  acting   upon  well-defined 
principles,  will   be  found   to  lead   to  an 
eventual  accumulation,  which  will  prove  a 
serious  matter  fur  a  future  Government  to 
deal  with.     I  now  come  to  the  considera- 
tion of  foreign  affairs,  and  I  can  nssure  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Department, 
that  I  have  not  the  slightest  intention  ef 
making  any  personal  attack  upon  him.     I 
believe  that  no  man  is  more  anziona  than 
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he  i8  to  mamtain  the  honour  and  interast 
of  his  eoontiy.  But  I  do  not  think  it 
would  he  just  or  fair  in  me,  at  a  moment 
when  the  nohle  Earl  is  attacked,  and  is 
likely  to  ho  still  more  attacked,  not  to 
point  out  hriefly  some  of  the  points  upon 
which  I  imagine  censure  may  be  imputed 
to  him,  and  thus  giving  him  an  opportunity 
of  making  such  a  statement  in  this  House 
as  he  may  think  6t.  1  am  quite  ready  to 
admit  that,  in  passing  any  judgment  upon 
foreign  affairs,  we  are  very  likely  to  fall 
into  error»  because  of  the  imperfect  infor- 
mation we  possess.  As  to  documentary 
efidence,  furnished  to  us  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  the  means  of  forming  a  judgment 
on  these  subjects,  I  can  only  remember  a 
few  papers  relating  to  the  Cagliari  and  the 
Refugee  affair,  on  tho  Right  of  Search  a 
few  papers ;  the  despatches  so  well  known 
referring  to  the  ease  of  the  OharUs  et 
Georges ;  those,  with  a  short  letter  to  the 
shipowners,  pointing  out  the  actual  result 
of  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws,  com- 

Cete  oor  information — if  wo  except  a  very 
ng  letter,  extending  over  three  very 
olosely  printed  pages  of  royal  quarto,  point- 
ing out,  with  almost  mathematical  exacti- 
tude, the  disadvantages  of  good  spelling 
and  neat  handwriting.  Now,  as  to  the 
Cagliari  affair,  I  admit  the  noble  Earl 
showed  considerable  skill  in  bringing  it  to 
a  satisfactory  termination,  he  having  the 
benefit  of  certain  information  which  was 
sot  possessed  by  the  late  Qovernment,  and 
Wing  also  assisted  by  the  favourablo  feel- 
ing of  the  late  King  of  Naples  towards  a 
Conservative  Qovernment.  Another  sub- 
ject which  I  may  mention  is,  the  contro- 
versy  which  arose  with  the  United  States 
respecting  the  right  of  search,  in  which 
the  question  chiefly  agitated  was  one  which 
did  not  constitute  the  real  difficulty  between 
this  country  and  America,  and  I  am  sorry 
that  in  the  communications  which  then 
passed  the  noble  Earl  should  have  repre- 
sented as  concessions  the  abandonment  of 
prinoiples  which  were  never  contended  for 
bj  this  country.  This  was  not  a  satisfac- 
tory mode  of  settling  the  question,  and 
the  extraordinary  despatch  of  Mr.  Dallas, 
and  the  publication  of  it,  shows  that  re- 
speet  is  not  the  feeling  of  the  Govern- 
nent  of  the  United  States  towards  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government.  In  the 
Bx>yal  Speeeh  we  are  told  that  our  rela- 
tkns  are  perfect  with  all  foreign  Powers, 
and  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  it.  I  may 
obsenre  that  I  have  always  thought  with 
to  Russia,  that  after  the  war  was 


over,  and  the  articles  of  the  Treaty  of 
Paris  were  executed,  there  was  no  reason 
why  this  country  should  not  be  upon  per- 
fectly friendly  relations,  always  combined 
with  that  watchfulness,  which  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Foreign  Office  to  exercise.  Tho 
present  Government  hnd  especial  facilities 
for  establishing  such  relations,  inasmuch  as 
they  were  not  concerned  in  the  conduct  of 
the  late  war,  nor  in  the  somewhat  irritating 
negotiations  which  followed  the  Treaty  of 
Paris ;  but  I  am  not  aware  thnt  any  pro- 
gress has  been  made,  or  is  making,  to- 
wards ascertaining  tho  sentiments  of  Russia 
in  the  present  disturbed  state  of  Europe ; 
and  it  would  be  as  surprising  as  it  would 
be  agreeable,  if  the  noble  Earl  could  now 
stato  anything  satisfactory  upon  that  point. 
I  now  come  to  the  point  of  the  greatest 
importance — that  which  occupies  tho  minds 
of  all  men  in  this  country,  and  throughout 
Europe.  War  is  now  actually  raging.  One 
of  the  most  beautiful  provinces  of  one  of 
the  most  beautiful  countries  in  the  world  is 
being  devastated.  Hundreds  of  thousands 
of  men  are  ranged  in  nrms  against  their 
fellow  Christinns  to  kill  or  to  be  killed, 
causing  desolation  and  misery  among  mil- 
lions. I  believe  there  is  no  sentiment  in 
which  we  are  all  more  likely  to  agree  than 
that  this  great  and  disastrous  war  is  an  un- 
necessary war.  It  is  quite  impossible  as 
yet  to  foresee  whether  any  good  results 
may  flow  from  it.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
in  tlie  excitement  of  tho  moment  France, 
whose  thoughts  have  always  been  asso- 
ciated with  military  glory,  has  now  had  her 
aspirations  renewed ;  that  Sardinia;  famous 
as  she  always  has  bcon  for  military  courage, 
inspired  now  by  the  freedom  which  she 
herself  enjoys,  and  actuated  by  feelings  of 
sympathy  for  the  suffering  people  of  tho 
Italian  Peninsula,  is  anxious  to  be  led  to 
victory  by  her  most  heroic  King,  and  I  am 
sure,  too,  that  Austria  is  also  in  a  state  of 
excitement,  having  a  large  and  magnificent 
army  celebrated  for  endurance  under  mili- 
tary discouragement — smarting,  too,  as  she 
may  be,  for  military  reverses,  and,  perhaps, 
as  I  was  informed,  just  before  entering  the 
House,  inspired  by  more  recent  military  suc- 
cesses—  it  is  impossible  at  present  to  expect 
from  those  Powers  a  calm  and  impartial 
consideration  of  the  state  of  affairs.  If 
there  be  time  for  calm  reflection,  I  think 
each  belligerent  must  ask  himself  the  ques- 
tion whether  they  have  not  each  in  dif- 
ferent ways  and  in  different  degrees  con- 
tributed to  bring  about  this  most  melan- 
eholy  war.     If  such  thoughts  come  across 
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the  mind,  I  flatter  myself  that  other  reflec- 
tions will  occur,  and  that  in  the  judgment 
of  Europe  and  the  verdict  of  history  he 
who  first  shows  a  real  desire  for  the  re- 
newal of  peace,  and  makes  modern te  pro- 
posals to  that  end,  will  stand  infinitely  the 
highest  in  the  estimation  of  mankind.  An- 
otber  point  which  interests  us  more  closely 
is  what  position  England  now  takes.     I 
bolieve  no  one  will  contend  that  England 
Las  contributed  to  this  war;  but  has  every- 
thing been  done  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment which  it  was  possible  to  do  to  avert 
this  calamity?     As  far  as  wishes,  inten- 
tions, and  zeal  go,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  the  answer  will  be  in  the  aflir- 
mative  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; but  the  question  is  still  doubt- 
ful, and  can  only  be  cleared  up  by  the  pro- 
duction of  more  numerous  papers  than  wo 
at  present  possess,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  shown  that  skill,  that 
firmness,  and  that  ability  in  dealing  with 
an  important  crisis  which  might  have  given 
stronger  hope  of  preventing  the  horrors  of 
war.     To  do  justice  to  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, they  have  generally  been  frank  and 
explicit  in  their  declarations;  but  wc  find 
in  their  declarations  on  this  subject  many 
contradictions.     We  are  perfectly  ignorant 
at  this  moment    whether   Her   Majesty's 
Government  took  any  practical  step  beforo 
the  meeting  of  Parliament  in  February,  or 
within  three  weeks  afterwards,   to  put  a 
stop   to  the   unfortunate  state   of  things 
which  then  existed.     There  is  great  con- 
fusion about  Lord  Cowley's  mission.     We 
£nd  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
In  the  last  Parliament  on  one  occasion  (I 
forget  the  exact  date)  stated  that  Austria 
%nd  France   had  agreed  to  evacuate  the 
Papal  States  with  tho  concurrence  of  the 
Pope,  and  that  under  those  circumstances 
it  was  intended  to  send  Lord  Cowley  to 
Vienna  on  a  mission  of  peace.     [Dissent 
J^om  the  Ministerial  benches,]    I  am  open 
to  correction,  but  those  are  the  words  re- 
ported to  have  been  uttered  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.     Of  course  there 
must  be  some  confusion,  because,  as  far  as 
^ve  know,  Austria  and  France  never  agreed 
to  evacuate  the  Papal  States,  and  the  Pope 
Was    never    asked    for   his    concurrence, 
though  I   believe  the  Pope  did   make  a 
demand  for  tho  withdrawal  of  the  French 
and  Austrian  troops;  but   it  is   perfectly 
clear  that  it  was  not  **  under  those  circum- 
stances" that   Lord  Cowley  was  sent   to 
Vienna.     Every  one  must  approve  a  man 
entitled  to  much  confidence  as  Lord  Cow- 
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ley  being  sent  on  a  mission  of  that  sort; 
but  I  should  liko  to  know  whether  there 
was  any  understanding  with  the  Emperor 
of  the  French  as  to  the  definite  objects  of 
the  mission,  and  whether  any  understand- 
ing was  come  to  with  him  as  to  not  taking 
any  step  either  in  war  or  diplomacy  antil 
the  mission  had  arrived  at  some  conclu- 
sion ?     I  should  also  like  to  see,  by  the 
production  of  papers,  whether  the  proposi- 
tions made   to   Austria  were  reasonable, 
and   such   as  Austria  ought  to  accept-^ 
whether,  having  made  those  propositions, 
Her  Majesty's   Government  applied  their 
whole  moral  influence  to  induce  Austria  to 
accept  them,  and  whether  they  failed  or 
succeeded  ?     Wo  wore  told  again,  on  the 
I  authority  of  the  leader  in  the  other  House, 
that   Lord  Cowley's   mission  was,  if  not 
I  eminently,  entirely  successful;  and  if  that 
were  the  case,  I  hope  the  papers,   when 
produced,   will    show    why,  when  so  con- 
siderable a  person  as  Her  Majesty's  repre- 
sentative at  Paris  was  sent  to  Vienna,  and 
succeeded  in  all  his  objects,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government   stated   their   opinion 
that  a  Congress  was  an  undesirable  plan 
of  settling  these  differences,  they  consent- 
ed to  throw  over  the  plan  which  had  been 
completely  successful  as  far  as  it  had  gone, 
and  to  refer  the  whole  business  to  a  Con- 
gress.     There  are  other   matters  which 
require  some  elucidation.    I  should  like  to 
know  how  far   and    why   Her  Majesty's 
Government  advocated  a  system  of  disar- 
mament before  entering  into  the  Congress, 
and  how  far,  if  at  all,  they  yielded  to  the 
motion  that  it  was  reasonable  to  require 
Sardinia  alone  to  disarm.  All  these  matters 
can  be  cleared  up  by  the  papers  and  the  ex- 
planations which  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  can  give;  and  how  far  praise 
or  blame  attaches  to  tho  Government  most 
depend  on  those  explanations.     But  that 
which  I  am  sorry  to  say  is  patent  now,  is 
that  in  every  object  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  sought,  and  which  they  told 
us  they  alone  could  succeed  in  obtaining, 
the  failure  has  been  as  complete  as  it  pos- 
sibly could  be,  and  I  am  very  much  afraid 
that  if  wo  knew  anything  of  the  state  of 
Europe  at  present  the  result  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  this  business  has  been  con- 
ducted would  appear  to  be  that  wo  are  dis- 
liked by  Italy,  that  something  like  con- 
tempt is  felt  for  us  throughout  the  whole 
of  Germany,  and  that  it  is  very  douVtfal 
how  far  we  have  influence  with  the  Freneli 
Government.     I  will  not  go  over  the  ques- 
tion which  I  have  gone  over  twiee  before, 
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without  getting  any  answer,  but  merely 
express  my  conviction  that  the  Government 
placed  themselves  in  the  greatest  possible 
difficulty  by  the  false  step  they  made  when 
they  turned  tlie  late  Government  out  of 
power.  [Laughter,']  I  do  think  the  act  of 
turning  tlie  late  Government  out  of  power, 
CODsidering  the  enormous  blunders  of  the 
present  Government,  was  a  folse  step  and 
a  great  mistake.  But  what  I  intended  to 
say  was,  that  the  mode  in  which  tho  pre- 
sent Government  turned  them  out  was  one 
which  placed  them  in  a  very  disadvantage- 
ous position  in  their  relations  with  other 
Powers,  and  more  particularly  with  regard 
io  France.  I  believe  that  a  French  al- 
liance, under  certain  conditions,  is  most 
desirable  for  this  country.  I  believo  that 
the  Emperor  of  the  French  has  been  de- 
sirous of  maintaining  that  alliance,  and  I 
believe  that  he  is  desirous  of  maintaining 
that  alliance  now.  I  believe  that  one  of 
the  principal  reasons  which  have  influenced 
him  in  that  course — and  it  is  the  best 
possible  reason  for  all  alliances — has  been 
self-intorest ;  but  I  believe  that  other  cir- 
opmstances  have  contributed  to  that  feel- 
ing. I  believe  that  ho  has  a  regard  for 
the  opinion  of  the  country  in  which  ho 
resided  for  some  time ;  and  I  believe  that 
for  the  last  nine  or  ten  years  another  con- 
sideration has  had  great  effect  with  him — 
namely,  a  belief  in  the  high  character,  the 
straightforward  conduct,  and  the  practical 
ability  and  sense  of  the  public  men  of  this 
country.  If  anything  was  ever  calculated 
to  shake  that  belief  it  was  the  course  taken 
a  year  ago  in  turning  out  the  late  Govern- 
ment.  An  attempt  had  been  made  on  the 
Emperor's  life,  on  the  life  of  his  wife,  and 
on  the  lives  of  persons  around  him.  It 
exoited  great  indignation.  The  leader  of 
the  Conservative  party  in  this  House  him- 
self suggested  that  the  lacuna  in  our  law 
should  be  filled  up  so  as  to  meet  the  case 
which  had  occurred.  In  the  other  House 
the  leaders  of  the  Conservative  party  sup- 
ported that  view  upon  the  occasion  of  the 
first  reading  of  the  Conspiracy  Bill.  But 
when  other  persons,  of  perfectly  different 
polities,  opposed  the  Government,  the  fa- 
vourable moment  was  seized  for  a  party 
Tietory,  and,  on  tho  flimsy  pretence  of  an 
ofibnsive  letter  not  having  been  answered, 
which,  in  the  first  official  communication 
of  the  noble  Earl  he  described  as  not  in- 
tended  to  be  the  least  offensive,  we  saw 
the  grei^t  Conservative  party,  under  tho 
gnidfuico  of  their  loaders,  upset  and  dc- 
ftx;py  Chat  BilU     I  am  not  arguing  whe- 


ther that  Bill  was  right  or  wrong.  The 
point  now  is,  that  the  conduct  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  was  so  vacillating  that  it 
;  was  difficult  to  reconcile  it  with  good  foiih, 
I  and  with  a  desire  to  maintain  the  peace  of 
I  Europe,  and  that  such  conduct  did  make 
.  the  position  of  the  noble  Earl  very  disad- 
'  vantageous  in  conducting  foreign  affairs. 
!  I  am  not  going  to  prophesy  ;  I  think  he 
[  would  bo  a  rash  man  who  made  any  pro- 
I  phecy  whatever  as  to  the  final  termination 
^  or  probable  result  of  the  present  war.  I 
am  glad  to  see  in  the  Speech  assurances 
put  forward  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
of  their  desire  to  maintain  neutrality  and 
keep  us  at  peace  ;  I  think,  at  the  same 
time,  that  it  would  be  an  utter  dereliction 
of  duty  on  the  part  of  any  Government  po- 
sitively to  declare,  in  the  face  of  the  world, 
that  under  all  circumstances  whatever  we 
should  remain  neutral  and  maintain  peace, 
and  would  clearly  lead  to  tho  belligerent 
parties  on  either  side  not  regarding  our 
interests  or  wishes,  and  to  lead  to  com- 
plications which,  whether  we  wished  it  or 
not,  must  end  in  war.  I  dare  say  there 
are  many  present  who  have  opposite  views 
on  the  object  and  result  of  this  war ; 
but  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  indivi- 
dual opinions.  It  is  quite  clear  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  tho  Government,  as  a 
Government  to  keep  a  real  neutrality  on 
this  question,  and  then  I  will  not  say  there 
is  an  impossibility  of  our  resorting  to  force; 
but  I  hardly  see  any  circumstances  which 
would  justify  it.  Sydney  Smith,  in  one 
of  his  letters,  states  that  '*  making  war 
as  the  liberty-mongers  of  the  whole  of 
Europe  is  an  attractive,  but  an  expensive 
and  ruinous  amusement,*'  and  I  think  there 
is  sense  in  that  light  manner  of  talking. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  is  utterly  impossible 
for  any  Government  to  be  so  totally  igno 
rant  of  the  wishes  of  the  country  as  to 
embark  in  a  war  for  riveting  the  rule  of 
a  despotic  State  on  other  foreign  coun- 
tries which  have  passed  under  their  do- 
minion. The  policy  to  be  pursued  is  to 
remain  neutral,  to  keep  ourselves  at  peace, 
and  to  watch  for  the  first  opportunity 
when  with  real  force  and  effect  we  may 
come  in  for  the  purpose  of  rc*establish- 
ing  peace,  and  securing  better  govern- 
ment and  greater  happiness  in  other  coun- 
tries. That  policy  is  the  proper  one  to 
pursue;  but  it  requires  in  the  application 
greater  skill  and  greater  firmness  than 
Her  Majesty's  present  advisers  have  hi- 
therto exhibited.  I  have  now,  my  Louis, 
touched — how  very  imperfectly  I  am  aware 
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— upon  the  yarious   points  in  respect  to 
which  I  beliero  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  be  open  to  censure.     It  may  be,  that  in 
consequence  of  my  having  imputed  to  them 
blame  in  those  cases  in  which  they  seem 
to  roe  to  deserve  it,  it  would  be  deemed 
only  consistent  that   I   should   move   an 
Amendment  to  this  Address.     It  is  not, 
however,  my  intention  to  take  that  course; 
and,  if  your  Lordships  will  but  favour  me 
with  your   attention   for  a  few  moments 
longer,  I  will  explain  to  you  why  it  is  that 
I  have   come   to  that  determination.     It 
has  usually  been  the  practice,  upon  dis< 
solving   Parliament,   that  the  dissolution 
should  take  place  upon  some  question  on 
which  the  Goyemment  of  the  day  happen- 
ed to  have  been  beaten.     Her  Majesty's 
present  advisers  did  not  take  that  course. 
They    were   beaten   on   the  Reform    Bill 
which  they  laid  before  the  other  House  of 
Parliament ;    but  the   appeal .  which  they 
made  to  the  country  they  based  upon  the 
question,  whether   or  not  they  possessed 
Its  confidence,  and  were  to  retain  that  of 
Parliament.     An  answer  has  been  given 
to  the  appeal,  and  there  is,  I  imagine,  lit- 
tle doubt  that  means  will,  in  some  way,  be 
taken  in  the  other  House  to  ascertain  what 
the  yerdict  is  which  the  country  has  pro- 
nounced.    In  the  Speech  which  preceded 
the  dissolution  of  Parliament,  blame  was 
expressed  for  the  course  which  had  ren- 
dered that  dissolution  necessary  in  a  tone 
that  I  never  knew  adopted  before.    I  deny 
that  that  blame  was  in  any  way  to  be  jus- 
tified.    We,  indeed,  the  Members  of  the 
Liberal  party,  might  haye  some  reason  to 
complain  of  our  conduct  towards  one  an- 
other; but,  so  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment   is    concerned,    I    cannot  help 
ftc^jing  that  that  House  of  Commons,  in 
which  they  were  considerably  in  a  mino- 
rity, behaved   towards  them  with  the  ut- 
most  fairness   and    forbearance.     During 
the  whole  of  last  year,  a  very  large  sec- 
tion of  the   Liberal  party  supported  the 
measures  of  the  party  opposite  upon  the 
ground — certainly  not   yery  flattering  to 
a  Conservative  Administration — that  they 
tended  more   to  the   promotion  of  demo- 
cracy than   those   of  any  other  Govern- 
ment.    I  may  add,  that  on  the  only  vote 
"Which  was  in  reality  taken  in  a  decisive 
shape  against  the  Ministry,  and  which  led 
to  the  late  dissolution,  a  very  large  number 
of  Liberals  gave  them  their  support.     On 
the  subject  of  foreign  affairs,  I  can  only 
say  that  I  think  the  manner  in  which  the 
Rouse  of  Commons  acted  with  respect  to 
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them  reflects  upon  that  body  the  highest 
credit.  I  believe  that  the  way  in  which  on 
three  different  (pensions  they  left  in  the 
hands  of  their  leaders  the  priyilege  of 
speaking  on  those  interesting  topics,  and 
the  prudence  which  was  then  exhibited  by 
the  speakers,  were  not  only  the  theme  of 
gencrnl  admiration,  hut  afforded  conaidera- 
blo  support  to  tho  Government,  and  pro* 
duced  the  greatest  possible  effect  upon  tho 
minds  of  the  rulers  of  Austria,  France, 
and  Sardinia.  Hor  Majesty's  Government, 
nevertheless,  I  admit,  having  been  defeated, 
adopted  a  perfectly  constitutional  course  in 
dissolving  Parliament.  The  justification 
of  the  step  which  they  took  must  altogether 
depend  on  tho  circumstances  of  the  case. 
It  remains  to  be  seen  whether  they  were 
right  in  depriving  the  country  of  that 
weapon  which  they  possessed  to  inflaenoe 
foreign  Courts  ;  for  we  must  not  forget 
that  that  yery  last  step  which  rendered 
war  imminent  was  taken  only  four  daye 
after  the  dissolution  occurred.  Another 
question  upon  which  the  propriety  of  that 
dissolution  must  depend  is,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  really  believed  that 
they  were  likely  to  obtain  a  majority  in 
Parliament.  If  they  imagined  that  such 
would  be  the  case  they  must,  I  think,  haye 
been  greatly  deceived  in  their  erpeotationa; 
and  I  certainly  cannot  regard  it  as  a  wise 
or  a  statesmanlike  policy  that  they  should 
merely  seek  to  strengthen  their  party  for 
the  purposes  of  future  opposition,  instead 
of  securing  the  advantages  of  a  powerfinl 
Government.  What  yerdict  the  House  of 
Commons  may  pronounce  upon  their  eon- 
duct  I,  of  course,  cannot  foretell.  It  is  at 
all  events  perfectly  dear — much  as  we  may 
regret  that  we  are  not  ruled  by  the  best 
Government — that  it  is  of  tho  utmost  im- 
portance we  should  have  a  Government ; 
and  if  the  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons 
should  be  adverse  to  the  present  adminis- 
tration, the  results  will  not,  I  trust,  be  un- 
satisfactory to  tho  country.  If,  upon  the 
other  hand,  that  vote  should  be  in  fayoQr 
of  Her  Majesty's  present  advisers,  I  for 
one  am  prepared  to  say  most  sincerely  and 
distinctly — and  I  shall  be  yery  much  sm*- 
prised  if  I  am  opposed  by  those  around 
me— that  although  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  not  abstain  from  watehing  the 
course  of  public  events,  yet  we  shall  always 
be  found  ready  to  giye  our  support  t6  the 
Government — where  support  can  be  eon- 
scientiously  giyen  — and  entirely  refriin 
from  anything  like  factious  or  embarraaa- 
ing  opposition.    For  the  reaaona  whfdk  I 
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haTd  jvBt  giveft  I  hope  I  may  stand  excused 
•-^wfaile  I  think  there  is  much  to  blame  in 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and«  while  I  deem  it  desirable  that  they 
afaould  not  continue  in  power — from  calling 
upon  this  House  to  come  to-night  to  a  de- 
eision  which  can  with  more  propriety  bo 
arrifed  at  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  which,  whatever  it  may  be,  all 
real  and  impartial  persons  must  be  desirous 
should  result  in  leaving  the  affairs  of  the 
country  in  the  hands  of  a  good  Govern- 
ment. 

Thb  Earl  op  MALMESBURY:  My 
Lords,  although  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
just  spoken  has  made  one  of  those  speeches 
which  we  usually  hear  on  such  occasions 
as  the  present,  and  has  carefully  avoided 
discussing  the  subjects  mentioned  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  yet  I  cannot  regret  that 
faa  has  addressed  your  Lordships,  ina8u:.'.oh 
as  the  obsenrations  which  have  fallen  from 
liim  are  not  altogether  devoid  of  interest. 
I  am  personally  much  obliged  to  my  noble 
Friend  for  having  given  me  fair  notice  of 
those  Parliamentary  attacks  which  I  must 
expect,  and  which  I  shall  be  fully  prepared 
to  meet  wheneverthe  time  for  making  them 
shall  have  arrived,  but  which  I  do  not  think 
it  right  or  convenient  to  your  Lordships 
that  I  should  further  advert  to  this  evening, 
inasmuch  as  you  are  not  in  possession  of 
that  information  which  it  is  desirable  you 
shodd  possess  before  such  discussions  are 
entered  upon,  and  which  I  trust  to  be  able 
to  lay  upon  the  table  of  the  House  in  the 
coarse  of  three  or  four  days.  It  is  my  in- 
tention to  place  before  you  at  full  length 
all  the  correspondence  which  has  taken 
place  between  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  and 
foreign  Governments  in  relation  to  the  war 
which  has  unfortunately  recently  broken 
out  on  the  Continent,  and  to  acquaint  you 
with  tho  efforts  which  have  been  made  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  prevent  that 
calamity*  The  correspondence  will  em- 
brace communications  extending  over  some 
five  or  six  months,  and  although  it  is  some- 
what lengthy,  yet  I  have  thought  it  better 

.  to  lay  it  before  you  entire  and  to  run  the 
xisk  of   its   appearing   somewhat   tedious 

-  nther  than  keep  back  any  part  of  it  from 

•  jomr  inspection.  I  shall,  under  those  cir- 
eouMtances,  make  no  defence  at  the  pre- 
aeet  moment  against  the  charge  which  my 

•ftoble  Friend  has  brought  forward,  to  the 
effect  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 

.responsible — not  indeed,  he  admits  through 
-WAOt  of  zeal  or  energy,  but  through  want 

'.  of-skiUaMtabUily— fornot  having  arrested 


the  calamity  of  a  war  in  Europe.  We  have, 
at  all  events,  my  Lords,  so  far  succeeded 
as  to  have  prevented  this  country  from 
being  involved  in  the  contest ;  nor  do  I 
think  it  is  upon  the  theatre  of  the  present 
war  that  noble  Lords  opposite  should  seek 
their  ground  of  battle  if  they  mean  to  make 
an  attack  on  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Before  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  spoken 
again  reverts  to  this  subject,  I  hope  he  will 
peruse,  not  only  the  despatches  which  I 
have  written  during  the  late  negotiations, 
but  that  he  will  also  direct  his  attention  to 
those  which  were  laid  before  Parliament  in 
1848,  and  in  which  a  noble  Viscount  in 
*'  another  place"  took  so  prominent  a  part. 
And  while  giving  expression  to  this  hope, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  that  much  of  what 
has  now  fallen  upon  my  hands  is  due  to 
the  policy  which  that  noble  Viscount  pur- 
sued in  1848,  who  then  had  a  golden  op- 
portunity, such  as  has  fallen  to  the  lot  of 
no  other  statesman,  of  emancipating  a  large 
portion  of  Italy,  and  rescuing  it — if  indeed 
rescue  it  can  be  called — from  the  oppres- 
sion of  which  Austria  is  accused.  My 
noble  Friend  must  not  forget  what  were 
called  the  **  Italian  Papers,"  in  1848,  when 
he  makes  his  attack  upon  me.  They  will 
serve  to  point  out  to  him  more  clearly  what 
has  been  effected  in  1859,  and  I  am  not 
afraid  of  the  comparison  which  may  be  in- 
stituted between  the  Government  of  that 
day  and  Her  Majesty's  present  Adminis- 
tration. I  will  say  no  more  upon  the  sub- 
ject, because  were  I  to  do  so  I  should  be 
addressing  your  Lordships  upon  a  subject 
on  which  you  are  not  at  present  called 
upon  to  express  an  opinion,  and  you  could 
not  understand  allusions  which  I  should  be 
obliged  to  make  ;  but  when  the  noble  Earl 
makes  his  attack  upon  me,  I  shall  be  per- 
fectly prepared  to  meet  it. 

Lord  HOWDEN  said,  he  should  not 
have  trespassed  at  all  upon  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  upon  tho  present  occasion 
but  that  he  was  anxious  to  obtain  some  in- 
formation on  a  point  not  only  of  great  im- 
portance, but  which  gained  fresh  importance 
every  day,  and  which  appeared  to  him  to 
have  been  studiously  avoided  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  It  could  not  have 
escaped  their  Lordships'  recollection  that 
about  a  month  ago — he  believed  it  was  on 
the  3rd  of  May — a  proclamation  had  been 
placarded  all  over  Paris  and  the  principal 
towns  in  Franco,  which  was  meant  to  be 
not  only  an  explanation  of  the  past,  but  a 
sort  of  programme  of  the  future.  In  that 
proolamation  occurred  the  following  phrase, 
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which  he  should  translate  to  their  Lord- 
ships as  well  as  he  could: — "The  Aus- 
trians  have  hrought  things  to  such  a  pass 
that  they  must  be  either  masters  of  Italy, 
or  Italy  must  be  free  to  the  Adriatic." 
Now,  he  did  not  quarrel  with  those  words, 
though  he  did  not  understand  them — that 
was  of  no  consequence — but  he  ardently 
hoped  that  they  were  well  understood  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.     He  was  not 
about  to  extenuate  the  transgressions  of 
Austria,  but  it  was  proper  that  we  should 
know  what  might  arise  out  of  the  punish- 
ment  of  those  transgressions  if  France  were 
to  administer  the  punishment.    The  phrase 
which  he  had  quoted  might  mean  a  little, 
or  it  might  mean  a  great  deal,  according 
to  the  method  adopted  in  working  it  out ; 
but  it  was  most  important  that  that  mean- 
ing should  be  known  to  the  Government, 
and  should  be  made  known  through  them 
to  the  people  of  England.     Did  it  moan 
that  Lombardy  and  the  territory  up  to  tho 
Adriatic  was  to  be  subjected  to  an  Italian 
domination,  existing  in  some  Italian  head, 
or  as  a  part  of  some  prevalent  theory  ? 
Ho  had  no  objection  whatever  to  that — he 
wished  it  might  be  the  case  with  all  his 
heart — but  ho  was  sure  it  would  be  a  mat- 
ter somewhat  difficult  of  execution,  for  when 
we  have  seen  how  the  Constitutional  Sys- 
tem in  Piedmont,  that  country  which  was 
to  serve  as  a  model  to  all  the  Peninsula, 
with  the  Liberty  of  the  Press  and  every- 
thing   belonging   to  a  free   country  took 
flight — tenues  secessit  in  auras — before 
the  first  explosion  of  a  cannon,  we  are,  in 
truth,  not  bound  to  place  much  faith  in  any 
enduring  fabric  of  constitutional  Liberty 
iu    Italy.       Again,    did    it     mean    that 
France  was  to  obtain  a  supremacy  over 
these  provinces  by  some  new-fangled  Con- 
federation like   the  Confederation  of  the 
Rhine?     Perhaps    in    these    times    such 
a  scheme    would    not   be   very    feasible. 
Was     Piedmont,     guided    by   the    finger 
and   supported  by   the    arm    of  France, 
to  obtain  supremacy  by  a  summary  pro- 
cess of  annexation,  like  the  annexation  of 
Massa  and  Carrara,  respecting  which  ho 
trusted  the  Government  would  furnish  some 
information.     No  person  in  the  House  or 
out  of  it  more   sincerely  wished   for  the 
freedom  of  Italy  to  her  natural  frontiers 
than  he,   but  he  did   not  wish   to  see  a 
mere  exchange  of  a  new  bad  domination 
for  an  old   bad  domination,  by  tho  mere 
process   of  putting   on   new  varnish   and 
rubbing  off  tho  old.     Strange  things  were 
going  on  at  that  moment.     A  foreign  po« 
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tentate  had  gone  into  Italy  with  the  li- 
beration of  that  country  inscribed  on  his 
banner,  and  on  his  arrival  there  revolutions 
took  place  in  some  parts  of  that  country, 
whilst  in  another  part  of  Italy,  and  cer- 
tainly the  most  interesting  part — a  part 
where,  from  all  that  had  been  written, 
from  all  that  he  had  heard,  and  in- 
deed from  all  that  ho  had  himself  seen, 
the  evils  of  bad  domination  were  more 
grievous  than  in  those  provinces  which 
were  undergoing  this  so-called  process  of 
liberation,  or  regeneration,  or  whatever 
else  it  might  bo  called — the  same  poten- 
tate had  actually  increased  his  force  ia 
order  to  prevent  an  expression  of  opinion 
consonant  with  what  had  taken  place  in 
other  parts,  and  cognate  to  his  own  decla- 
ration that  he  had  como  to  deliver  Italv. 
This  was  a  very  difficult  and  delicate  mat- 
tor  to  touch  upon,  and,  therefore,  he  would 
not  dilate  longer  upon  it.  All  he  wished, 
in  common  with  many  of  their  Lordships, 
was  to  have  a  plain  explanation  of  an 
ambiguous  phrase.  It  might  be  that  this 
phrase  was  only  put  into  tho  document 
because  it  looked  well  to  the  eye  and 
sounded  well  to  tho  ear,  which  was  a  rea- 
son for  many  things  that  arc  done  on  tho 
other  side  of  the  water;  but  after  the  efforts 
whici)  had  been  made  by  the  Governmentr— 
efforts  which  might  have  been  better  direct- 
ed,  but  which  he  believed  had  been  honestly 
made — he  thought  ho  had  a  perfect  right  to 
know  what  that  phrase  in  the  proclamation 
meant ;  for  if  this  expulsion  of  tho  Austriana 
from  Italy  was  to  be  carried  out  by  Pied- 
mont, that  could  only  bo  done  by  tho  as- 
sistance of  a  Power  who  was  more  likely 
to  make  Piedmont  a  department  of  the 
French  Empire,  what  a  great  part  of  her 
had  been  before,  the  department  du  Mont 
Blanc,  than  to  treat  Piedmont  as  an  inde- 
pendent state.  With  regard  to  the  de- 
clarations in  favour  of  peace,  he  con* 
fesscd  ho  never  had  any  confidence  in 
them.  He  would  not  have  believed  them 
if  they  had  been  made  to  his  Friends  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
for  he  had  a  firm  conviction  that  if  it  suited 
the  ends  and  calculations  of  the  Emperor  of 
the  French  to  enter  upon  war,  war  they  would 
have  sooner  or  later — perhaps  after  a  little 
illusory  negotiation  into  which  ho  might 
think  it  decent  to  enter.  There  was  an- 
other point  to  which  he  would  refer.  Abont 
six  weeks  ago  a  noble  Lord,  a  Member  of  this 
House,  denied  in  the  most  formal  way  the 
existence  of  a  Russian — what  should  ho 
call  it  ? — alliance,  understanding,  prospeoL- 
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tive  convention,  or  whatever  it  was  with 
France.  It  was  also  denied,  hut  in  a  much 
less  formal  and  precise  way,  by  a  Member 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  both 
being  officially  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment. Now,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Go- 
Ternment  whether  they  were  ready  to  make 
the  same  denial  now? — for  he  had  great 
reason  to  believe  that  for  the  last  three 
weeka  there  had  been  something  like  an 
exchange  of  communications  ond  consulta- 
tions going  on  on  this  subject  which  might 
or  might  not  have  come  to  the  knowledge 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  As  to  the 
phrase  of  Priuco  Gortschakoff  that  some- 
thing  did  exist,  but  that  that  something 
was  not  hostile  to  the  interests  of  England, 
he  woold  remark  that  it  would  be  much 
more  satisfactory  to  them  and  the  country 
if  they  were  allowed  themselves  tojuvl^o 
of  what  was  good  or  bad  for  the  interests 
of  England,  for  persons  on  ail  sides  and  in 
every  part  of  the  country  might  not  be  of 
the  same  opinion  on  that  subject  as  Count 
Gavour,  Prince  Gortschakoff,  and  the  Em- 
peror of  the  French.  Before  sitting  down 
he  would  take  the  liberty  of  giving  a  piece 
of  advice  to  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Foreign   Department,    whom   he   ac- 

Stiitted  of  any  premeditated  intention  in 
oing  an  unseemly  act,  or  of  advisedly 
sending  abroad  calumnious  assertions,  and 
ask  him  for  his  own  sake,  as  well  as  for  the 
sake  of  others,  when  he  spoke  of  this 
wanton  and  wicked  war,  to  abstain  from 
alluding  to  the  supposed  expectations  and 
adumbrated  intrigues  of  exiled  Princes, 
whose  virtues  and  misfortunes  ought  to 
place  them  beyond  the  reach  of  such  in- 
linuations,  whose  position  was  as  difficult 
as  it  was  painful,  but  whose  conduct,  ever 
since  they  had  been  in  this  country  in  cxilo, 
had  gained  for  them  the  respect  of  all, 
from  the  august  Lady  on  the  Throne  of 
this  land  to  tho  humblest  cottagers  on  the 
banks  of  the  Thames. 

The  Marquess  of  NORMANBY  said, 
he  had  taken  no  part  in  the  discussions  of 
this  House  since  he  had  held  a  diplomatic 
appointment  in  Italy,  and  he  hod  thought 
that  his  Parliamentary  career  was  com- 
pletely closed.  Though,  however,  for  rea- 
sons into  which  he  need  not  enter,  it  would 
have  been  more  ao^recablc  to  his  feeliufrs 
to  have  remained  silent,  he  could  not  help 
addressing  a  few  remarks  to  their  Lord- 
sliips  on  this  occasion.  In  the  speeches  of 
his  noble  Friends  (Earl  Granville  and  the 
Barl  of  Malmesbury)  there  had  necessa- 
been  much  reserve  as  to  the  stote  of 


things  on  the  Continent,  a  reserve  called 
for  by  the  actual  official  position  of  one 
and  the  possible  official  position  of  tho 
other;  but  he  (tho  Marquess  of  Nor- 
mauby)  had  no  such  reason  for  withholding 
a  free  expression  of  his  opinions,  though 
he  might  be  restrained  by  a  sense  of  what 
was  due  to  the  interests  of  the  country. 
His  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville)  had 
stated  to  the  House  his  reasons  for  not 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  address. 
Now  having  listened  attentively  to  his  noble 
friend  he  (the  Marquess  of  Normanby) 
must  say  he  thought  the  explanation  un- 
necessary ;  for  among  all  the  points  to 
which  this  noble  Friend  had  alluded  he  had 
failed  to  perceive  one  on  which  it  would  be 
possible  to  substantiate  a  charge  against 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  On  the  subject 
of  the  late  dissolution  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  trouble  the  House  ;  but  he  was 
much  surprised  that  any  of  his  political 
friends  should,  in  that  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment, find  a  justification  for  a  constitutional 
attack  on  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  In- 
deed, from  information  which  had  reached 
him  in  another  country,  he  believed  that 
that  dissolution  had  been  forced  on  tho 
Government.  He  thought  it  must  be  ob- 
vious that,  after  what  had  taken  place  in 
"another  place"  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
had  no  other  alternative  than  to  dissolve. 
The  noble  Lord  the  member  for  London 
could  not  be  blamed  for  having  moved 
an  Amendmeiit  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Reform  Bill ;  and  his  Resolution 
having  been  carried,  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters could  not  be  blamed  for  having  ap- 
pealed to  the  country.  In  1841  he  was 
the  only  member  of  Lord  Melbourne's  Ad- 
ministration who  opposed  a  dissolution. 
Why  did  he  do  so  ?  Because  he  did  not 
think  that  there  was  any  reasonable  expec- 
tation of  the  Government  of  the  day  ob- 
taining a  majority  by  means  of  the  disso- 
lution, and  because  the  divisions  on  which 
the  Government  had  been  defeated  were 
divisions  taken  in  their  own  Parliament. . 
Lord  Melbourne  agreed  in  his  opinion  to  a 
great  extent,  but  he  was  not  able  to  resist 
the  majority  of  his  Cabinet  and  the  disso-^ 
lution  took  place ;  but  Lord  Melbourne's 
Government  were  never  accused  of  any- 
thing unconstitutional  in  doing  so,  and  he 
should  have  been  very  much  surprised  if 
any  Amendment  had  been  moved  on  the 
present  occasion,  on  tho  ground  that  there 
was  any  constitutional  objection  to  the  late 
dissolution.  Again,  ho  did  not  think  it 
was   sufficient  ground  of  attack   for  any 
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party  to  say  to  the  existing  GoTernment, 
'*  You  are  in  a  minority  in  the  House  of 
Commons,"  unless  that  they  could  at  the 
same  time  show  that  there  was  some  soo- 
tion  of  politicians  known  to  the  country 
which  was,  without  a  compromise  of  those 
principles  on  which  it  had  hitherto  acted, 
prepared  to  conduct  the  affairs  of  the  Em- 
pire. It  was  with  that  view  he  should  be 
obliged  to  object  to  what  seemed  to  be  the 
h'ne  of  policy  adopted  elsewhere  by  gentle- 
men for  many  of  whom  he  had  the  highest 
personal  respect.  Having  said  so  much  on 
that  subject,  he  should  now  observe  that 
it  would  be  very  important  to  this  ooun- 
try  to  know  whether  in  respect  of  recent 
negotiations  with  foreign  Powers  we  had 
been  deceived  or  not.  He  believed  that 
we  had  been  deceived*  We  were  told  that 
France  was  not  preparing  for  war,  was  not 
armed  at  all,  but  was  merely  taking  mea- 
sures to  supply  the  deficiencies  caused  by 
the  late  war  with  Russia.  Now,  that 
having  been  told  to  us,  we  could  not  have 
expected  to  find  that  in,  he  might  say,  a 
few  hours,  large  masses  of  troops,  some  of 
whom  were  on  the  African  service,  had 
been  collected  within  a  short  distance  of 
the  Italian  frontier.  They  were  informed, 
moreover,  that  the  deliberations  of  tho 
proposed  Congress,  were  to  be  conducted 
with  due  respect  for  the  treaties  of  1815, 
and  yet— here  ho  spoke  from  personal 
knowledge — the  very  next  day  aft  or  the 
arrival  of  the  French  Fleet  at  Genoa  a 
conspiracy,  which  had  been  hatched  under 
the  protection  of  the  diplomatic  fiag  of 
Sardinia,  broke  out  in  Florence,  and  the 
Sovereign  of  the  country,  who  held  his 
Crown  under  the  sanction  of  those  treaties, 
and  who  only  desired  to  maintain  the  neu- 
trality to  which  he  was  bound  by  treaty, 
was  expelled  from  his  capital.  Similar 
attempts,  but^without  success,  in  Modena 
and  Parma,  followed  tho  landing  of  the 
French  in  Italy ;  and  subsequently  a 
French  Prince,  with  a  corps  d'armee,  ar- 
-rived  in  the  port  of  Leghorn,  and  issued 
a  proclamation.  Some  excuse  for  this 
visit  was  necessary ;  and  what  was  the 
cause  assigned  by  Prince  Napoleon  for  his 
extraordinary  expedition  ?  He  was  sent 
to  Leghorn,  he  said  in  his  proclamation, 
for  purely  strategical  purposes  ;  but  any 
military  officer  could  tell  him  that  the  only 
strategical  object  which  his  presence  in 
Tuscany  could  serve  was  to  keep  him  as 
far  as  possible  from  the  seat  of  war.  But 
if  hm  expedition  had  no  real  strategical 
objeet»  it  might  hav«  An  important  dynas- 
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tie  and  political  object.  We  had  beard  of 
a  secret  nnderstanding  with  Russia,  and 
he  had  heard,  that  though  not  in  the  same 
terms,  that  understanding  was  founded  on 
the  treaty  of  Tilsit,  one  of  the  clauses  of 
which  declared  that  the  Mediterranean 
should  become  open  only  to  the  Powers 
bordering  upon  that  sea ;  that  clause,  if 
carried  into  effect^  would  gravely  afieot 
British  interests,  for  its  execution  would 
begin  with  the  expulsion  of  the  Bogiish 
from  Malta,  Gibraltar  and  the  Ionian  In- 
lands. Had  any  progress  been  made  in 
the  realization  of  that  project  ?  He  need 
only  mention  the  acquisition  of  Villafranea 
by  Russia,  and  the  fact  that  not  only  was 
the  port  of  Genoa  at  present  in  the  hands 
of  the  French,  but  that  French  ofiioials 
had  taken  a  lease  of  some  buildings  for 
three  or  four  years.  The  Fi*enofa  aL*-o 
held  Givita  Veochia,  another  step  in  ad-* 
vancc.  Their  Lordships  knew  that  before 
the  death  of  the  late  King  of  Naples  a 
dispute  arose  between  certain  members  of 
the  Royal  Family  as  to  the  succession  to 
the  throne.  At  that  time  tho  Grand  Duke 
Constantinc  happened  to  be  in  Nsplcs,  and 
he  was  applied  to  for  support  by  the  Duke  of 
Calabria  and  his  party.  The  Grand  Duke 
answered,  as  he  was  informed,  **  We  are 
always  for  legitimate  succession,  and  there- 
fore we  will  support  yon  ;  but,  remember, 
what  we  most  want  is  a  port  in  tlie  Adri- 
atic.*' Such  was  onother  step  towards  the 
monopoly  of  the  Mediterranean  contemplat- 
ed by  the  Treaty  of  Tilsit.  Nor  was  that 
all.  Venice  was  blockaded  by  a  French 
fleet,  and  Trieste  was  and  would  continue 
to  be  treated  in  the  same  way.  England^ 
therefore,  ought  to  be  upon  her  guard* 
and  while  preserving  a  strict  neutrality 
ought  to  show  no  sympathy  with  the  purw 
poses  or  persons  implicate  in  the  trans^ 
actions  to  which  he  had  referred.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton*  at 
a  private  meeting  of  his  party;  bad  ex« 
pressed  his  earnest  sympathy  with  the  Ital- 
ians, and  upon  the  occasion  of  his  election 
he  used  these  words,  '*  I  trust  before  the 
end  of  the  campaign  Austria  will  be  efr- 
pellcd  from  Lombardy."  Yet  the  nobl« 
Lord  must  know  that  in  every  one  of 
the  proclamations  recently  issucHJ  by  the 
French  the  words  "  Italian  freedom"  were 
omitted.  .  It  was  true  that  **  ItiUian  fnd^ 
pendence*'  still  remained  ;  but  tho  indc^ 
pendonce  referred  to  meant  the  reanlt'iif 
assistance  given  by  a  great  Power 'wliieb 
Europe  had  formerly  endeavoured  to^eb^ 
elude  from  the  soil  oif  Italy*  •  ^hia-dpeaU* 


Sr         AMftm  in  Amwir  to         \  Juva  7,  1859 1         Her  Mmfetty^s  Speech,       08 


iiig  lightly  of  the  treaties  of  1815  came 
with  A  tingular  ill-graco  from  the  noble 
hmA  the  Uemher  for  Tiverton,  who  of  all 
liTing  atatesoien  in  England  was  the  only 
onO'  who  had  art  and  part  in  their  forma- 
tton.      Some  of  the   proviBions  of  those 
treaAiea  might  at  first  have   been  rather 
ntraincd  and  arbitrarily  applied  ;    but  the 
Government  of  this  country  hnd  always 
keld   itself  bound   and   pledged   to   their 
•tip«Utions,   and   the   noble  Viscount  to 
whom  he  had  referred   had  been  many 
jeara  in  office  while  they  were  in  force.   In 
■peaking,  however,  in  the  way  ho  had  done 
hewaa  speaking  against  his  own  personal 
ajmpathicB.     He  had  had  much  more  per- 
■ooal  connection,  in  his  diplomatic  career, 
with  Ffanee  and  Italy  than  with  any  other 
part  of  the  world,  and  entertained  the  most 
agreeable  recollections  in  reference  to  both. 
He  had  assisted  (using  the  French  sense 
of  the  word)  at  many  painful  scenes  inci- 
dent to   the  change  of    Government    in 
France,   and    he    must   always   bear  his 
grateful  testimony  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  present  ruler  of  that  country  had  re- 
ceived him  while  discharging   his  official 
fonetiona  as  British  Ambassador.     He  had 
taken  a  different  view  of  some  questions 
from  that  entertained  by  that  illustrious 
Frinee — as  it  was  natural  that  an  English- 
man  abould — and   he   had   always  fully 
avowed  that  difference  of  opinion,  and  yet 
he  was   hound   to  say  that  that  circum- 
Btanoe  had  not  caused  the  slightest  change 
in  the  nature  of  their  intercourse.      His 
(the    Marquess    of   Normanby's)   conduct 
of  affairs  at  Florence  had  also  convinced 
the  Tuscans  that  he  had  the  intei*csts  of 
Italy  at   heart.     But  the  question  arose, 
how  had  all  this  complication  of  affairs  in 
Barope  come  upon  us  in  the  year  1859  ? 
and  why  was  it  that  arrangements  which 
had  lasted  during  the  entire  existence  of 
many  of  us  should  at  length,  under  the 
encouragement  received  from  an  illustrious 
Ally,    have    become    intolerable    to    the 
Italians  ?    He  recollected  the  iirst  attempt 
a4  revolution  in  1821.     He  had  resided  in 
Italy  two  years  before  that,  and  he  was 
aware  of  all  the  springs  which  moved  that 
Bnterprise.     He  was  also  residing  at  Milan 
in  1830;    and  he  must  say  the  circum- 
atances  which  attended  the  outbreak  which 
then  occurred  there  had  greatly  damped 
bb  expectations  of  any  advantage  being 
derived  to  Italy  from  the  exertions  of  the 
Italians    themselves.      In  the   month  of 
-March  or  the  beginning  of  April,  1848, 
Maffahal  Rudetsky  was  £iven  out  of  Milan 


by  an  insurrection,  and  King  Charles  Albert 
was  proclaimed,  the  proclamation  being 
ratified  by  a  soudisant  popular  election. 
Yet  King  Charles  Albert  was  soon  after- 
wards driven  from  the  town  of  Milan,  and 
hooted  by  the  very  [lopulation  which  had 
supported  him.  In  the  present  case,  then, 
England  ought  to  be  careful  how  it  showed 
the  sympathy  which  we  must  all  be  sup- 
posed to  feel  for  a  patriotic  cause  unlesa 
we  were  convinced  that  the  contest  waa 
really  the  result  of  a  patriotic  movement, 
and  was  not  part  of  a  great  icheme  of 
personal  ambition  from  which  the  rest  of 
Europe  might  suffer.  In  certain  publica- 
tions which  were  coudncted  with  great 
talent  in  this  country,  it  was  stated  that 
no  proof  had  been  given  that  all  the  pre- 
sent complication  arose  from  the  aggrea* 
sive  proceedings  on  the  part  of  Sardinia 
during  the  last  few  years.  He  could  give 
some  examples  to  show  that  the  accusation 
against  Sardinia  was  not  entirely  without 
foundation.  When  Sardinia  joined  in  the 
war  in  the  Crimea  the  question  naturally 
occurred  to  everybody,  except  those, who 
were  glad  of  her  assistance,  what  could  her 
object  be  ?  The  war  in  the  Crimea  waa 
not  a  war  of  nationality,  or  a  war  of  senti* 
ment.  If  anything,  it  was  rather  a  war 
for  the  balance  of  power,  and  for  objecta 
purely  political.  There  was  no  freedom  to 
be  conferred  upon  any  one.  Still  Sardinia 
joined  the  western  Powers  and  sent  a 
large  contingent  to  the  war,  and  was  ac- 
cordingly admitted  to  the  Congress  of 
Paris.  At  that  Congress  she  made  a  pro- 
position which,  to  a  certain  extent,  waa 
listened  to  in  a  manner  which  rather  sur- 
prised him.  But  it  was  also  transmitted 
to  Italy  by  the  French  Qovernment,  and 
became  the  subject  of  discussion  among 
all  those  best  acquainted  with  the  state 
of  Romagna.  In  the  month  of  June, 
1856,  while  this  proposition  was  the  sub- 
ject of  debate  in  the  Sardinian  Chamber, 
the  Marquis  Massimo  d'Azeglio,  a  very 
eminent  authority  on  such  a  question,  said 
that  Count  Cavour,  while  professing  to  es- 
tablish order  and  concord,  was  sowing  the 
seeds  of  discord  and  rivalry  ;  and  he  ad- 
vised that  statesman  not  to  be  in  a  hurry 
to  do  anything,  pointing  out  that  he  would 
probably  only  provoke  bloodshed  and  pre- 
mature revolution,  end  throw  back  for  years 
all  chances  of  practical  improvement.  The 
same  wiso  counsellor  advised  Count  Cavour 
not  to  disturb  the  action  of  time,  but  to  let 
it  do  its  work.  This  was  sensible  and  wise 
advice.     But  the  conduct  of  Sardinia  to 
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the  neighbounng  Dachies  was  systemati- 
oally  irritating.  An  extradition  treaty  ex- 
isted between  Modena  and  Sardinia  ;  but 
three  priests,  who  were  Modenese  sub- 
jects, having  been  murdered  in  the  Sar- 
dinian territories,  and  the  Duke  of  Mo- 
dena, having  applied  for  the  extradition 
of  the  assassins,  the  request  was  refused. 
A  second  application  met  with  a  similar 
refusal,  and  the  Duke  of  Modena,  in  com- 
plaining of  the  non-execution  of  the  treaty, 
said,  "  This  is  the  first  time  I  ever  heard 
assassination  is  not  murder  when  it  is  con- 
nected with  treason.'*  He  mentioned  this 
fact,  in  consequence  of  statements  which 
had  been  published  in  this  country,  to  show 
the  constant  provocation  on  the  part  of 
Sardinia,  and  because  as  Austria  had  been 
so  strongly  condemned  these  facts  would 
go  to  show  to  some  extent  that  she  had 
not  acted  without  provocation.  He  could 
state  from  his  own  personal  knowledge 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  popularity  of 
the  Piedmonteso  Government,  which  has 
been  cited  as  a  model  Government.  At 
the  period  of  the  last  elections  in  Sardinia 
he  was  in  company  with  a  number  of  Pied- 
montese  subjects,  of  different  political  opin- 
ions, and  in  conversation  on  tho  political 
progress  of  the  Sardinian  Government,  one 
of  these  gentlemen  said, — '*  If  you  put  on 
one  side  all  the  Sardinian  Government  have 
done  that  they  ought  to  have  left  undone, 
and  on  the  other  side  all  they  have  not 
dono  that  they  ought  to  havo  done,  you 
will  find  a  very  trifling  balance  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other."  Within  the  last  few 
days  a  suggestion  has  been  made  for  the 
transfer  of  the  Duchies  of  Parma  and  Mo- 
dena to  the  kingdom  of  Sardinia  ;  but  did 
their  Lordships  believe  that  the  happy  and 
contented  population  of  those  duchies  would 
be  ready  to  acquiesce  in  such  an  arrange- 
ment? Probably  their  Lordships  might 
not  be  aware  of  the  different  rate  of  taxa- 
tion in  those  States.  While  the  taxation 
of  Sardinia  was  nearly  55  per  cent  the 
taxation  of  the  Duchy  of  Parma  was  only 
8  per  cent,  and  that  of  Modena  was  still  less. 
In  Piedmont,  too,  the  taxes  were  levied  in 
the  most  arbitrary  manner,  and  the  personal 
freedom  of  a  man's  saying  what  he  liked 
was  unknown  there.  In  the  course  of  last 
winter  some  strong  opinions  against  the 
marriage  of  an  illustrious  member  of  the 
Royal  family  of  Sardinia  were  expressed 
by  the  members  of  a  club  which  was  com- 
posed of  persons  of  high  position.  These 
opinions  came  to  the  knowledge  of  Count 
Cavour,  who  threatened  to  close  the  club 
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I  if  such  language  was  any  longer  held  by 
its  members.  He  thought,  then,  that  there 
were  a  great  many  facts  to  be  examined 
before  they  could  decide  on  the  expediency 
of  altering  the  settled  Governments  ii 
Italy.  Immediately  after  the  expression! 
used  by  the  Emperor  of  the  French  at  the 
beginning  of  tho  year,  and  the  speech  of 
the  King  of  Sardinia  at  the  opening  of  the 
Piedniontesc  Chambers,  meetings  of  the 
party  called  ''Constitutionalists" or  '*Pied- 
montese,"  began  to  be  held  at  the  house  of 
tho  Sardinian  Minister  in  Tuscany,  and  a 
sot  of  pamphlets  were  circulated  among  the 
subjects  of  the  Grand  Duke  bjr  the  penons 
attending  these  meetings,  which  aid  not 
do  justice  to  the  intellectual  vigour  of  the 
Italians,  for  although  treasonable  enongh, 
thoy  were  remarkably  feeble.  Then,  when 
the  King  of  Sardinia  raised  a  loan,  money 
in  profusion  was  sent  into  Tuscany  to  en- 
courage the  enrolment  of  volunteers,  and 
their  Lordships  had  no  conception  of  the 
intrigue  and  corruption  which  were  prac- 
tised in  endeavouring  to  induce  the  Tosean 
troops  to  enter  tho  service  of  Sardinia.  On 
the  evening  of  the  26th  of  April,  when  it 
was  known  that  the  French  fleet  with 
troops  on  board  had  appeared  off  Genoay 
about  15,000  people,  not  one  of  whom  was 
decently  clad,  wandered  about  the  streets 
of  Florence  uttering  seditious  cries  and 
overawing  the  respectable  inhabitants.  He 
had  heard  it  imputed  to  the  Grand  Dake 
that  he  gave  orders  for  the  bombardment 
of  Florence,  and  knowing  how  inconsistent 
it  was  with  the  character  of  the  Grand 
Duke,  and  with  the  facts  themselves,  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  give  a  complete 
and  authentic  denial  to  that  statement. 
He  was  informed  by  the  hereditary  Grand 
Duke  that  not  only  was  no  such  order  ever 
given,  but  none  had  ever  been  meditated. 
The  whole  story  arose  from  the  faet  that 
when  the  safety  of  the  ducal  familj  was 
threatened,  thoy  retired  into  the  palace  of 
tho  Belvidere,  and  gave  orders  to  haTe  the 
gates  closed  against  the  mob.  He  had 
also  heard  various  accounts  of  the  disposT* 
tion  of  the  Tuscan  troops  in  favour  of  the 
Government  of  Piedmont ;  but  in  faet  H 
was  so  unfavourable  that  he  had  heard 
that  the  men  had  mutinied,  and  that  the 
Piedmonteso  had  threatened  them  with 
decimation.  Those  troops  owed  allegiance 
to  tho  Grand  Duke  ;  they  were  deluded 
by  false  promises,  but  they  afterwards  re- 
grettcd  their  conduct,  and  then  it  was  the 
threat  of  decimation  was  held  ont.  He 
had  also  seen  the  Duchess  of  Parma  dfuriDg 
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her  temporary  withdrawal  from  bcr  tcrri- 
torj;  but  the  measures  taken  during  her 
abaonce  had  been  such  ns  to  lead  to  her 
return  to  a  country  where  she  had  since 
ber  hiiBband*8  death  exercised  tlic  Govern- 
ment in  a  satisfactory  manner.  At  the 
present  moment  it  would  be  well  to  hear 
in  mind  the  opinion  entertained  by  the 
Bmperor  Napoleon  I.  of  the  Italians — al- 
though he  (the  Marquess  of  Normanby) 
did  not  concur  in  that  opinion.  In  the 
Hemoin  of  Prince  Eugene  Beauharnais, 
recently  published  in  Paris,  of  course  by 
permisiion,  there  was  a  letter  from  Na- 
poleon I.,  in  which  he  said  of  the  Italians, 
"Do  not  let  them  forget  I  am  master. 
Italians  will  only  obey  the-  voice  of  a 
master,  and  will  esteem  you  in  propor- 
tion as  they  fear  you.  Your  system 
most  he  simple — VEmpereur  le  veut — 
and  yoQ  must  never  depart  from  it." 
He  hoped  this  country  would  evince  a 
firm  determinatiom  at  the  proper  time  to 
resist  any  scheme  for  universal  dominion. 
He  hoped,  too,  the  Government  would  not 
OTorlook  the  spirit  of  Germany,  which, 
from  his  personal  knowledge,  he  could 
declare  was  completely  unanimous.  Any 
attempt  at  divided  sympathies  might  lose 
us  the  friendship  and  esteem  of  the  whole 
of  Germany.  It  was  boasted  at  Paris  that 
within  threo  weeks  they  would  have  Lord 
Palmerston  at  the  head  of  the  English  Go- 
yemment,  and  that  England  would  then 
enter  into  their  policy ;  but  certainly,  look- 
ing at  the  last  transactions  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  regard  to  the  external  policy  of 
France,  he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord 
was  the  proper  person  to  be  at  the  head  of 
the  English  Government  at  this  moment. 
The  coup  d*6tat  was  un  fait  accompli. 
The  people  of  Franco  acquiesced  in  the 
rule  of  their  Emperor,  and  we  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it.  But  at  this  conjuncture  we 
ought  not  to  have,  as  the  Minister  of  Eng- 
land, A  statesman  who  had  giveu  express 
approbation  to  that  act.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion asked  by  the  noble  Seconder  of  the 
Address,  how  the  Queen's  Government  was 
to  be  carried  on,  thev  had  heard  much  of 
a  certain  combination  of  parties,  and  there- 
fore it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  first 
subject  which  would  occupy  a  now  Ad- 
ministration would  be  Reform,  and  with 
it  the  ballot.  Ho  honoured  and  respected 
opinions,  whatever  they  might  he  ;  but  he 
said  that  whenever  a  majority  of  the  Ca- 
binet gavo  their  consent  to  that  proposi- 
tion a  great  blow  would  be  struck  nt  the 
manliness  of  the  British  character.      He 


{  believed  that  the  ballot  became  of  much 
greater  consequence  as  the  external  dan- 
gers of  the  country  multiplied,  and  that  no 
nation  who  had  not  honesty  and  courage 
enough  to  express  their  opinions  without 
being  sheltered  behind  a  ballot-box  would 
ever  make  those  efforts  which  might  be 
required  in  times  of  urgent  difficulty.  He 
had  long  felt  that  his  political  career  was 
over,  and  therefore  his  opinion  signified 
very  little ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
disadvantago  to  displace  tho  Government 
until  thoso  who  would  succeed  to  power 
had  shown  more  unity  of  purpose.  He  did 
not  wish  to  see  as  Prime  Minister  a  states- 
man who  had  declared  that  Austria  must 
bo  driven  out  of  Lombardy.  He  did  not 
entirely  approve  of  Austrian  government, 
and  he  could  show  from  despatches  that 
he  was  far  from  doing  so.  The  Austrians 
had  not  the  art  to  make  the  worse  ap- 
pear the  better  cause,  and  sometimes  they 
unfortunately  made  the  better  appear  the 
worse.  But  he  thought  it  was  a  coun- 
try which  we  could  trust,  and  ho  entirely 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Ellenborough),  who,  when  he  spoke  at 
Cheltenham  the  other  day,  said  it  was  a 
country  from  which  we  had  received  great 
services.  Therefore  he  said,  **Keep  out 
of  the  war,  and  do  not  place  at  tho  head 
of  tho  Government  a  Minister  who  has 
expressed  sentiments  inimical  to  rights 
we  have  ourselves,  by  treaty,  conferred." 
At  such  a  crisis  as  this,  both  in  our  in* 
tornal  affairs  and  in  our  external  relations, 
he  should  wish  to  be  assured  of  the  moans 
of  carrying  on  the  Government  before  he 
could  consent  to  turn  out  tho  Ministers 
now  in  office ;  and,  looking  at  the  persons 
who  were  proposed  to  succeed  them,  if  it 
were  put  to  the  vote,  he,  for  one,  should 
give  his  vote  in  favour  of  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  he  did 
not  rise  with  any  intention  of  entering  upon 
the  wide  field  of  general  topics  which  a 
debate  upon  the  Address  must  always  lay 
open  to  discussion,  and  that  extensive 
ground  had  already  been  eloquently  and 
satisfactorily  travelled  over  by  his  noble 
relative  (Earl  Granville).  The  general 
question  of  foreign  affairs  and  of  our  fo- 
reign policy  must  bo  without  doubt  the 
most  interesting  and  important  of  any  that 
could  now  stimulate  public  attention.  He 
so  entirely  concurred  in  tho  policy  an- 
nounced in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
and  in  the  opinion  which  was  generally,  he 
might  say  unanimously,  entertained  by  all 
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tliA  kadifi^  ntfttcHtii^'n  of  ihifi  country,  in*  fairness  and  impartialitj  of  the  eonduet  of 
nludiuf^  Lor<l  Pulnicrftton,  that  ire  shoulil  11  cr  Majesty's  present  ad  risers.  For  hU 
oU«rv»  a  fetrict  neutrality,  that  it  wuuld  ownpart,  however,  haying  during  the  wbole 
\t4i  /{uitc  fcupoi  fluouH  for  hici  to  address  of  his  public  -life  been  connected  with  that 
thiiir  Iiord>ilii{>»  on  tliut  subject.  But  he  party  which  was  identified  with  the  sup- 
hii^ht  \ni  permitted  to  say  that  he  felt  sure  port  of  tiie  Roroan  Catholic  claims,  aod 
that  Lord  I'alnierftton  admitted  as  fully  as  '  having  made  his  first  speech  iu  Parliament 
any  man,  and  wouhl  maintain,  the  policy  -  on  a  Motion,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
and  the  duty  of  keeping  this  country  aloof,  give  effect  to  those  claims,  ho  felt  in  no 
undor  oyury  poHhible  circumstance  which  |  respect  disheartened  or  rebuked  by  the 
did  not  affect  its  honour,  from  what  had  ;  unwonted  junction  which  had  recently  been 
been  so  well  dcHcribed  as  the  wanton,  exhibited  in  Ireland.  If  he  could  auppoie 
wicked,  and  bloody  war  that  was  now  dcso-  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  either  domi« 
lating  the  fairest  regions  of  Europe.  Tho  ,  nant  or  jointly  established  with  some  other 
impartiality  of  tho  noble  Marquess  who  had  |  Church  in  this  country,  ho  could  imagine 
just  sat  duwn  could  not  bo  admitted  when  :  that  in  such  a  case  the  Roman  Catholic 
0  hinted  that  Lord  Palmerston  would  not    priesthood  and  tho  members  of  that  fiuth 
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bo  actuated  by  impartiality  in  his  feelings 
or  conduct  towards  the  belli;;erent  Powers. 
There  was  a  real  ond  honest  determination 
oil  the  part  of  the  leading  men  of  all  par- 
ties  in  this  country  to  keep  us  to  the  strict 
k^ter  of  neutrality  ;  and  it  would  be  wholly 
superfluous  for  him  to  add  any  words  of 


bis  to  that  gonerul  declaration.     He  would    taiucd  by  the  voluntary  support  of  its 


would  be  found  allied  with  tho  Tory»  Con- 
servative, stationary,  and  an ti- progressive 
party — call  it  what  they  might — as  thev 
were  allied  to  that  party  in  all  the  old- 
established  Roman  Catholic  Qovemroenti 
of  Europe.  But  so  long  as  the  English  or 
Irish    Roman   Catholic  Church   was  sas- 


ftliudo  to  one  matter  coimected  with  the 
issue  of  the  lato  geucral  election  and  the 
proaunt  position  of  political  parties,  which 
assumed  a  particular  interest  to  him,  on 
aooouut  of  his  having  been  more  than  once 
closely  pouuccted  with  tho  affairs  of  Ire- 
land. Ho  was  specially  induced  to  do  so 
by  Aonio  expression  which  had  dropped 
from  tho  nohlo  Seconder  of  tho  Address, 
who  s]>oko  with  an  ability  and  candour 
which  every  one  must  have  recognized, 
and  with  a  special  courtesy  which  beyond 
all  men  he  (the  Earl  of  C'arlisle)  must  ap- 
preciate, llo  did  not  wish  to  cast  the 
sum II est  imputation  ou  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment of  I J  eland,  still  loss  upon  the 
accumplished  nobleman  who  had  siicccedod 
hiin  in  th«>  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant ;  but 
in  the  course  of  the  late  elections  he  (Lord 
Carliiile)  could  not  help  observing,  for  the 
fiint  timo  -cortuinly  for  the  tirst  time  to  tho 
same  extrnt  -an  approximation  to  coopera- 
tion— and,  ho  might  almost  say,  to  a  coali- 
tion    btrtwccn  thoMC  who  held  extreme  Pro- 


members,  and  so  long  as  it  taw  plaeed 
above  it  another  Churcli  in  the  enjoyment 
of  tho  ostensible  favour  and  temporal  en- 
dowments of  the  State,  so  long— or  at  least 
so  long  as  no  complication  aroio«  abroad 
rather  than  at  home,  to  disturh  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  events  •  so  loug,  he  felt  per- 
suaded, the  great  bulk  of  that  Churcn-^ 
and  the  remark  applied  to  the  laitj*  per- 
haps, moi*c  than  the  clergy -~  would  find 
their  natural  place  amongst  that  party 
which  at  all  times,  aud  under  all  oircum* 
stances — when  their  friendship  did  not  con- 
tribute to  tho  attainment  of  power,  but 
rather  to  popular  and  royal  alienation*  and 
to  long  exclusion  from  officer-maintained 
the  great  principle  that  religious  opinioni 
ought  not  to  be  a  bar  to  the  enjoyment  of 
civil  ri^hta  or  privileges.  To  that  prin- 
ciple the  party  to  which  he  (the  Earl  of 
Carlisle)  belonged  had  always  adhered ; 
whether  with  regard  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics or  the  Protestant  Dissenters,  the 
Quakers  or   the   Jews ;  and  although  bj 


tfstaiit  and  Koinan  i-aihulic  opinions.  The  fighting  their  battles  they  had  expoaed 
hoblo  Karl  up|>u«ite  (tho  Earl  ot  Derby) '  themseives  to  great  obloquyi  grieTona  mia- 
havinif  nppealiHl  to  tho  country  in  order  to  representations  and  protracted  proacrip- 
a'ccoitain  Mhoihcrtho  tiovernment  which  he  tion.  it  had  invariably  happened  that  in  the 
had  unco  headed  and  adorned,  still  po:»8e3s-  end  they  found  their  principles  adopted  and 
0(1  tho  puMic  c(Mit\denei>,  must  have  beon  !  their  opponents  becoming  their  moat  Caith- 
g  rati  lied   to   tind   that   his   coniinuanco   in    ful  imitators. 

uttiru  w)i!i  niado  the  lallving  cry  alike  of  TiiE  Earl  of  EGLINTON  aaidv  he  had 
rioti!«l4iHi  KninHkillun  and  Konian  Catholic  no  intention  of  taking  part  in  the  diient' 
Wiiturford.  At  lirnt  sight  this  mi^ht  ap-  sion  of  that  evening  until  he  heard  tk> 
pear  to  be  »  triumphant  testimony  to  (lie  observations  which  had  faUeo  from  Ihe 
Tk€  Karl  of   dtrlisU 
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ttObU  Bnrl  who  had  JQSt  spoken  (the  Earl 
dt  GatHalo),  and  in  reply  to  which  he  felt 
AiHtod  opov  to  address  a  few  observations 
to  the  House.  He  had,  he  was  ready  to 
Admitt  read  in  the  pnblic  journals,  in  oom- 
mim  with  all  then:  Lordships,  the  statement 
^at  some  unholy  compact  existed  between 
lihnielft  the  members  of  the  Executive 
Ckrremment  in  Ireland,  and  Cardinal  Wise- 
mail  and  the  Boman  Catholic  party  gene- 
ralff.  It  gave  him  great  pleasure  to 
bear  that  repeated  in  their  Lordships' 
Hooie  in  a  tangible  form,  inasmuch  as 
he  waa  thereby  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  firing  to  it  at  once,  in  the  most  om- 
phatio  terms  in  which  he  could  express 
Dimadf,  a  distinct  denial.  He  had  then  no 
beaitation  in  asserting  that  there  had  not 
been  on  his  own  part,  or  on  the  part  of  any 
Member  of  the  Executive  Government  in 
Ireland,  the  slightest  compact,  arrangement, 
or  understanding  expressed  or  implied,  or 
of  any  aort  or  any  kind  whatsoever.  Nay, 
more,  he  had  never  had  the  slightest  com« 
Qiunieation,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
with  any  Roman  Catholic  either  before, 
during,  or  after  the  general  elections,  on 
the  sabject  of  the  noble  Earl's  remarks. 
He  had,  indeed,  heard  it  stated  as  a  proof 
that  a  compact  had  been  entered  into 
between  himself  and  Cardinal  Wiseman, 
that  be  had  attended  a  Roman  Catholic 
baiaar,  and  bad  spent  a  few  pounds  in  aid 
of  the  funds  of  the  charity  which  it  had 
been  set  on  foot  to  promote.  Now,  he 
would  appeal  to  his  noble  Friend  the  late 
Foreign  Secretary,  to  the  noble  Earl  who 
bad  just  spokeuv  and  to  another  noble 
Lord  whom  he  did  not  see  in  his  place  at 
that  moment,  to  say,  whether  during  the 
period  of  their  stay  in  Ireland  they  had 
not  all  attended  the  bazaar  to  which  he  re- 
ferred in  aid  of  the  funds  of  the  Society 
of  St.  Vincent  de  Paul  ?  When  he  went 
to  Ireland  in  1852  he  was  informed  that 
that  soeiety  was  one  of  a  dangerous  and 
proselytising  description,  and  was  pressed 
not  to  attend  it.  He,  however,  investigated 
die  matter,  and  found  that  the  society  was 
not  one  which  had  been  set  on  foot  for 
proselytizing  purposes,  but  was  devoted  to 
the  indiscriminate  relief  of  both  Protestants 
and  Roman  Catholics,  and  he,  therefore, 
attend^  the  basaar  in  1852  and  in  1858, 
as  well  as  in  the  course  of  the  present  year. 
If  such  attendance  were  proof  of  a  com- 
paot  between  him  and  Cardinal  Wiseman 
that  proof  existed  in  1852  as  well  as  in 
1859.  The  subject,  however,  was  one  on 
which  it  would  lie  ridiculous  any  longer  to 

YOL.  CLIY.    [thibd  sbbiss.] 


waste  their  Lordships'  time.  He  went  to 
Ireland  to  govern  not  a  party,  but  a  country, 
and  while  he  was  determined  to  uphold  the 
Protestant  religion  in  all  its  integrity,  he 
should  not,  at  the  same  time,  be  deterred 
from  the  performance  of  acts  of  social 
courtesy  or  charity,  cither  by  the  bigotry 
of  one  religious  sect  or  the  taunts  of 
another. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  had 
been  framed  in  strict  accordance  with  the 
maxim  which  said,  **  Look  at  everything 
and  touch  nothing."  Nor  was  there  any- 
thing in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Seconder 
of  the  Address,  able  and  distinguished  as 
it  was,  which  tended  to  throw  much  light 
upon  the  topics  with  which  the  Royal 
Message  dealt.  The  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend  was,  it  was  true,  not  a  little  marked 
by  pugnacity  towards  his  (Lord  Brougham's) 
noble  Friends  near  him  ;  but  he  should  re- 
mind the  noble  Lord  that  those  who  lived 
in  glass  houses  or  conservatories  should 
not  throw  stones.  But  passing  over  the 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend,  he  should  in* 
vito  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  most 
serious  subject  by  which  it  could  be  occu- 
pied— he  alluded  to  the  war  which  was  now 
unhappily  raging  on  the  Continent,  and 
the  cruel  slaughter  which  was  there  being 
perpetrated,  without  the  shadow  of  a  pre- 
tence— he  ought  not,  perhaps,  to  say  with- 
out the  shadow  of  a  pretence,  for  the  con- 
test had  been  entered  into  under  the  false 
pretence  —  a  fact  which  rendered  it  still 
more  odious — of  favouring  the  cause  of 
Italian  liberty.  He  knew  he  might  be 
chid  by  those  who  called  themselves  the 
champions  of  notional  independence ;  but 
for  his  own  part,  he  did  not  wish  to  see 
national  independence  and  the  cause  of 
liberty  thus  prostituted.  And  how  waa 
this  war  viewed  by  our  neighbours  on  the 
other  side  of  tho  Channel  ?  At  the  outset 
they  complained,  and  justly  complained,  of 
being  plunged  into  this  war  ;  but  when  it 
was  actually  begun,  the  high  spirit  of 
Frenchmen,  the  gratification  of  their  na- 
tional pride,  and  (though  this  might  seem 
a  small  matter)  of  their  curiosity,  induced 
the  multitude  to  favour  it  for  the  present, 
though  the  best  informed  remained  as  much 
opposed  to  it  as  ever.  They  complained 
of  the  manner  in  which  they  had  been 
drawn  into  this  war,  and  traced  it  to  the 
abandonment  of  free  institutions  and  the 
adoption  of  an  arbitrary  form  of  govern- 
ment. They  supposed  it  to  have  been  en- 
gaged in  partly  from  personal   motives, 

D 


er 


Addna  in  Amwer  to 


{LORDS} 


ITf r  Mdjmijf*§  Bprnah. 


pnril/  from  famil/  ipaoulation,  partlj  from 
RlKmicfttii  grnlifjing  io  familj  pride, 

••  Kullifipi,  lit  Tiirno  (lontlnfAt  rojriA  eonjuz, 
NfM.  milium  rilfm,  ltilinin*to  infleUque  turba^ 
HiorimnMir  <*fimplii." 


had  maltreated  her  Itafian  solijeeta  f  ?or 
bimielf  no  man  was  moredeairoat  of  seeing 
Aostria  remoTod  from  luJj,  and  the  ItaKsa 
States  working  out  their  own  independenet ; 
but  he  did  not  want  to  see  them  transfened 


And  \\wy  (hoii^he  that  if  they  had  retained  |  from  one  master  to  another.     He  did  not 


tlirir  frnn  (iiiiiiititution  and  liberty  of  dis- 
eiiHiiinii  their  wonM  not  hsvo  been  exposed 
(o  tlio  nuiwr'mnn  in  store  for  them.      It 
might   bn  Ihnt  a  frco  coiiRtitution  would 
bnvii   rmtrniiifd   thn   French   rulers  from 
surh  rniih  iirocnniliii^N  ;   but  in  IModmont 
wit  saw  II  ofiutitry  whioh.  to  the  great  glory 
«il  its  utatrnnioti  mid  princes,  had  CHtabliHh- 
rd  n  iMiimlllutiniinl   Oovornmont.  slinking 
nir  (hn  IrnniiiirN  of  Homo  an  well  ns  abso- 
Inln  (lovrniniiMit  at  homo,  nnd  yet  it  wns 
In  tlist  rnuiitry  wo  niniit  look  fur  the  origin 
of  I  ho  wiir.     Tlio  original  doniicil  of  the 
wiir  witN  not  Franro  but  Bnrdiiiin.     It  was 
Ihfi  niniim  of  a  groat  liuinnn  lawyer  and 
Jnilgo  that  whon  iio  Raw  any  great  crime 
eiinuiiilltMl  tlH«  toHt  ho  applied  in  order  to 
dlKpoviM*  tho  otfoiidor  wns,  rut  bono  P«— who 
prolllpd  by  it  i     Now,  to  this  greatest  of 
all  prlmnM-^wur — ho  applied   tho  tost  of 
(tAKviuH,  and  nskod  who  was  to  profit  by 
hi    Hai'diniii.    Franco  would  bo  no  gainer; 
at  h^SHt,  ho  thought  not.     lIo  well  know 
that  piMiniiiioii  and  pn^fosmions  from  high 
quart iM-v  «*oiit  )ittt««,  ho  that  men  wero  apt 
to  tako  thrm  at  what  thov  coHt.     It  was 
not,  tlioriH'oro.  bocnuHo  ho  roally  trusted 
thmo  piofoii»iouii  and  promincn.  but  because 
ho  thought  thoro  wcro  so  ninny  overruling 
ronKonn   why    Kinnco   could    get   nothing 
hv    tho    war,    that    ho    l»c1iovod    Franco 
would  not  attempt  to  take  nnvthing  by  it. 
With  t^'^aiil  to  tho  rulers  of  Franco  he 
duappt>tvod   tho  bandying  nlHMit   of  «uch 
onitlioiH  AH  '*  faUo.  tVsudulcnt.  tyrannical.** 
\\hioh  wo^-o  pomotimcs  u^cti  in  this  country; 
bfCrt««o,  \\\  tho  timt  place  they  might  bo 
ouMo  ot\^io«t»  and  aUo  b<vrtu»e  be  wa»  Mire 

t he V  wiM"**  t»M  \  impolitic,    h  wa»  commonly  ^ 

unMl  ot  n   \«emAo  ^)»o  kept   in  tho  vi^hi    the  history  cf  rations  more  ODtnigeoaathaa 
pmh  irtihet    lVi»m  ivji'^^isl  lo  pnMv  esti;v.a-  -  -  -      _         _ 
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^00  i;rt^e  hei-  a  l^«d  o«;oe  it  \*  ."i*  *sld*  bus 
•he  1- \n*ed  »r  New,  ho  eov\i  roi  ho':^ 
•  s\'!»i  »'  »•  intuo  oJ  i'*e  iMVs/rrtiO*  lo  w''0'*.i 
h*»  « '«  rtl'Li-M*.;,  w!*,\  If  **A  e,l  by  *vrV. 
ee  »'  0-*.     iv'c":  1    \om     VVo*\     »,*    *vr,;;:o? 


wish  to  see  them  transferred  to  Piedmoat 
under  the  pretence   that  Piedmont  was 
Italian,  and  that  by  giving  Lombard j  sod 
Venice  to  Piedmont  you  would  be  fiWing 
a  grcst  portion  of  Italy.     As  well  might 
it  bo  said  that  :f  yon  gave  eertain  of  the 
small  German  Principalities  to  Prussia  or 
Austria  yon  would  aid  the  cause  of  Germsi 
freedom  or  nationality.     In  point  of  faet  it 
would  be  simply  pillage,  it  would  be  taking 
the  property  of  one  Power  to  give  to  another, 
and  more  hateful  even  than  tho  act  itself 
would  be  the  false  pretence  that  jea  wers 
doing  this  in  the  name  of  Liberty.     For 
ages  past  Lombardy  had  been  in  the  pos- 
session of  Austria,  and  since  1815  it  bad, 
together  with  Venice,  been  gaaranteed  to 
her  by  treaty.     He  had  been  reminded 
of    tho    part    which    he    had    taken    in 
this  question    in   1815.      But  in   1817, 
too.  ho  had   attacked  Lord  Castlereagk, 
and  the  front  of  his  attack  was  that  thst 
Minister  had  abandoned  the  principle,  the 
policy,  and  the  pledges  of  this  country  by 
giving  up  the  free  Republio  of  Genoa  to 
tho  Monarch   of  Sardinia.     Sardinia  hsd 
now  tho  same  right  to  Genoa  that  Aostrii 
had  to  the  Venetian  part  of  ber  Italias 
possessions,  and  both  dated  from  the  same 
period.    Had  he  ever  dreamed  of  attaeking 
that  title  at  a  later  time  ?     He  made  the 
charge  two  years  after  the  OTent.  bat  now 
the  cireumstonces  were  materially  differeat. 
Forty  years  had  elapsed,  and  when  tbers 
had  been  such  long  possession,  the  aomidest 
principle  of  foreign   policy   and  of  inter- 
national law   was  not  to    serntiniio  too 
u'ccly   the   question   of  title.     He  woidd 
tAke  an  instance.     There  was  no  erime  in 


:V.o  p.^rr.!ion  of  Poland,  and   yet  nobody 

uch;  of  ir.terftrng  with  that  arrange 

-tT.t.  A*::!  V  ugh   Its  prescriptioB  waa  oSt 

twirty  yfr.rs  \ot.^<t  than  that  by  wbics 
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Hbm  aSMhi  bj  which  the  absorption  took 
ttlaask  If  thete  had  been  a  Congress  he  be- 
Ueved  Uiat  Austria  might  have  been  per- 
suaded toi  abandon   the  undue   influence 
Whiob  she  had  thas  acquired  since  1815  ; 
And  he  oould  not  help  hoping  that  in  the 
•ourae  of  the  negotiations  which  might 
ariae  %k  anj  moment  a  recurrence  might 
be  had  to  the  proposition  made  by  Prince 
llettemieb  manj  years  ago»  to  give  up 
IfOmbardj»  not  to  Piedmont,  but   to  an 
Austrian  prince,  converting  it  into  a  sepa- 
mte  State.  If  that  were  done,  a  great  good 
ironid  be  accomplished,  and  he  thought 
thai  Austria  herself  would  be  relieyed  from 
%  grieToaa  burden.     There  was  one  point 
whieh  filled  him  with  considerable  alarm. 
A  sueoesaion  of  brilliant  yictories  might 
eneourage  the  French  army — for  he  had 
much  leta  apprehension  of  the  Emperor 
than  of  his  scddiers— to  undertake  expedi- 
tions of  a  still  more  reprehensible  character 
than  tlie  present.     He  believed  that  the 
arm?    would    force    him    onwards  much 
further  than  be  was  disposed  to  go,  and 
therefore  he  must  confess  he  viewed  its 
progress  with  considerable  alarm.     He  did 
not  counsel  any  distrust,  for  the  Emperor 
had  been  throughout  our  faithful  ally,  and 
we  had  no  reason  to  expect  him  to  be  other- 
wise now.     Considering,  however,  his  posi- 
tion, with  a  vast  army  eager  to  distinguish 
itself,  and  without  the  check  of  a  free  Par- 
Uaroent  or  a  free  press,  and  a  free  expres- 
aion  of  public  opinion,  while  we  ought  not 
to  be  mistrustful  or  suspicious  we  ought  to 
be  upon  onr  guard.     Nothing  could   be 
more  clear  than  the  absolute  necessity  of 
largely  increasing  our  navy,  and  he  earn- 
estly trusted  that  the  measures  which  had 
been  taken  to  increase  the  number  of  our 
seamen  and  to  improve  their  quality  might 
be  completely  successful.    We  should  tiien 
be  safe  in  all  possible  contingencies.     He 
hoped  also  that  facilities  might  be  given — 
stimulus  was  not  required — to  the  forma- 
tion of  volunteer  corps.     He  did  not  advo- 
eate  a  general  arming  of  the  people,  nor 
had  he  any  desire  to  do  away  with  the  dis- 
tinction which  existed  between  an  English 
mob  and  a  French  mob,  between  a  mob  of 
simple  citisens  and  a  mob  one-half  of  whom 
had  served  in  the  army  ;  but  he  thought 
that  if  the  proper  arrangements  were  made 
and  proper  qualifications  secured,  a  vast 
number  of  rifle  corps  might  bo  established 
throughout  the  country,  and  he  believed 
that  very  great  advantage  would  accrue 
from  them.     But  there  was  another  thing 
wanted.    We   wanted  a  strong  Govern- 


ment-—a  Government  capable  of  inspiring 
awe  and  wielding  the  influence  of  England 
with  vigour  and  efFoct.     Any  supporter  of 
the    present    Government   who   reckoned 
upon    the    division    of   their    adversaries 
mii»lit  say  as  the  Roman  patriot  did  on  the 
decline  of  the   empire — **  lilaneat   qnasso 
duretque  gentibus,  si  non  amor  nostri,  at 
certe  odium  sui  ;  quando  lubentibus  tan- 
dem imperii  fatis  non   nisi  hostiora   dis- 
cordia  servabimur."    But  he  wished  Mi- 
nisters to  be  strong  from  their  own  in- 
trinsic  strength.    If  he  turned  to  his  noble 
friends  behind  him  exactly  the  same  diffi- 
culty  occurred.     Suppose  anything  were 
to  cause  a  change  of  Government,  and  they 
were  in  office,  then  the  discord  would  be 
intramural ;  at  all  events,  the  Government 
would    be    feeble,  however  it  might    be 
formed,  if  composed  of  one  party,  or  of  a 
combination    of    small    parties.     Was    it 
wholly   impossible,  in   the  greatest  peril 
perhaps  that  England  had  ever   encoun- 
tered, and  in  the  greatest  opportunity  that 
a  strong  and  united  Government  could  have 
for  giving  peace  to  the  world,  that  there 
should  be  a   general  combination  of  the 
heads  of  all  parties  to  form  a  stable  and 
powerful  Administration  ?     He  recollected 
the  magnanimity  which  was  shown  by  the 
statesmen    of   1804,   when   danger  arose 
from  the  successes  of  the  French  armies 
and  the  Continent.     Fox,  Pitt,  Wyndham, 
Grenville,  and  Grey,  were  all  ready  to  sa- 
crifice their  personal,  private,  and  party 
feelings,  and  to  co-operate  in  forming  a 
real,  solid,    and   substantial  Government. 
In  1792,  Mr.  Fox  was  most  anxious  for  a 
coalition  with  Mr.  Pitt  on  account  of  the 
dangers  of  the  then  threatening  war.    But 
in   1804  the   clouds   had   thickened,   the 
danger   was   nearer,  the   urgency  of  the 
case  greater,  and  he  was  still  more  deter- 
mined and  more  anxious  to  make  sacri- 
fices.    When  the  objection  of  the  King  to 
Mr.  Fox  put  an  end  to  the  hopes  of  a  co- 
alition, and  Mr.  Pitt  came  into  power,  the 
expression  of  the  latter  to  his  friends  was, 
**  Fox  has  behaved  like  an  angel.*'     He 
had  magnanimously  offered  even  to  under- 
take an  embassy  at  a  foreign  Court  until 
the  King's  prejudices   were  removed,   so 
deep  was  his  sense  of  the  gravity  of  the 
crisis.    Wo  might  not  aspire  to  imitate  the 
genius  of  those  great  men  of  past  times, 
but  we  could  at  least  look  to  the  example 
they  had  set  us  of  virtue — of  that  poli- 
tical sclfdenial  which  the  present  conjunc- 
ture  imperiously  demanded.     There   was 
this  difierence  between  the  crisis  of  1792 
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and  tho  preaent*  that  at  this  time  no 
quoatlon  had  arison  of  conducting  a  war. 
Tho  quoBtiou  was  as  to  conducting  a  nego- 
tiation ;  and  for  this  purpose  a  Govern- 
ment such  as  he  had  descrihed,  combining 
in  its  ranks  the  greatest  statesmen  of  the 
day,  would  frown  down  all  resistance,  and 
oarry  with  it  the  support  of  all  parties  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

The  £arl  of  ELLENBOKOUGH  :  Mj 
Lords,  I  so  entirely  agree  with  what  has 
fallen  from  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
that  I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing  the 
concurrence  of  my  sentiments  with  his.  I 
had  wished  at  an  early  period  in  this  de- 
bate to  say  what  has  just  been  said  by  him 
with  so  much  more  weight.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  general  agreement,  that  during  the 
dangers  which  may  result  to  this  country 
from  the  continuance  of  this  war,  we  should 
take  the  very  first  opportunity  of  interposing 
with  our  friendly  offices  for  tho  restora- 
tion of  peace.  My  Lords,  I  hold  that  our 
intervention  with  any  prospect  of  success 
is  utterly  without  hope,  unless  we  first 
make  ourselves  unattackable  here  at  home, 
and  also  have  such  a  naval  and  military 
force  at  our  disposal  as  may  enable  us,  in 
case  of  necessity,  to  interfere  with  effect. 
What  we  want  besides  that  is  a  strong 
Government;  and  unless  we  first  have  a 
strong  Government,  I  see  not  how  we  can 
prepare  a  naval  and  military  force  suffi- 
cient for  our  requirements.  My  Lords, 
Parliament  was  dissolved  to  give  us  a 
strong  Government.  I  look  to  the  Reports 
in  the  newspapers,  and  I  find  that  the  .re- 
sult is  not  that  which  was  expected  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  that  they  have 
not  a  majoriiy  in  Parliament.  The  issue 
of  the  dissolution  has  been  this : — it  has 
to  a  great  extent  equalized  the  strength  of 
parties,  and  by  doing  so  it  has  thrown  back 
the  hopes  of  a  strong  Government.  But, 
farther,  that  Motion  to  be  made  in  the 
Hou»e  of  Commons  which  was  sketched 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  who  spoke 
early  in  this  debate,  and  which  I  am  in- 
formed has  since  been  made,  is  of  all  mea- 
sures the  one  most  calculated  to  put  an  end 
to  the  chance  of  a  strong  Government,  for 
it  exasperates  nnimosiiics.  In  what  posi- 
tion then,  my  Lords,  are  we  ?  On  which- 
ever side  the  victory  falls,  how  is  a  strong 
GoTorument  to  bo  formed?  If  Her  Ma- 
josiy's  Ministers  have  a  small  majority, 
it  may  preserve  them  as  a  Ministry — not 
as  a  Government  —  for  a  short  period; 
but  what  they  require  is  a  majority  such 
AS  will  giT«  tham  the  means  of  carrying 
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on  Govemment.  The  brioging  together 
on  one  occasion  of  a  inflfoieDt  nomber  of 
Members  to  place  them  in  a  majori^  on  a 
vote  of  confidence  is  of  little  or  no  effect 
for  that  purpose.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  aide  siie- 
oeed  in  the  division,  how  are  they  to  fona 
a  strong  Government?  The  preaent  Mi* 
nistry  have  depended  hitherto,  and  no 
doubt  justly,  on  the  diaaenaioos  among 
their  opponents.  Their  opponentat  if  tbej 
got  into  power,  will  haTe  to  do  aa  they 
have  done  before — namely,  relj  open  the 
patriotism  of  those  whom  they  hare  dis- 
placed to  defend  them  against  the  attaeki 
of  those  of  their  own  frienda  of  extteme 
opinions,  whose  principles  they  deteat  m 
much  as  any  man  on  this  aide  of  the  House, 
and  yet  of  whose  services  they  are  c<raa- 
pelled  to  avail  themselves  to  effeot  their  pie- 
sent  object.  But  I  must  tell  noble  Lords  oa 
the  other  side  that  it  will  not  alaraya  hap- 
pen that  there  will  be  found  in  the  Hoote 
of  Commons  a  Sir  Robert  Peel  auffioiently 
generous  to  throw  his  shield  over  these 
who  have  ejected  him  from  offioe;  and  it  n 
almost  too  much  for  them  to  ezpeot  that  if 
Mr.  Disraeli  is  ejected  from  oflSiee  with  his 
300  friends  behind  him,  ho  will  throw  his 
8Bgis  over  them  and  enable  them  to  eoo- 
duot  the  Government,  How,  then,  eaa 
we  obtain  a  strong  GoTernment  ?  I  agree 
entirely  with  what  the  noUe  Earl  oa  the 
other  side  said  at  the  commeneement  of 
this  discussion  as  to  the  evils  of  an  attempt 
to  govern  with  a  minority.  I  knew  what 
those  evils  are,  because  I  had  onoe  the 
misfortune  of  serving  in  a  Miniatry  whhih 
had  imposed  upon  it  the  duty  of  eodba- 
vouring  to  conduct  the  GoTernment  with^a 
minority.  The  Administration  of  Sir  :Bo- 
bert  Peel  met  the  House  of  Commoas 
with  a  minority  after  the  diiaolation  in 
1834.  If  any  man  could  have  oarriad 
on  the  government  with  a  minority  it  was 
Sir  Robert  Peel.  I  recollect  well  when  he 
had  to  content  himself  with  oecaaional  au- 
jorities  in  his  favour  with  a  genetml  ma- 
jority against  him  ;  and  be  told  na  that 
from  the  first  he  had  foreaeea  the  im* 
possibility  of  conducting  the  gOTemmeat 
of  the  country  with  a  minority,  and  that 
he  felt  the  mischief  of  continuing  a  atrofgk 
which  was  impairing  the  authority  of  tke 
Crown .  My  Lords,  I  go  further  aad  -mj 
that  even  if  a  Government  have  a  majori^, 
but  not  a  considerable  majority,  that,  too, 
is  productive  of  great  diaaerriee  -to  the 
State.  What  would  be  iu  efeet  t  The 
people  look  to  their  Miaiaten  aa. 
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the  confidence  of  the  Opposition,  sfaould 
have  a  personal  interview  with  Mr.  Pitt, 
with  the  object  of  forming  an  Administra- 
tion on  a  wide  basis  upon  fair  and  equal 
terms.  Unfortunately  upon  that  one  word 
"equal**  the  whole  negotiation  felt  throngh, 
and  Mr.  Fox  did  not  return  to  office  until 
Mr.  Pitt  had  ceased  to  exist,  twenty- two 
years  after.  But  observe  further-»and  I 
believe  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Brougham)  will  bear  me  out  in  the  state- 
ment—that at  no  period  of  their  lives  did 
either  of  these  two  great  men  think  it  in- 
consistent with  his  public  duty  or  his  pn- 
vate  honour  to  unite  for  the  support  of 
the  public  interests.  [Lord  Brougham: 
Hear,  hear !]  And  I  have  reason  to  know 
that,  in  1804,  when  Mr.  Pitt  succeeded  to 
the  Government,  having,  I  have  no  doubt, 
without  any  personal  communication  co- 
operated with  Mr.  Fox  in  throwing  out  Mr. 
Addington,  Mr.  Fox  was  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and  said 
that  he  had  behaved  honourably  towards 
him.  [Lord Brougham:  Hear,  hear!]  The 
difficulty  was  not  with  Mr.  Pitt,  but  with 
the  King.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  noble 
Lords  here,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the 
other  Houae,  will  read  the  history  of  that 
period,  and  will  derive  instruction  from  it ; 
and  1  do  trust  that  in  the  midst  of  tho 
dangers  we  are  about  to  encounter — dan- 
gers I  would  not  exaggerate,  but  which  I 
feel  deeply  —  no  personal  feeling  whatever 
will  deter  any  man  from  taking  the  position 
which  his  public  duty  points  out  to  him. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  I  am  glad, 
my  Lords,  that  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl, 
who  has  just  sat  down,  has  recalled  our 
attention  to  Home  affairs  ;  for,  when  I  rose 
a  few  minutes  ago  along  with  the  noblo 
Earl,  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  respectfully 
expressing  to  the  House  a  doubt  whether 
the  direction  which  the  debate  had  been 
taking  on  foreign  affairs  was  precisely  such 
as  was  most  conducive  to  the  neutrality  of 
England  or  the  peace  of  Europe.  The 
noble  Earl  has  said  that  if  we  desire  to 
preserve  our  neutrality,  and  to  render  it 
useful  or  effective,  we  must  be  armed.  My 
Lords  there  is  another  condition  equally 
necessary,  and  that  is  that  we  should  pre- 
serve at  least  some  appearance  of  im- 
partiality of  opinion.  How  is  it  possible 
that  the  position  of  Englond  can  really  be 
accepted  as  neutral,  or  her  influence  in 
that  capacity  be  exerted  with  success,  if 
all  those  who  speak  in  Parliament  take  so 
entirely,  as  noblo  Lords  have  done  to-night, 
the  side  of  one  of  the  belligerents,  to  the 


in  whom  thej  desire  to  plaoe  confi- 
danoOt  And  whose  duty  it  is  to  lay  before 
ParliAiiient  the  measures  which  they  con- 
•oieiitionsly  approve.    It  is  impossible  that 
A  weak  GoTemment  can  lay  before  Parlia- 
aeot  the  measnres  which  they  conseien- 
jMoatlj  approve.     They  are  compelled  to 
tonsiderwhat  measures  nearest  resembling 
those  which  they  approve  they  can  sub- 
mit to  Parliament  with  the  hope  of  their 
Mceptance  by  a  majority.     It  is  a  con- 
'tiouance  of  something   which  approaches 
deeeption  upon   the  people.     The  people 
helieve  them  to  be  the  measures  of  the 
Oofernment.     They  cannot  be  their  mea- 
Boret;  they  must  bear  at  least  as  much  of 
=4he  impress  of  the  mind  of  the  Opposition 
M  of  the  mind  of  the  Government.    This, 
mj  Lords,  is  a  very  great  public  misfortune. 
Before  Sir  Robert  Peel  decided  on  the  disso- 
Intion  to  which  I  have  referred,  although  he 
had  the  entire  confidence  of  a  great  party, 
dthoagh  he  was  supported  by  a  very  large 
body  of  persons  throughout  the  country, 
although  ho  had  very  good  reasons  for  sup- 
poaiDg  that  he  might  obtain  a  majority  in 
the  new  Parliament,  yet  he  thought  it  con- 
sistent with  his  duty,   he  thought  it  im- 
peratively required  from  him,  to  endeavour 
to  strengthen  his  Government  by  seeking 
the  aid  of  gentlemen  who  had  the  confix 
dence  of  other  sections  of  tho  House  of 
Commons.     My  noblo  Friend  at  the  head 
:of  the  Ministry  knows   that   Sir   Robert 
Peel  was  not  successful  in  the  appeal  which 
he  made  ;  but  the  result  of  it,  though  it 
failed,  was  that  he  stood  much  better  with 
the  country  than  he  would  have  done  if  he 
had  not  taken  that  course.     I  wish  noble 
Lords,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  other 
House,  would  look  back,  as  I  have  done, 
to  the  debates  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  1784  and  to  the  history  of  that  period. 
They  will  find  that  at  that  time  a  large 
body  of  gentlemen,  nearly  seventy  in  num- 
ber, including  most  respectable  and  influ- 
ential Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
met  at  the  St.  Alban's  Tavern,  and  there 
framed  resolutions  urging  upon  the  leaders 
of  both  parties  that  they  should  abandon 
all  personal  and  party  feelings,  and  should 
combine  for  the  general  support  of  a  strong 
Government  of  the  country.     A  resolution 
to  this  effect,  moved  by  the  chairman  of 
that  meeting,  was,  though  opposed  by  Mr. 
Pitt,  adopted  unanimously  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  ultimately  both  parties  came 
to  this  conclusion  —  that  the  King  should 
be  advised  to  express  an  earnest  desire 
that  the  Dnke  of  Portland,  who  possessed 
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l^tv'j^l  «i    «/^    f!!    (Will     liifijr  JUfilif    Hud  l*"!!'^ 

ti4  M  <'i  f'«  iltv  i^ilii^r  »t4«  J  ^0  fJVl  w\h\. 
iAi  |ii«il*iii^  (ii<  iliM'tircioii  •liu.'tj  bttt  ll*-ikl:?f: 
!««»  r«c-i^ti  «ift«iii»,  ktul  J  ttiii  boutid  to  hfer. 
ftiiii-i  fill  iiiiu'li  li«r  licMi  iilf<f|fc<ij  feHkd,  ihfe' 
I  iltlitii  iliv  iHilik  MHti|iic-»fc  iifnr  nil;  fMur- 
•I»u4it'  •#!  (Vi*»iiiiifil»^t )  ''X'k.  Ui  tiyjr  tKv  l«aM  of 
ti,  «i  Hi4H»i  f^M|ff|ftpiM(c  f|  »it*w  uf  tli«  firurt  fefiO 
9fit|ti4-ii'ii*  It  tilt  li  iiii|rlil  Ui  b«>  i'iiti'rliiiti(;d  b,t 
ii«i)  »«it*tiiiiililv  iiiuii  HP  ii'i^nrfU  the  in- 
i«-«ti'u<ii»  iMtil  i<i-»i|i(ii«  tjf  Umj  Frvnvli  Km- 
|M«i»       I  •III   iitii   clt'iiy  Oiitl  tilery  lire  t'ir- 

■  «i*ii«>i«tittt »  ciiiiiichIchI  Willi  tliia  wiir  wliicb 
H4«i«  iiifiU  ftftfrf  ii»»  In  will r III ulri^Mi,  and 
i»>i«i  'iii»-(i(i  »fiitv  •iiiftic^lir  ««  tu  tin  revolts. 
1^11*   «i»  ttyiiiil*   flic    |ifiaiiiml  df*»igri4  iin- 

Ii«i«c«l  #t>  fittli  1f|  tlitf  FlCMirti  KtiipiTori  I 
tit  M  14  titi(i<i«iy  <•!  justify  flic  iii,  llllU*^«  it  \% 
^itt  li  ^  »!••««  Uilyt  «!»  «*•>  liavf  r»|  tii»  c'liiiractcr 
«.im1  ftiiilitii       'liitc  it  »■  (tiHt  tli(*  i'^rericli 

l<iM{tit«,  IN    ic»|tt.t(    (i)    )<•>    ii^aiutllptioil    of 

Iit.^tii  il4tl  i  ii|iiiiii4  Hftp  iif  wliicll  no  Jvii^- 
4r(i«t.f.«i  iftM  «4|-|ii4r%c  hilt  iUv  tUihUi  Mnr- 
i^*i«4»  |.«t»  •!«<  inK  il  If.  iii|f lit.  ilmt  nn  r('^Arii> 
«lii  •  f  K^i  tt'ttetl.  Ill  i*  wiHiiij;  to  (fMg<rt  i(. 
•iirt  Mii.i.i  |,c  fi  iiikI  ii|iifti  if  ntiv  iiii|iti1nltoh 
«««''•*.•«    il.4      r.iii|iiiii         Will.    (liMi,    niv 

{.••••If     I    ^iiitiMc    ill    iiftiiitt    llifit    niiirft    till- 

•  «flif  ri  <7/f#«l  III.  liM»  III  I'll  mil  111  fi(e  to  jiutifv 
it,*  «'iilti,i  fii»|Miiiii»  («i  mIiicIi  iIm!  UoIiIi' 
MMt«|4H**  liM>  JVM  I II  t  t|iti»aiiiii.      Ill  all  jlth 

■  •••itliiii  «t.«»tttit»  ti»  III  (III'  Inlii  wnr,  »o  fill' 
«■•  •ll^l  I  •  tiiliii  I  'i»  |iii1iIii'Iy  kfliiwil,  niitl  1 
•(•••  I  •  •tifl  ii,  «ii|il,  pn    fni   fi«    il    IB   )iiii)U't)  III 

fi    i..i   tiA  ft  1,11  fit    ttiiiKci  tiiivPI'linirtitu, 

(l.t     |-M|,tii.i    ..(    ilii.    I'li'iirli    linn    liollAVOil 

\»  till    fittiil     |i  \tilM    Attil    JTiumI     (iiilll.        \v\ 
H.nl     «#•,•  •!     fiiilii    HfiM     lint     llf|lfk|f*ll     llV   litlK 
|''<  ••  M  (    n<\    H^  I  II  ti:i  njif  ff    licMilni^    l^llfl 

|,ii  i.  1."  %ii\    iiiiii'ti   III   (lifi   »nnM>    rlinirtrtri 

•  k(i>r-,  .i      itiititii/      tllfi     ('liDimil    WRf.  ll 

»Mf-    *-.i'..l    (1,«,4    Hill    r'i4iiif>||   niMiv,  iini'i>  in 

t» '      *    ■>tl^lllllHllll|l^t,      I^Olllil      not 

•  •••"•'«  I"  |n  I  .•iiiiilfil  III  ffinovo  tVoin  it  ; 
ill..!  I   »«|i  «iii4«ti«    III  mill   ilinf  if   nH'li  M]« 

I  ••  il  II      li.t.l  1,111,  itMiiiil   ilii-ii   nK  fi'iM'lv  n» 
'I"  »    !■•»■    I  I  •  II    iMtiiiil    Iniiif.iil    liy  tl>^lil1 
fi>>>  t  ill     lilt  ti     111      1  nilirtiMfiit.    (Iif«     nH%vi 
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fill-  ^lunljc  uotr  of  ezeTBifi'w, IB  TCspeet  te 
'.bt;  ffsr^ireHiDn  of  Btrvng  putiMB  opiBioM» 
boni^  reasunobkr  reserve. 

And,  mr  Lordc.  beforv  I  pAM  Ireni  tliii 
Kubjett,  I  til  ink  ]  faiTe  a  rt^bt  to  eomplaiB 
"f  tri«  termK  in  whiefa  tbe  BoUe  MarqiNH 
n»-ur  me  hut  theo^t  proper  to  reler  to 
Lord  Palmereton.  He  haa  apokea  aa  if  it 
would  be  tbe  effect  of  Lord  Palmenton'i 
advent  to  power  to  iDToWe  thia  eountrj  in 
the-  war  on  tbe  side  of  Franee;  and  be  hu 
quoted  in  tliis  boubo  some  fooliah  addreaiof 
a  PVench  Prefet  at  Maraeillea  to  the  people 
or  t)]e  armj.  What  is  the  authority  of  s 
French  Prefet  on  tbe  opioioDS  of  Lord 
pHtmcrston  '{  or  what  right  haa  the  noble 
Mnrquess  to  Dccase  Lord  Paknenton  of 
faTourin;)^  a  policy  which  he  miiBt  kaov 
Lord  Palmerston  would  himself  vtterir  r^ 
piKJiatc.  So  far  as  I  know  the  opioiom  of 
Loril  Palmerston  they  are  in  favovr  of 
thiH  country  maintaining  a  strict  neutrality, 
a  policy  which  cannot,  I  rentnre  to  say,  be 
innintnincd  with  success  if  language  such 
ttH  the  noble  Marqnoss  has  used  to-nigbt  is 
to  rliaractcrize  our  Parlianaentary  debates. 

hut  I  pii»s  from  these  matters  to  ques- 
tion s  more  legitimately  before  us.  I  admit 
that  Her  Majesty's  QoYemment  have  faith* 
fully  adhered  to  the  practice  which  has  of 
Into  yonrs  gcncrnlly  prerailcd,  namely,  that 
of  oxcludinpr  from  the  Royal  Speeoh  and 
from  the  Address  crery thing  which  should 
nocoftsnrily  chnllcnge  the  expression  of  an 
advoi'fo  opinion.  This  ajdreaa  ia  perfectly 
hnrni1o>!i.  Wc  might,  almost  aa  well  as 
not,  vote  it  in  perfect  silence,  or  only  with 
Kuoh  01  itici^ms  on  language  and  eonstraetioB 
M»  tho  nobli'  Ivarl  opposite  (Earl  of  Deibr) 
ni»od  to  ilclijiht  in.  and  nhich  even  thenoUe 

«  ■  

lM\rl  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  OIBee 
(Karl  of  M:ilmc&bury)  would  admit  to  boa 
lofritimnto  exercise  in  those  arts  and 
>oiiMiro»  ^liich  he  considers  ao  superfluous 
in  liis  own  ilcpartment.  But  we  must  re- 
inoDil'iT  tlint  this  is  not  the  opening  of  an 
oi'ilinArv  S(  ssion.  Whv  at  this  aeaaoa  of 
(ho  yonr  nrr  we  ealled  on  to  answer  a  Soyal 
Spooeh  A I  All  t  Why  was  our  late  geaiinB 
Miiornipted  '(  Why  are  we  now  precluded 
!i'oin  rvon  eonsiilerinir  that  great  questioB 
i>!  iloinostir  poliey  in  whieh  wo  Bigllt  by 
H  IS   time   hnvr   nindo  material  pi'ogress? 


.  I 
I. 
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iaoniMi  oftD  only  be  given  decisively  in 
**  asotber  plaoe"  it  is  legitimate  for  us  to 
ftftke  oar  |mrt  in  the  discussion,  and  to 
eaoTMS  the  conduct  and  policy  of  the 
Oof  emment.  We  are  the  more  called  upon 
to  do  10  from  the  extraordinary  version  of 
that  difforenee  which  has  been  given  in  a 
■peach  from  the  Throne  at  the  close  of  the 
kkto  Parliament.  That  speech,  which  I  of 
•oorao  assume  to  be  the  speech  of  the 
Ministers,  contained  in  no  ambiguous  laii- 

CMge  a  distinct  accusation  against  the 
te  Parliament,  that  it  had  factiously  im- 
paded  the  due  exercise  of  the  royal  func- 
tions in  carrying  on  the  government  of  the 
fOODtry.  No  more  unjust  accusation  was 
avar  made  by  any  Government  against  any 
Parliament.  I  doubt  whether,  since  the 
kaginning  of  our  Parliamentary  history  any 
GoTamment  has  ever  been  treated  so 
gaotly,  so  tenderly,  as  were  the  present 
OoTamment  by  the  Parliament  which  they 
diflSoWed.  All  their  abortive  measures 
vara  treated  with  forbearance ;  they  were 
asaonragcd  in  the  production  of  new  and 
aoMnded  Bills,  and  their  retreat  was  in- 
?ariaUy  ooTerc^  from  the  victorious  Oppo- 
sition by  the  friendly  feeling  of  a  majority 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  What  is  the 
proof  the  Government  adduces  in  support 
of  their  oharge  against  that  Parliament.  It 
is  said  that  within  little  more  than  a  year 
two  successive  Governments  had  failed  to 
aaeore  its  confidence.  It  is  not  my  busi- 
ness to  defend  the  vote  which  overthrew 
the  Government  of  Lord  Palmers  ton,  but 
the  noble  Lords  opposite  are  the  last  men 
who  are  justified  in  referring  to  that  vote 
as  the  result  of  a  factious  spirit.  If  that 
Tote  was  factious,  the  factiousness  was  all 
ibeir  own.  They  joined  in  it,  although 
they  knew  it  would  be  fatal  to  a  measure 
which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  had  himself 
•^I  will  not  say  suggested — but  thoroughly 
approTed,  but  which  when  he  succeeded  to 
office  immediately  abandoned.  Then,  as 
regards  the  vote  which  immediately  caused 
the  late  dissolution,  instead  of  its  affording 
aay  proof  of  a  factious  disposition,  it  was 
a  signal  proof  of  the  large  amount  of  sup- 
port which  that  Parliament  was  willing  to 
give  to  the  Government  almost  irrespective 
of  the  merits  of  their  measure.  For  it  is 
notorious  that  if  that  vote  had  been  taken 
atrietly  and  alone  on  the  merits  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  the  majority  against  the  Go- 
yernment  would  have  been  vastly  greater 
than  k  was.  Not  a  tittle  of  those  who 
voted  with  the  Government  even  professed 
to  approve  of  tJieir  Bill.    The  iW  truth 


is,  that  the  vote  I  refer  to  was  carried  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  because  in  spito 
of  the  friendly  and  tolerant  spirit  of  the 
House  towards  the  Government  and  iu 
spite  of  the  desire  to  see  the  question  of 
reform  settled  if  possible,  the  Government 
brought  in  a  Bill  marked  by  such  objec- 
tionable features  that  its  condemnation 
could  not  be  evaded  or  avoided.  And  it 
is  this  which  they  have  been  so  anxious  to 
conceal  from  the  country  by  raising  a  false 
issue  and  charging  most  unjustly  the  late 
Parliament  with  a  factious  spirit.  To  a 
great  extj^nt  the  Government  has  succeed- 
ed  in  evading  the  question  on  which  4hey 
wcro  condemned  by  the  late  Parliament. 
I  have  observed  even  in  this  debate  some 
reluctance  on  the  part  of  this  House  to  en- 
tertain or  discuss  the  question  of  reform. 
I  have  no  wish  to  involve  the  House  in  a 
reform  debate,  but  I  trust  the  position  of 
this  House  upon  the  question  will  be  very 
different  from  that  in  which  it  was  placed 
with  reference  to  the  last  Reform  Bill. 
Then  resistance,  mere  resistance,  was  car- 
ried so  far,  that  the  only  ultimate  alterna- 
tive was  an  abandonment  of  ill  opinion. 
But,  nay  Lords,  if  wo  are  to  maintain  our 
influence  in  the  question,  we  must  discuss 
its  principles  betimes,  and  tiie  sooner  we 
begm  te  consider  them  the  better.  The 
great  complaint  against  Her  Mojesty's  Go- 
vernment seems  to  me  to  be,  not  merely 
that  they  adopted  as  the  basis  of  their  Bill 
an  erroneous  principle,  but  far  more  that 
they  have  done  all  in  tlieir  power  to  con- 
ceal that  it  was  based  upon,  or  involved 
any  principle  at  all-^nay,  it  has  ever  been 
a  boast  with  them  that  they  are  committed 
to  nothing,  and  have  therefore  contributed 
nothing  to  the  settlement  of  the  question. 

The  nobie  Lord  who  seconded  the  Ad- 
dress to-night,  complained  that  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  had  been  opposed  out  of 
a  jealousy  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House  that  the  Conservative  party  should 
deal  with  the  subject  at  all.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  am  anxious  to  disclaim  all  sym- 
pathy with  the  language  of  those  who  have 
spoken  as  if  die  present  Government  had 
no  right  to  deal  with  reform.  It  would 
be  a  great  public  evil  if  any  question  were 
considered  the  monopoly  of  any  party.  I 
deeply  regretted  the  circumstances  which 
seemed  to  render  it  imperative  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Palmerston  to  deal  in 
the  first  instance  with  the  Government  of 
India.  I  do  not  say-— for  it  would  be  ridi- 
culous to  do  so— that  if  we  had  pioceeded 
to  the  introduction  of  our  Bill,  we  should 
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hAvo  Ruccocdcd.  Dut  I  do  say  that  the 
Governmont  of  Lord  Palmorston  wero  in 
a  l>cttor  poiition  for  dcoling  successfully 
with  tho  tubject  than  any  other  Qovcrn- 
mont  had  been.  I  admit,  however,  that 
the  noblo  Karl  opposite  had  also  some  ad- 
Tantagos  though  of  a  different  kind.  Any 
nioasuro  ho  proposed  was  likely  to  receive 
tho  support  of  tho  Consorvativo  party,  and 
whether  successful  or  not  would  indicate 
tho  principles  on  which  thoy  wero  prepared 
to  act.  The  noble  Lord  who  spoke  second 
to-night,  gavo  a  very  erroneous  account  of 
tho  distinctive  principles  of  tho  Qovem- 
nienl  Hill.  Thoso  which  really  distinguish- 
ed it  wero  simply  theso  : — 1st,  a  refusal  to 
lower  tho  borough  franchise ;  and  2nd,  a 
dotormination  to  neutralizo  the  popular  ef- 
fect of  a  reiluction  in  the  county  franchise 
by  thoso  most  ingenious  expedients.  I 
hare  reason  to  know  that  intimations  were 
mado  to  tho  noblo  Earl  at  tho  head  of  the 
Gorernmont  in  a  not  unfriendly  spirit,  that 
if  thc»o  were  abandoned  there  would  not 
bo  any  opposition  to  tho  second  reading  of 
their  Hill.  Hut  these  were  considered  by 
the  noblo  Rarl  so  essential  that  at  the  risk, 
indeoti  in  spite  of  tho  certainty  of  defeat, 
ho  resolved  to  adhere  to  them.  These, 
therofore»  wore  the  features  of  the  Bill  by 
which  it  was  distinguished  essentially  from 
others,  and  gave  it  its  party  character. 
Every  ctTort  has  boon  made  by  the  Go- 
v«»mmont  to  conceal  from  the  country  those 
principles  of  tho  Hill,  and  that  upon  these, 
and  these  alone,  it  was  condemned  in  the 
Uto  Parliament.  The  noblo  Earl  in  his 
last  speech  in  the  lato  Parliament,  boasted 
that  the  vote  which  had  been  come  to 
would  not  tend  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
establish  any  principle  on  the  question  of 
reform,  Wiih  gre.-»t  deference  to  the  noble 
Karl  I  must  dispute  that  assertion,  for  I 
feel  sure  that  those  distinctive  features  of 
his  Hill  to  which  I  have  referred  will  never 
airain  liguit^  in  another. 

Mv  Kor^l*.  I  always  hear  with  regret 
the  language  now  so  commonly  held  on 
the  Mibject  of  ivf\>rm.  ''NVho  cares,"  it 
is  said.  "  ^ir  reform  f  It  is  ,i  question  used 
by  ovposito  parties  to  damage  each  other, 
or  advance  them  solves — but  it  excites  no 
tv^puW  feeling.**  1  do  not  deny  that  this 
langaage  is  f>unde^).  to  *  certain  extent. 
*^n  tacts.  \  adnvii  there  is  no  exoitemont 
on  jKe  subject  \\\  tho  c%Mintrv  — «av,  more. 
u  \%  <r*N*  (hat  a  very  «b'je  man,  doing  h:5 
nir.NVi  «o  ::sjse  son^.e  exettentent.  has  on- 
?uv;x  UiV^v  l^Kt  ««hat  u»M>*  ail  tlv-» 
aTR^tivt  t^:      W^y,  K>  this~>ihat  ail  |>ar 


tics  having  now  admitted  tbe  firopriety  o£ 
a  large  addition  to  the  coDStitaent  body, 
the  people  are  contented  to  leave  the  pne- 
tical  adjustment  of  the  question,  and  the 
precise  form  which  it  may  take,  to  tbe  wis- 
dom of  Parliament  and  the  diaeretlon  of 
thoir  public  men.     Gould  there  be  eondi- 
tions   more  favourable  to  aotion   on  this 
great  question,  beset  as  it  is  with  many 
diiHculties?      Surely  these  are  conditioDS 
which  ought  to  stimulate  as  to  iminediate 
action,  rather  than  encourage  us  in  on- 
necessary  delay.     I  fear  there  is  too  g^reat 
confidence  in  many  minds  in  tbe  perma- 
nence of  such  conditions.     I  entreat  those 
who  feci  such  confidence  to  consider  bow 
precarious  they  are,  and  bow   soon  and 
suddenly  they  may  be  changed.     A  few 
weeks'  rain,  or  a  few  weeks'  droogbt  at 
a  critical  season  of  the  year,  the  fuTore  of 
a  great  staple  in  a  distant  conntiy,  a  con- 
morcial  panic,  or  one  of  those  great  popu- 
lar convulsions  abroad  wbieb  have  never 
failed  to  act  powerfully  on  tbe  temper  and 
opinions  of  the  people  here-— any  of  these 
may  at  any  time  alter  tbe  conditions  now 
so  favourable  and  on  which  we  are  now 
placing  80  light  a  value.  Tbe  eourse  which 
the  Government  has  taken  has  in  no  de- 
gree tended  to  advance  tbe  question.    It 
is  their  boast  that  they  are  bound  to  ntK 
thing  either  in  principle  or  detail.     The 
constitution  was  thrown  as  it  were  upon 
tho  hustings  to  be  scrambled  for  witlMut 
guidance  or  direction.     My  Lords,  if  the 
present  favourable  condition  of  tbe  oonntry 
is  to  be  taken  advantage  of,  some  definite 
opinions  must  be  exprwised  and  maintained 
by  our  public  men.     I  can  hardly  believe 
that  after  the  eourse  they  have  taken,  thk 
question  will  be  left  for  decision  in  the 
hands  of  the  present  GoTemment ;  but  if 
they  should  continue  in  office  I  ean  only 
express  a  sincere  hope  that  tbe  noble  Earl 
may  he  able  to  mature  another  BiD,  hr 
which  the  Conservative  party  may  be  will- 
ing to  abide.     I  do  not  feel  sare  that  by 
doing  so  he  will  be  able  to  ssTe  ins  fi^ 
vorument,  but  he  will  at  leasl  de  that. 
which  I  am  sure  he  values  mora*  ho  wiH 
have  rendered  an  important  serviea  to  his 
country. 

The  M.vRgrEss  or  NORMANBT  me 
to  oxi^lain.  The  noble  Dnke  who  had  joat 
sat  down  had  accnscd  bim  off  spaaag 
with  too  much  freedom  on  what  M  ooa- 
$:o<rvd  to  bo  a  most  important  aahyosti 
but  the  r.ob!e  Dakc  mast  racoUaet  that  he 
did  so  ;i  as  private  peer,  who 
one  bv  vhat  ho  s^id.    Tbe  noUe 
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reference  io  any  one  paragraph  in  the 
Spceob.  I  think  I  may  make  one  ezoep- 
tion  —  I  believe  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Granville)  did  make  one  reference- 
no,  my  Lords,  now  I  remember,  he  referred 
to  tbe  Speech  on  the  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment ; —  so  that  not  one  speaker  has  re« 
ferred  to  the  Speech  of  to-day. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  The  noble  Earl 
is  not' quite  right ;  I  did  make  a  reference 
to  the  Speech. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY:  Which  Speech? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  :  This  Speech. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  I  listened  with 
very  great  attention,  and  did  not  not  notice 
it — it  must  have  been  a  very  distant  allu- 
sion. But  there  was  a  paragraph  in  the 
Speech  on  the  prorogation  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  thought  it  necessary  to  call 
your  Lordships'  attention.  He  appeared 
to  consider  it  a  matter  of  impropriety,  and 
almost  prof anen ess,  that  the  Minister,  in 
the  name  of  the  Sovereign,  should  have 
addressed  Parliament  in  such  terms.  The 
noble  Earl  said  that  Her  Majesty  was  made 
to  express  what  almost  amounted  to  a 
prayer  that  the  result  of  the  dissolution 
might  be  to  give  the  Ministry  a  majority  ; 
and  he  added  that  tiie  Members  of  the 
Government  had  not  relied  altogether  on 
the  efficacy  of  prayer,  because,  like  the 
waggoner  in  the  fable,  they  had  put  their 
Governmental  shoulder  to  the  wheel  most 
energetically.  There  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  nonsense  talked  about  influencing 
the  elections.  My  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  has  very  satisfac* 
torily  disposed  of  these  alleged  compacts 
of  Government,  at  all  events  with  regard 
to  what  took  place  in  Ireland  ;  and  I  can 
only  say  that  I  am  as  free  with  regard  to 
the  Government  on  this  side  of  the  water 
as  my  noble  Friend  is  with  regard  to  the 
Government  on  the  other  side  of  the  water, 
from  any  compact,  agreement,  or  negotia* 
tion,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  with 
Cardinal  Wiseman.  This  I  do  know — 
that  before  the  late  dissolution  I  was  told 
by  Conservative  Roman  Catholics,  that 
they  were  glad  to  And  that,  without  violat- 
ing their  religious  principles,  and  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  political  principles, 
they  could  give  a  support  to  the  present 
Government  which  they  had  never  been 
able  to  givo  to  former  Conservative  Go- 
vernments. But  that  was  not  based  on 
any  promise  or  expressed  intention  of  what 
the  Government  might  do,  but  upon  what 
the  Government  had  openly,  publicly  done 
in  the  pursuit  of  their  conscientious  duty. 


been  a  Cabinet  Minister,  and  might 
be  •Cabinet  Minister  again.  What  he 
(the.Marqaeas  of  Normanby)  had  stated 
had  nferenee  to  a  noble  Lord  who  was  at 
pimeBt  endeavouring  to  storm  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  said  that  he  did  consider  the 
kngnage  of  that  noble  Lord  at  TiveHon, 
when  he  expressed  his  desire  that  the  re- 
mit of  the  present  operations  in  Italy 
would  be  the  expulsion  of  Austria  from 
tbat  ooantry,  contrary  to  a  treaty  which 
bad  existed  now  nearly  50  years — he  con- 
•idered  snob  language  to  bo  a  disqualifica- 
tion at  this  moment  in  any  one  who  sought 
to  be  Prime  Minister.  It  was  necessary, 
ae  bad  been  said,  not  only  tbat  we  should 
be  impartial,  but  should  appear  so.  He 
did  not  say  that  Lord  Palmerston  was  pre- 
pared to  go  to  war,  he  only  referred  to  the 
impression  which  his  appointment  was 
likely  to  produi^  on  the  Continent;  ai:<l  in 
illnstration  of  that  ho  referred  to  a  state- 
ment made  by  a  French  Government  official 
within  the  last  few  days,  to  the  effect  that 
if  that  noble  Lord  became  Prime  Minister 
the  troops  of  England  would  join  those  of 
France. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
ahoald  have  risen  immediately  after  the 
gpeeob  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville)  who  followed  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Address  had  not  a  noble 
Earl  from  the  other  side  of  the  House  stated 
to  me  that  it  was  his  intention  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address,  and  I  consider- 
ed it  more  respectful  to  the  noble  Earl  and 
more  suitable  to  the  convenience  of  your 
Lordships  that  I  should  postpone  my  obser- 
Tations  until  it  became  my  duty,  as  it 
oertainly  would  have  been,  to  object  to  that 
Amendment.  Subsequently  the  noble  Earl, 
I  tnppose,  has  seen  some  reason  to  think 
that  it  would  not  be  expedient  to  press  for 
a  division,  or  even  to  bring  under  considera- 
tion tbe  Amendment  of  which  he  gave  me 
notice,  and  I  believe  has  left  the  House.  I 
oonfess,  my  Lords,  that  it  is  with  some 
satisfaction  I  feel  that,  in  rising  to  address 
jooy  I  shall  not  be  under  the  necessity  of 
trespassing  on  your  attention  for  any  long 
time ;  for,  although  the  debate  has  been 
very  lengthened,  very  able,  and,  in  many 
respects,  highly  interesting  and  highly  im- 
portant, I  must  say  it  has  been  one  of  a 
singnlarly  discursive  character,  and  that 
(which  is  peculiar  to  these  debates)-— being 
a  debate  on  the  Speech  and  Address  in 
answer  to  the  Speech — I  have  now  listened 
for  a  period  of  about  five  hours  and  I  have 
not  beard  from  any  one  speaker  a  single 
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rimI  nil   nil  polillrnl   ^rotinclM,  iinlcits  tlir^f  piomifCsi   flnJ    magniffeent   ezpeetations ; 


iilillKnlioii    wliii'li    wii    foil   of  doing    that 
wliliili    wo  iMiiiMfiiMilioiinly   bcliovcd   to  l»c 
i'l|{)il  l>n  rnlloil  a   politiffil   /(round.      We 
fiMinil,   hiiil    il   Yfnn  HiibHiiqiH'iitly  piibliblif-cl 
In  A  IntiiT  from  Onnliiial  Wiiicinnn  to  lui 
IiImIi  Mniilior.   ilint  tlio  Koinaii  Cntliolicfi 
won*  ili«|iopiiMl  III  K'V^**  f^i<*l  <^i'l  K^^^f  tlioir 
iiii)i)iiii'l  (i»  tlio  (Jiivcriimi'iit,  hucntiHo,  witb- 
niil  niiy  )ii-iirnpiNioiiH  or  ])lc(l^cfi,  iho  Roiiiati 
(^M(bi>lii*ii    louiul    tbry   wim'o   trcntcd    witb 
iiiui-o  omiiirpiy«   mom  fiiirnoBH,  and    more 
MinlKbtturwiird  drilling  in  innttorA  nfFccting 
\\w\y  i%A\ii\n\v\  lorlingii  bj  tbo  prcftunt  Go- 
voi-Huirni  ibnn  lbi\v  bnd  ovf*r  boon  by  any 
fiMinor  (lovinnniont.     1  do  not  boliovo  tlmt 
lb««  t'onnon  for  (bn  nupport  wbicb  wah  given 
on  (bo  Olio  nido  by  (bo  Komiin  Cutbolicn, 
And  obdiiniMl   by  (bo  (lOTornnient  on   tbo 
oiboi'  WAN  A  roniton  of  wbiob  citbcr  need 
bo    nnliAinod.      Wo    bATo  done    for   ilioni 
vrbn(   (bov  woio  t'nirlv  onii(bHl  to  from  ur 
In   (bo  dUobnr^o  oC  onr  publio  duty  ;  ire 
brtvo  dono  for  (bom  only  tlmt  to  ^vbicb  we 
(bon)|b(  (bo\  woro  fnlly  onlitK^d  ;  and  we 
ubiill  oonlinuo  (o  pnrwuo  tbo  Bnino  course. 
Wo  rIimII  ^\ivo  tboni  wbatovor  indul}(enee, 
or  \  would  lAtbor  nny,  wbatover  fair  deal- 
In^  (boy  a IV  on(i(lod  (o  ;  and  vro  v\\n\\  not 
yi\o  (bom   ono  nin^^lo   xWxwf^  wbicb  woidd 
nrojudliv  or  impair   (bo   in(ero»(8  of   (lie 
rbmob   (o  lotion   \^o   Kdonjt.   and   wboso 
ln(oioii(«  XX  o   (ool  bound  (o  »nppor(.      Hn( 
If  (bo  Ixoinan  t'albolii^^   are  sAti^tiod  xvjib 
A  ((oxoinnton(  \xbtob   mako!i   no  f^ur  pro- 
mU»*\  b»ddi  out  no  larjjo  o\poe(a(ion!«,  lut 
i«biob   (box    (ind  %b'aU  out    ival   and   sub- 
it(annal   iun(ioo.  I  »av  ai^ain  noitbor  (box 
not    XX o    oU|;b(     (o    bo    a^bamod    of    tbo 
ituppoit  xxbirb    (box   baxo  aoootdod    (o  us 
Urn,  a)\ixtn.  xxi(b  ivc.nd  to   tbo  faol.  ano 
Ixioio  oi»|sv».\ll\    XX Hb    ivi;a)>l    to    lielaiui. 
tba(  «\«ppoi(   ban   Imvu  o(  a  wo<t    dixuuv 
obixiixvtiM.  and  «(  "omo  \n*b  ol*vt'oi^»  ?:u* 
Ixonxan   \*rt<lxi»bo   pno«u   baxo   Isvn   n*o:v 
X loliiM  (liixn  on  aox  (onxxiM  ^s^^i^^'n  a»i«v^>s 
ibo  x%oxiMMv,u<  OAOil'.tUio^      Anu^^u"  otbo* 
tb'Oi*^«    ■■x'd    o(    xno    Xioxourr**"^!,    \    ^\^\^ 
bojx»^)  ,*(   <'ixli\)oo«  *xnxi*     and   iVo  :vor;*"v 
0(    <''x(»u)oo«  *oo»«  o<«iuv^Vx  o*''i*  i»»  r.'x  iv 

XX*i'i»^l*r»ni-i*     t\     X»<V<      Vi-^ii       U!X*\M»,'J 

<v«  ro»  «'i''»^ ,'  r<*»v«    i*\o    X*. —  I*    •    ;  ■".    *VC«v 
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«nd  the  other  that  the  Government  did  a 
very  popular  act  on  the  eve  of  the  eleetioni 
in  raifting  the  billet  money  for  the  parpow 
of  obtaining  the  support  of  all  the  lieenBcd 
victuailcrB.     It  tarned   out  verj  uofortii- 
natclj  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
rcconimondation  to  raise  the  billet  money 
did  not  emanate  from  the  Gorernment.    It 
may  pcrliaps  be  considered  one  of  those 
weak   and   culpable    yieldings    to   pnUie 
o|)inion  under  the  dictation  of  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  which  the  noble 
iilarl  has  condemned  ;    but  it  ao  happens 
that  it  was  tbo  recommendation  of  a  Com- 
mittco  xvhicb  sat  in   the  Seaaion  of  lail 
year,  that  at  tbo  commencement  of  last 
Session  it  was  announced  bj  the  Secretary 
of  War  as  intended  to  be  done,   that  it 
xvas  introduced  into  the  Mutiny  Aot»  that 
it  XVAS  discussed  in    Parliament  on  the 
Mutiny  Act,  and  that  the  Mutiny  Aet  was 
passed  before  there  was  any  thought  of  a 
general  election.     So  far  oa  to  the  motifs 
for  iucrcosing  the  billet  money.     We  hafs 
been  told   that  fabulous  aunia  of   money 
wero  subscribed,  as  ono  hon.  GentlemsB 
expressed  it,  *'  foully  to  pack  the  new  Par- 
liament ;*'   and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ie 
whom  I  have  adverted — to  borrow  a  phrase 
from   his    Scotch   neighhonra,  —  *'  eonde- 
^cended  to  particulars.  '  Not  aatia6ed  with 
(be  general   rumour  of  the   hundreds  of 
tbousnnds  of  pounds  which  were  to  eome 
from  the  Carlton  Club,  he  specified  the 
prooi^o  sum  which  I  myself  had  giveo.    I 
;im  (]nito  satisfied  of  one  thing— that  the 
n:;bt  bon.  Baronet  has  not  had  aceeea  to 
•Dv  baiikcrV  cheque-book.    The  right  hon. 
Barorct  took  upon  himself — I  do  not  know 
« bonce  be  gc^t  the  information— to  atate 
i:.a(  1  bad  boA£ted  of  haring  snhaeriked 
jt*  -  \0',V  for  tbo  pDrpotes  of  eormption.   I 
co'^cx.io  tbe  r^bt  bon.  Baitmet  did  not  in- 
«i'. ;  the  s:&;en3ent.  Vtit  he  was  the  fint  to 
:v:!  :i  :r,  v'.rf.:*j;«'.:c.  :isd  I  am  indebted  to 
vr    >&T  r;   -s   re^peated   npon  many 
:/.*rvK-*  -r.  the  i»:::TtrT.     Wbat  eieet  it 
'  c-Y   1  iV*s't  know;    ao  doubt, 
I  re-*,  a*  cfect  rerr  diftreat 
:':-f  T-^i  h«u  Baronet  ei- 
:\v  ,^..      y . :.  a:  i. .  erf- ».  witk  regard  te 
'.    >   f.'i   .^»  V  .:  T^T'^&rZ  x.^  liw  ethcn^  the 
« ,- .    5^  :  .<     -   «  T>:  ^Ln  t:  aia.     I  nal  enly 
:  *,:vs,-..:  i::.:i>?,ner  £10.000, 
::,■  fT7^:.-ji»  of  tl«e  gcnetal 
^.*    ::  r:^  f'<<djr«  as  aU  in  the 
f    !.:^*    :r«;?^   v-&5  ^  mt  own 
1  .J':    c?  -.-^  fCijKCu'o.  w^iA  nna  car- 
A  v-M  &)Mm  eanainiMi  tntfciOe> 
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deirolTO  the  exeroiie  of  those  high  functions  which 
hy  the  constitution  belong  to  them,  may  be  guided 
by  an  all-wise  Providence  to  the  selection  of  re- 
presentatives whose  wisdom  and  patriotism  may 
aid  Her  Majesty  in  Her  constant  endeayoors  to 
maintain  the  honour  and  dignity  of  Her  Grown." 

Let  us  contrast  the  two  Speeches  and  see 
to  which  of  them  the  charge  of  profane- 
ness  applies.  Lord  Palmerston  makes  Her 
Majesty  pray  that  the  people  may  he 
guided  to  the  selection  of  representatives 
who  will  aid  her  in  upholding  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  Crown.  But  recollect, 
the  appeal  to  the  country  was  hased  on  the 
ground  that  Parliament  had  not  assisted 
Her  Majesty  in  her  endeavours  to  maintain 
the  dignity  of  the  Grown.  But  in  the  pro- 
rogation Speech  to  which  my  nohle  Friend 
has  alluded,  what  Her  Majesty  prays  is 
that  the  step  which  she  is  ahout  to  take 
may  "  enahle  Her  to  conduct  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country  under  the  advice  of  a 
Ministry  possessed  of  the  confidence  of  Her 
Parliament  and  Her  people."  I  say  dis- 
tinctly that  it  was  the  main  ohject  of  the 
dissolution  to  ohtain,  if  possible,  that  which 
all  your  Lordships  have  declared  to  he  the 
great  want  of  the  country  at  this  moment — 
a  Government  strong  enough  to  carry  on 
the  business  of  the  country  without  embar- 
rassment— a  Government  which  may  be  able 
to  facilitate  the  discharge  of  the  high  func- 
tions of  Her  Majesty,  in  the  discharge  of 
which  She  is  exposed  to  the  greatest  em- 
barrassment from  the  frequent  changes  of 
Government.  I  say  sincerely — I  said  it 
when  announcing  the  intention  to  dissolve, 
and  I  repeat  it  now — that  it  was  my  anxious 
wish  that  there  might  be  such  a  clear  and 
explicit  declaration  of  the  opinions  and 
feelings  of  tho  people  that  the  Govern- 
ment, whether  ourselves  or  any  other  which 
might  succeed  us — for  I  spoke  without  re- 
ference to  any  party  considerations  or  any 
wish  of  my  own — might  possess  the  con- 
fidence of  tho  great  majority  of  the  people, 
and  that  the  serious  detriment  to  tho  public 
interest,  which  has  been  caused  by  the 
absence  of  such  a  state  of  things,  might  be 
put  an  end  to.  I  stated  then,  and  I  bold  it 
now,  to  be  of  tho  utmost  importance  to  the 
country  that  such  a  state  of  things  as  then 
existed  should  not  continue.  For  the  con- 
tinuance of  snch  a  state  of  things  I  am 
not  responsible.  I  feel  the  inconvenience 
of  being  the  head  of  a  Government  which 
does  not  command  an  absolute  majority  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  if  I  could  see 
my  way  to  a  Government  bound  together 
by  common  ties,  capable  of  acting  together 
harmoniously,  and  possessing  the  confidence 


and  I  beliere  with  the  smallest 
•zpenditore  that  was  ever  known  at  such  an 
tMotwo.  I  waa  surprised  to  hear  it  made  a 
ilMTge  tkat  large  sums  had  been  subscnb- 
ad  bj  the  Conaenratives  for  the  purposes  of 
Iba  eleetion.  I  belieye  no  general  election 
OMQn  at  which  gentlemen  of  both  parties 
4o  not  anbsoribe  certain  sums  of  money  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  the  legitimate  ex- 
paMM  of  those  gentlemen  of  their  own 
party  who  are  not  able  to  defray  them 
AaoBselves.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Olareiidon)  opposite  I  see  holds  up  his 
handJa  ia  horror  and  astonishment ;  but  my 
sable  Friend  must  either  be  a  very  good 
kaad  at  dissimulation  or  he  is  remarkably 
kmooant  with  regard  to  the  proceedings 
wfaiah  haTo  taken  place  with  both  political 
partMa»  either  in  my  memory  or  during 
the  noble  Eari's  lifetime.  But  beyond  the 
oidinary  subscriptions  which  are  entcicl 
into  at  every  election  I  do  not  believe  that 
in  any  quarter  there  has  been  any  unusual 
ar  extraordinary  outlay  on  tho  present  oc- 
easion.  I  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
trouble  the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  a 
third  correspondence  ;  but  the  present  oc- 
eaaion  appeared  to  be  a  very  fair  one  for 
aetting  him  right  in  the  mistakes  ho  made 
which  have  not  been  previously  corrected. 
The  paragraph  in  the  prorogation  Speech, 
which  appears  to  have  given  greatest 
affenee  to  my  noblo  Friend  opposite,  is 
thia: — 

"  Her  Majesty  prays  that,  under  the  blessing  of 
IMvine  Providence,  the  stop  which  she  is  about  to 
take  may  have  the  effect  of  facilitating  the  dis- 
charge of  her  high  functions,  and  enable  her  to 
conduct  the  Government  of  tho  country  under  the 
advice  of  Ministers  possessing  tho  confidence  of 
Fariiament." 

The  gloss  which  my  noble  Friend  puts  on 
that  is,  that  Her  Majesty  prays  that  the 
efiTect  of  the  dissolution  may  be  to  give  the 
Government  a  majority.  Now,  I  happen  to 
recollect  that  in  1857  there  was  a  some- 
what similar  dissolution,  at  a  time  of  year 
not  very  different  from  the  recent  dissolu- 
tion, in  consequence  of  the  Government 
having  been  put  into  a  minority.  The 
language  then  put  into  Her  Majesty's 
mouth  by  the  Government  of  Lord  Palmer- 
ston I  find  is  much  more  profane  than 
Anything  which  the  nohle  Lord  has  quoted 
from  the  Speech  for  which  we  are  respon- 
sible. In  1857,  Lord  Palmerston  being 
at  tho  head  of  the  Government  thus 
advised  Her  Majesty  : — 

'V  Her  Majesty  commands  us  to  assure  you  that 
it  is  Her  fervent  prayer  that  the  several  consti- 
tueaoiei  of  the  United  Blingdom,  upon  whom  will 
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of  a  majority  of  the  country,  however  much 
then*  opinions   on  certain   subjects  might 
differ  from  mine,  I  would  cheerfully,  will- 
ingly— nay,  more,  gladly  surrender  the  re- 
sponsible post  which  I  occupy  for  the  pur- 
pose of  facilitating  the  formation  of  such  a 
Goyernment.     But  it  is  because  I  see  no 
possibility  of  such  a  union  among  those 
boasting  to  be  the  Liberal  majority,  that 
under  all  the  difficulties  of  this  position  at 
home — and  I  do  not  disguise  that  they 
are  great — and   under  all   the  difficulties 
which  surround  our  foreign  policy  abroad, 
I  hold  it  to  be  my  duty. to  my  Sovereign, 
and  it  is  a  duty  which  I  shall  perform  to 
the  utmost  of  my  ability,  however  painful 
the  course  may  be — not  to  abandon  the 
post  confided  to  me,  not  to  give  up  the 
trust  placed  in  my  hands,  so  long  as  I  see 
that  there  is  any  possibility  of  discharging 
that  duty  with  honour,  and  so  long  espe- 
cially as  there  appear  to  be  no  means  by 
which  the  present  Government  can  be  effec- 
tually replaced.     Those  who  condemn  the 
late  dissolution  of  Parliament  must  do  it 
on  the  ground  that  no  dissolution  is  legiti- 
mate which  does  not  promise  to  secure  an 
absolute  majority  to  the  Government  of  the 
day.     My  Lords,  when  I  accepted  office  it 
was   because   there  was   no   possibility  of 
forming  any  other  Government  at  the  time 
—a  fact  which  was  recognized  by  Parlia- 
ment— that  impossibility  was  known  to  my 
Sovereign,  and  notwithstanding  all  the  dis- 
advantages of  the  position  I  felt  bound  to 
assume  the  difficult  task  of  forming  a  Go- 
vernment ;  but  I  should  have  been  a  mad- 
man if  I  had  assumed  that  charge,  with  a 
majority  of  120  or  130  Members  against 
me,  bound  to  quit  office  upon  the  first  oc- 
casion  on   which   that    adverse    majority 
might  think  fit   to   display   its    strength 
against  me.     The  very  fact  of  my  accept- 
ing office  under  such  circumstances  was  a 
certain  proof  that  in  the  event  of  defeat  it 
would  be  my  duty,  my  imperative  duty,  to 
appeal  to  the  country.     The  noble  Mar- 
quess near  me  (the  Marquess  of  Normanby) 
— whom  we  all  rejoice   to  see  among  us 
again — has  compared  the  circumstances  of 
this  dissolution  of  1859  to  that  of  1841, 
to  which  he  says  he  objected  at  the  time. 
But  let  me  compare  the  circumstances  of 
the  two  dissolutions.     The  Government  at 
that  time  had  been  in  a  permanent  minority 
for  two  years  in  a  Parliament  of  their  own 
choosing.     In  1839  the  Government  tend- 
ered their  resignations,  and  the  substitution 
of  a  Conservative  Government  was   only 
prevented  in  oonsequence  of  some  trifling 
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misunderstanding  with  regard  to  tbe.  Aojfti 
household.    They  were  exposed  to  eonstaat 
defeats  from  a  party-*-the  union  in  whose 
rauks  was  more  complete  and  more  soond 
than  the  union  in  any  party  which  I  can 
recollect.     At  the  close  of  the  Sessi^a^ 
1841    a  vote   of  want  of  confidence  waa 
passed  against  the  Government,  by  the  maf* 
jority,  however,  of  one  only.    The  Govern- 
nient  then  had  to  consider  what  woukl  be 
the  effect  of  a  dissolution.     On  the  one 
hand  there  was  a  compact  united   partj 
ready  to  take  its  place  and  succeed  to  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  the  country. 
That  being  so,  the  Cabinet  had,  upon  (he 
other  hand,  to  consider  whether  there  was 
any  chance  of  so  far  recruiting  the  number 
of  its   supporters  by  a  dissolution  as  ^o 
enable  it  to  weaken  the  forces  of  its  op- 
ponents.    Now,  I  do  not  think  any  member 
of  Lord  Melbourne's  Government  believed 
for  a  single  moment  that  it  could  obtain  a 
working  majority,  or  anticipated  that  by  a 
dissolution  it  should,  even  in  the  slightest . 
degree,  improve  its  position.    But  what  was 
the  result  ?     Why,  that  on  the  first  day  of 
the  meeting  of  Parliament  after  the  new 
elections   a   vote  of  want  of  cuufidence, 
which  had  previously  been  carried  by  one 
vote  in  the  previous  Parliament,  was  then 
carried  by  no  less  a  majority  than  ninety- 
one.    Compare  the  dissolution  of  1841  with 
that  of  1859.     What  was  the  position  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  after  the  late 
vote  ?     We  succeeded  to  office,  as  I  before 
stated,   in   a   minority.      That   was   well 
known.     It  was  equally  well  known  that 
at  the  period  of  the  dissolution  there  was 
no  party  in  the  House  of  Commons  suffi* 
ciently  united  to  take  our  places  if  we  had 
resigned.     Under  those  circumstances,  we 
deemed  it  to  be  our  duty  to  dissolve;  and 
the  consequence  has  been  that  although, 
the  Government  have  not  succeeded  in  ob- 
taining an  absolute  majority,  yet  that  we, 
having   been   defeated   by   a   majority  of 
thirty-nine  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  have  secured,  according  to  the 
nearest  calculation  which  I  can  make,  an 
addition  of  thirty  Members  to  the  number 
of  our  supporters,  thus  making  on  a  divi- 
sion a  difference  of  sixty  votes.    Now  while 
I  admit  that  we  are  not  in  an  absolute  ma- 
jority in  the  House  of  Commons,  I  contend 
that  there  is  no  party,  nor  even  any  two 
parties  combined,  which  of  themselves  pos- 
sess sufficient  strength  to  form  a  Govern- 
ment as  numerically  powerful  and  as  com- 
pact as  that  which  now  holds  the  reins  of 
office.     We  have  been  told  by  my  noble 
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Prieod  Mow  me  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough) 
whe  spoke  this  evening  with  that  great 
■Iriliky  which  he  always  displays,  that  it 
is  4be  doty  of  public  men  st  such  a  crisis 
M  the  present  to  combine  together  for 
the  pabKe  good  and  to  endeavour  to  form 
» -itrong  OoTemment.  My  noble  and  learn- 
ei  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Brougham)  also, 
I  think,  referred  to  the  subject  in  alluding 
to  the  memorable  attempt  to  effect  a  com- 
biiiation  between  Pitt  and  Fox.  I  was,  I 
uvBt  say,  somewhat  struck  by  a  singular 
eoineidenoe  suggested  by  the  remarks  of 
asy  noble  and  learned  Friend,  which  tends 
toprore  that  the  sacrifices  which  were  made 
bj  the  statesmen  of  former  times  are  not 
witheat  parallel  at  the  present  day.  In 
1804»  Pitt  said  Fox  behaved  like  an  angel. 
Now,  what  was  the  angelic  virtue  which 
called  forth  this  expression  of  approbation  ? 
It  was  the  acceptance  on  the  part  of  Fox 
of  a  mission  to  Vienna.  These  great  men 
were  two  rival  statesmen.  They  could 
not  both  have  held  the  foremost  part  in  the 
Government.  It  was  therefore  agreed  that 
one  should  accept  the  inferior  post  of  Mi- 
nieter  at  Vienna,  and  the  acceptance  of 
that  post  was  held  to  be  the  act  of  an 
angel.  If  I  remember  rightly,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  is  equally 
entitled  with  Fox  to  the  praise  of  having 
done  an  angelic  act ;  but  I  never  heard 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiver- 
ton had  the  generosity  to  say  that  in  his 
opinion  his  noblo  colleague  had  behaved 
like  an  angel.  Indeed,  I  believe  the  noble 
Viscount  seriously  and  sincerely  rejoiced 
at  the  self-sacrifice  of  his  noble  Friend  ; 
nor  can  I  help  thinking  that  he  rejoiced 
qaite  as  sincerely  when  he  found  that  the 
result  of  his  negotiations  in  Vienna  did  not 
tend  very  materially  to  increase  his  noble 
Friend's  political  reputation.  But  I  under- 
stand that  a  meeting  of  reconciliation  has 
taken  place,  at  which  those  two  noble 
Lords  were  present ;  and  perhaps  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  would  still  further  assist 
the  work  of  peace  by  suggesting  which  of 
them  should  upon  a  second  occasion  under- 
take the  angelic  mission.  For  my  own 
partt  I  say  seriously,  I  do  not  think  any 
publio  advantage  can  be  secured  by  men 
for  the  purpose  of  merely  forming  an  Ad- 
ministration, sacrificing  their  own  political 
principles  ;  I  cannot,  undoubtedly,  charge 
myself  with  having  neglected  to  obtain,  so 
far  as  was  in  my  power,  extraneous  aid 
from  quarters  not  immediately  connected 
with,  the  Government.  I  have  unfortu- 
nately not  been  sueceesfnl  in  my  efforts  in 


that  direction,  but  I  cannot  accnse  my- 
self of  having  omitted  any  opportunity  to 
strengthen  by  fair  and«  honourable  com- 
bination —  not  involving  any  sacrifice  of 
principle — the  Government  which  has  been 
entrusted  to  me  by  my  Sovereign.  I  am  not 
now  going  to  follow  my  noble  Friend  oppo- 
site (Earl  Granville)  into  a  discussion  of  the 
various  shortcomings  of  which  he  seems  to 
think  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  guilty 
in  the  course  of  last  year.  There  were 
some  charges  which  he  has  made  against 
U8,  which  I  little  anticipated  would  be  press- 
ed upon  the  notice  of  the  House  on  an  im- 
portant occasion  like  the  present.  My 
noble  Friend,  having  no  fault  to  find  wiw 
the  Speech  or  the  Address,  was  obliged — 
as  it  was  necessary  to  find  fault — to  go 
bock  to  the  old  story  of  the  Conspiracy 
Bill  and  the  India  Bill.  It  certainly  is 
very  satisfactory  to  me  to  find  that  my' 
noble  Friend  is  so  badly  off  for  a  subject 
of  attack — it  is  of  course  the  duty  of  his 
position  to  find  fault — that  he  finds  it 
necessary  to  revert  to  the  proceedings  of  a 
year  and  a  half  ago.  Having  disposed  of 
the  Conspiracy  Bill  and  the  India  Bill,  the 
noble  Earl  dwelt  upon  the  subject  of  foreign 
affairs,  with  respect  to  which  he  accuses 
us  of  gross  neglect.  He  says  we  have 
acted  most  improperly  in  not  laying  the 
papers  connected  with  this  important  sub- 
ject upon  the  table  of  the  House.  I 
should,  however,  like  to  learn  from  my 
noble  Friend  what  papers  of  any  kind 
or  description  which  we  could  produce, 
and  which  your  Lordships  have  expressed 
the  slightest  desire  to  see,  have  not  been 
presented  to  Parliament? — what  papers 
have  been  withheld,  or  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree garbled  ?  In  the  case  of  the  Cagliari 
and  of  the  Charles  et  Georges  the  fullest 
details  were  laid  before  the  House,  and 
the  result  was,  that  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Government  in  reference  to  the  former 
met  with  general  approval;  while  in  the 
case  of  the  latter,  which,  it  was  said,  was 
to  affect  the  very  existence  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  only  did  the  production  of  the 
papers  establish  a  triumphant  defence  for 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers;  but  no  attempt 
to  raise  a  discussion  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
the  policy  which  they  adopted  was  raised 
either  in  this  or  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  [Earl  Granville  intimated 
dissent.]  I  beg  the  noble  Earl's  pardon. 
A  Motion  was  made  in  your  Lordships' 
House  with  respect  to  it,  but  that  Mo- 
tion was  very  wisely  and  discreetly  and 
constitutionally     withdrawn.      Now,    my 


ei 


Addrea  in  Jbmoir  to 


}  LORDS }         Ar  Mt^f^^i  Spmk        n 


Lord0,  I  do  not  wish  to  speak  in  dis- 
paragement of  tho  general  tone  of  fair- 
ness and  moderation  with  which  the  ef- 
forts of  the  Government  have  heen  met 
hy  noble  Lords  opposite,  and  their  party, 
more  especinlly  when  dealing  with  the  de- 
licate and  difficalt  negotiations  which  have 
taken  place  in  reference  to  foreign  affairs. 
I  do,  however,  think  it  too  much  to  say 
that,  from  the  period  of  the  formation  of 
the  Government  np  to  the  present,  it  has 
invariably  met  with  nothing  but  singular 
forbearance  and  good  humour  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  Has  no  at- 
tempt been  made  to  interfere  with  our  pos* 
session  of  office  ?  If  I  am  not  very  much 
mistaken,  a  Motion  was,  very  shortly  after 
we  succeeded  to  power,  introduced  simul- 
taneously into  both  Houses,  which  assumed 
the  form  of  an  absolute  vote  of  censure, 
and  which  was  heralded  by  strong  decla- 
rations of  what  must  be  the  effect  of  the 
culpability  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
The  debate  on  that  Motion  lasted  in  the 
other  House  for  a  considerable  number  of 
day  a,  and  the  result  was  to  prove  that, 
even  in  that  House,  if  the  Government  did 
not  possess  an  absolute  majority,  it  had  a 
sufficient  number  of  supporters  to  enable  it, 
with  the  assistance  of  fair  dealing  on  the 
part  of  the  House  at  large,  to  resist  any 
factious  attempt  to  overthrow  it.  In  the 
face  of  the  defeat  which  the  party  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  belongs  eiperienced 
npon  that  occasion,  no  serious  attack  was 
subsequently  made  upon  the  Government 
during  the  progress  of  the  Session.  But 
while  I  admit  the  forbearance  which  has 
been  exercised  in  respect  of  foreign  affairs, 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  this  circum- 
stance is  due  as  much  to  their  discretion 
as  to  their  forbearance.  But  to  show  how 
hard  pressed  my  noble  Friend  must  have 
been  for  a  subject  on  which  to  found 
an  attack  upon  the  Government,  he  ac- 
tually, when  the  question  of  peace  or  war, 
so  far  as  this  country  is  supposed  by 
some— although  I  hope  without  sufficient 
reason — to  be  trembling  in  the  balance, 
and  on  the  very  first  night  of  the  Session, 
deems  it  his  duty  to  find  fault  with  us 
for  having  expended  a  certain  sum  of 
money,  or  in  renewing  the  contract  with 
the  Cunard  Steampacket  Company,  which 
had  been  carried  out  for  some  years  with 
great  success.  It  so  happens,  however, 
that  the  step  which  we  took  in  reference  to 
that  subject  was  one  in  adopting  which  we 
were  merely  carrying  out  the  strongest  re- 
commendations oi  the  Board  of  Admii'alty 
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which  preceded  us  in  office,  and  which  re- 
commendations had  not  previously  been 
carried  into  effect  by  the  Treasury,  simply 
because  they  thought  it  expedient  to  post- 
pone entering  into  a  fresh  contract  until 
the  existing  one  was  nearer  its  coospletion. 
In  the  meantime,  howev^^  tho  person  who 
held  the  contract  came  to  the  Goyernvenife^ 
saying  that  he  wished  to  extend  its  teme 
and  to  give  us  adequate  consideration.  Ho 
stated  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  buiki 
for  the  purpose  a  considerable  number  of 
vessels,  and  that  two  years  and  a4ialf,  tho 
period  which  ^e  contract  had  to  run,  voiilA 
barely  suffice  for  their  construction.  Un- 
der these  circumstances  he  asked  for  the 
renewal  of  the  contract  for  a  period  of  fife 
years,  and  these  facts  the  noble  Earl  hte 
thought  proper  to  make  the  ground  ef  a 
solemn  charge  against  the  Govemmeal.  I 
shall  now  pass  from  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Earl  to  those  which  fell  from  the 
noble  Duke  who  has  just  spoken  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll).  He  has  thrown  quite  a  new 
light  upon  the  reasons  for  the  dissolntioii 
of  Parliament.  He  says  we  bad  recoorae 
to  a  dissolution  not  for  the  purpose  ef  aa* 
certaining  whether  the  Government  or  the 
party  to  which  he  himself  belongs  enjoyei 
the  confidence  of  the  country — that  he  ooa« 
ceives  to  have  been  a  mere  blind  ;  the  reei 
question,  in  his  opinion,  being  whether  or 
not  the  country  approved  the  Reform  Bill* 
Now,  I  take  the  liberty  of  saying  that  the 
question  was  not  whether  the  country  a^ 
proved  our  Reform  Bill,  but  whether  it  ap* 
proved  the  course  which  the  OppoaitiiNi 
took  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  diseoe* 
sion  upon  the  Reform  Bill.  The  nobU 
Duke  says  it  is  the  misfortune  of  nnenoeeM* 
ful  Reform  Bills  that  not  only  are  tbttr 
bad  provisions  condemned,  but  their  good 
provisions  are  disparaged  and  prejodieedi 
If  that  be  so,  the  measures  of  1852  and 
1854  must  have  seriously  damaged  the 
cause  of  Parliamentary  Reform  throngb> 
out  the  country.  The  noble  Duke  adds 
that  if  the  Bill  of  last  Session  had  gone 
on,  the  majority  against  it  would  have  been 
twice  as  great  as  that  which  carried  the 
Resolution.  Now,  I  believe  nothing  of  the 
kind  ;  for  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  if 
the  Opposition,  who  were  wise  in  thrar 
generation,  had  been  of  opinion  that  hy 
opposing  the  second  reading  they  would 
have  bad  a  much  larger  majority  than  thej 
actually  obtained,  they  would  have  adopted 
the  more  ordinary  and  usual  course  of  0|^ 
posing  the  second  reading,  and  therrfore 
of  getting  the  opinion  of  Uie  Houae  en  the 
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narili  of  the  meaiare  as  a  whole.  My 
Arm  belief  »  that  they  were  perfectly 
swftra  that  the  second  reading  would  be 
earned;  in  which  case,  instead  of  ya^^ue 
generalities,  they  would  hare  been  called 
upon  to  deal  with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
one  by  one,  not  only  condemninjir  them,  but 
itoting  what  provisions  they  would  propose 
iMtead.  From  that  attempt  they  shrunk; 
knowing  probably  that  it  would,  if  made, 
have  exposed  the  wide  differences  of  opin- 
ion existing  among  those  who  please  to  call 
Iheniselfes  the  united  Liberal  party.  I  say, 
therefore,  it  is  not  the  question  of  the  Re- 
form Bill  which  went  to  the  country  ;  and 
it  is  extraordinary  on  how  small  a  number 
•f  bastings,  reform  was  made  a  prominent 
rabfeet  of  discussion.  The  question  put 
to  the  coantry  was,  "  Are  you  prepared  in 
the  present  state  of  parties  to  give  such  a 
•npport  to  the  present  Ministry  as  will  en- 
able  them  to  carry  on  satisfactorily  the 
gofernment  of  the  country ;  or  will  you 
extend  that  support  to  any  other  Qovern- 
ment  f  *'  My  Lords,  the  result  is  before 
yon.  Undoabtedly,  it  is  not  entirely  satis- 
fisetory,  and  still  leaYcs  the  Ministry  in  a 
poeltion  of  weakness  which  is  not  desirable 
for  any  Govemmgit.  But,  with  regard  to 
foreign  policy  and  foreign  affairs  my  ex- 
perience in  the  past,  my  confidence  in  the 
eharacter  of  my  countrymen,  leaves  me  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  in  the  course  we  have 
annoonced  and  are  determined  to  pursue 
we  shall  have  a  general  support  quite  suffi- 
cient to  show  to  all  the  nations  of  the  Con- 
tinent that  upon  that  subject,  at  all  events, 
there  is  no  difference  of  opinion  which  can 
give  to  the  enemies  of  this  country  the 
slightest  chance  of  success  from  our  divi- 
sions. Undoubtedly,  there  have  been  ex- 
pressions of  individual  opinion  —  expres- 
sions which  indi^dual  Members  may  be 
perfectly  justified  in  making  use  of  in  their 
private  capacity  —  indicative  of  sympathy 
for  one  or  the  other  of  the  contending 
parties  in  the  present  strife.  But  with 
personal  sympathies  a  Government  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  ;  and  upon  that 
question  I  am  sure  you  will  expect  and 
will  require  me  to  speak  with  the  utmost 
reserve.  I  have  never,  however,  concealed 
my  opinions  on  the  subject.  I  have  always 
stated  that  if  this  were  a  question  of  an 
Italian  or  any  other  nation  seeking  to 
emancipate  itself  by  its  own  efforts  from 
the  control  of  a  foreign  Power  which  had 
long  been  the  object  of  its  aversion,  and 
wtSang  to  establish  instead  of  arbitrary 
goreniment  a  system  more  approaching 


those  liberal  institutions  with  which  we 
are  blessed  in  this  country,  the  private 
sympathy  of  every  Englishman  would  be 
for  the  success  of  such  an  attempt.  But, 
my  Lords,  is  that  in  any  sense  the  case  in 
the  present  struggle  in  Italy?  Is  that  the 
struggle  of  a  nation  seeking  to  emancipate 
itself  by  its  own  efforts  from  foreign  con* 
trol,  and  to  substitute  for  arbitrary  govern- 
ment liberal  and  free  institutions  ?  Even 
if  it  were  so,  whatever  might  be  our  sym- 
pathies, we  are  bound  by  treaties  and  by 
international  obligations  which  would  not 
enable  us  to  give  an  active  effect  to  those 
sympathies.  But  I  must  say^  with  almost 
all  who  have  spoken  on  this  subject,  that, 
while  we  cannot  view  with  approval  the 
course  of  conduct  which  has  been  pursued 
by  Austria — while  I  have  no  sympathy  with 
Austrian  rule  or  with  the  Austrian  form 
of  government — this  is  a  war  undertaken 
under  false  pretences;  it  is  a  war,  not  for 
the  freedom  and  liberation  of  Italy  ;  it 
is  one  in  which  unfortunately  Sardinia 
has  taken  the  lead  in  forcing  upon  Italy^ 
thereby,  as  I  have  stated  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, seriously  damaging  that  cause  of 
constitutional  Government  which  we  the 
friends  of  Sardinia  earnestly  desire  to  see 
tried  and  prosper  there,  and  showing  that 
a  Government  with  free  institutions  may 
not  be  less  aggressive,  not  less  ambitious 
of  aggrandizement,  not  less  prone  to  dis- 
turb the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  its  neigh- 
bours than  the  most  arbitrary  despotism. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  blame  rests  on  one 
side  or  the  other  in  this  unhappy  contest ; 
but  neither  on  the  one  side  nor  the  other 
was  there  any  sufficient  ground  for  incur- 
ring all  the  horrors  of  war,  and  had  both 
been  so  disposed  there  existed  no  practi- 
cal difficulties  which  might  have  not  been 
solved  by  friendly  negotiation.  Indepen- 
dently, therefore,  of  any  cause  which  may 
be  involved  in  the  struggle,  this  country 
cannot  feel  sympathy  with  either  party ; 
it  cannot  be  anxious  for  the  success  or  the 
defeat  of  one  side  or  the  other,  except  as 
that  success  or  defeat  may  lead  to  future 
complications  or  to  consequences  which  it 
is  hard  to  foresee.  As  wo  are  at  present 
advised,  and  in  the  present  state  of  the 
contest,  I  hold  it  to  be  the  imperative  duty 
of  this  countrv  to  maintain  that  which  from 
the  first  I  have  announced  to  be  the  policy 
of  the.  Government — namely,  a  strict  and 
impartial  neutrality  between  the  two  con- 
tending parties.  But  unhappily,  my  Lords, 
a  position  of  neutrality  is  exposed  to  so 
much  snspieion,  it  involves  a  conn  try  which 
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faiHy  And  impurtiallT  carries  it  oat  in  so 
many  possibilities  of  giving  offence  to  ono 
of  the  contending  parties,  the  obligations 
arising  from  such  a  struggle  as  is  now 
going  on  are  so  impossible  to  be  fore- 
seen, and  may  perhaps  be  so  extensive, 
that  the  statesman  would  be  mad  who 
with  this  war  raging  around  him,  deter- 
mined as  he  might  be  to  maintain  a  strict 
neutrality,  did  not  feel  it  his  bounden 
doty  by  fitting  preparations  to  place  this 
country  in  a  position  of  security.  And  I 
believe  that  as  your  Lordships,  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  the  country  are 
unanimous  in  the  opinion  that  neutrality 
is  the  only  policy  for  the  GoTcrnment  to 
pursue,  they  will  be  equally  of  opinion  that 
the  only  species  of  neutrality  which  can 
hope  to  be  respected  and  to  give  influence 
to  our  future  counsels  must  be  an  armed 
neutrality — armed,  not  for  purposes  of  ag- 
gression, but  for  purposes  of  protection  to 
our  shores  and  the  vindication  of  our  na- 
tional honour.  Do  you  ask  me  if  I  have 
any  proximate  fear  of  invasion  ?  I  say 
none  whatever.  I  do  not  think  there  was 
ever  a  time  when  this  country  was  more 
free  from  the  threat  or  alarm  of  immediate 
invasion ;  but  when  I  see  the  armaments 
and  fleets  which  other  countries  are  col- 
lecting and  remember  the  power  which  they 
would  have  in  their  hands  in  case  of  any 
unexpected  quarrel,  when  I  remember  that 
there  is  a  possibility  of  this  country  being 
materially  injured  almost  beforo  it  1ms 
time  to  make  preparation,  I  do  say  it  is 
the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament — a  duty 
which  I  believe  will  be  cheerfully  performed 
— to  place  this  country,  and  more  especially 
its  naval  forces,  upon  a  footing  more  com- 
mensurate with  the  great  interests  involved 
than  has  been  the  case  for  some  years 
past.  Without  intending  to  cast  any  im- 
putation upon  those  who  preceded  us,  I 
must  say  that  when  we  succeeded  to  office 
wo  found  the  navy  in  a  state  of  weakness, 
decrepitude,  and  absolute  impotence,  which 
was  by  no  means  creditable  to  this  country, 
and  was  not  even  safe  for  its  interests  and 
independence.  From  the  gesture  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville),  I  infer 
that  he  believes  mo  on  a  former  occasion  to 
have  expressed  a  different  opinion.  Ho  is 
quite  mistaken.  Upon  that  occasion  I  did 
not  say  a  word  as  to  the  state  of  the  navy; 
but,  referring  to  the  condition  of  the  army 
in  1852  and  1858,  I  said  that  the  efforts 
which  had  been  made  reflected  great  credit 
on  that  Department.  About  the  navy  I 
uttered  not  a  word,  tlunking  that  the  less 
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said  about  it  the  better.  Bat  if  noble  Lohb 
would  only  take  the  trouble  to  look  into  a 
paper  which  has  been  pabliahed  in  tks 
]  course  of  the  present  year,  and  wfaieh 
emanated  from  a  Secret  Committee  ij^ 
'  pointed  by  me  at  the  commenoemeBt  of 
:  this  year  to  inquire  into  the  compnratift 
!  state  of  the  British  and  foreign  Mifiea,  I 
I  think  they  will  see  in  the  coorae  of  that  in- 
quiry, whieh  went  into  the  moot  minnti 
details,  matter  for  very  teriona  oonaidera* 
tion,  and  such  as  will  show  them  thnt  oar 
efforts  can  hardly  be  too  great  to  plaoe  tbe 
navy  on  a  better  footing.  I  will  not  go 
into  detail,  but  any  of  your  Lordshipa  who 
will  take  the  trouble  to  examine  the  Beport 
of  this  Committee  will  find  in  it  matter  not, 
perhaps,  for  alarm,  but  for  the  moat  anxi- 
ous consideration.  I  do  not  doubt  that  ia 
the  present  state  of  affairs  any  demand 
which  the  Government  may  mako  npon  the 
Ilouse  of  Commona  will  be  met  wichoot  a 
dissentient  voice;  and  I  zely» .  with  .1^ 
samo  confidence  that  Her  Majesty  has 
expressed  in  Her  Boyal  Speech,  upon  the 
cordial  concurrence  of  Parliament  in  those 
measures  which  we  have  already  taken 
upon  ourselves  to  adopt  for  the  inereasp  of 
tho  naval  forces  of  this  epnntry  bojood  tbe 
means  sanctioned  by  Parliament,  as  wdl 
as  in  the  other  credit  for  whieh  it  will  be 
our  duty  at  no  distant  period  to  oall.  Ify 
Lords,  as  no  Amendment  haa  been  moved 
and  no  objection  taken  to  any  ono  para- 
graph of  the  Royal  Speech,  I  ought  per- 
haps to  apologise  for  having  detained  joar 
Lordships  at  the  length  I  have  me. 
We  are  now  entering  posaiUj  npon  an 
important  Session  of  rarliament.  If  in 
the  course  of  the  present  week  it  ihoald 
be  proved,  by  the  result  of  the  diseos- 
sions,  which  are  now  taking  p1aee»  net 
only  that  we  do  not  possess  the  oonfidenee 
of  the  country,  but  that  there  ia  another 
party  who  have  satisfied  themaelvea  that 
thoy  are  moro  able  efficiently  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  legislation  and  of  the  Execn- 
tivo  Government,  I  can  only  aay  that  I 
shall  lay  down  with  far  more  pleasure  than 
I  took  it  up  the  heavy  responsibility  which 
presses  upon  me,  and,  so  far  aa  my  prin- 
ciples and  sense  of  duty  will  enable  me« 
shall  give  my  cordial  and  earneat  anpport 
to  any  Administration  by  whieh  tho  present 
Government  may  be  replaced.  On  the 
othor  hand,  should,  as  I  confidently  antictr 
pate,  the  vote  of  the  Houae  of  Oommont 
be  to  show  that  the  proaont  OevorfltaMnCy 
as  compared  with  any  other  that  oooM  lie 
formed,  possesses  the  ooolElopM.  jAl)^ 


n        AMrm  l»  Amwer  to         {  Juke  7, 1859  {       ibr  MajeH^'i  SpMch.       98 


•BthbA  ia  the  nipport  of  Parliament,  I 
■iMfc  hftil  with  satift&oiion  the  assurance 
wkUk  w«  hftTO  received  from  the  noble 
Bad  op|kotite-«-*an  assnranoe  which  is  in 
ftaaorduoe  with  his  general  frank  and 
koiMNmble  eondaot — that  there  would  be 
■p.attampt  made  bj  those  who  are  poHti- 
dalJj  opiposed  to  ns  to  offer  us  any  factious 
oppOBliony  or  to  canse  us  any  unnecessary 
•Dihanafanient.  Aboye  all,  my  Lords,  I 
an  siirey  from  one  side  of  the  House  to 
Ab  other  will  be  re-echoed  the  sentiment 
ttat  wlMn  the  public  interests  are  at  stake, 
cod  when  a  formidable  danger  threatens, 
att  lente  of  party  will  be  lost  in  the  deter- 
JDination  effooti?ely  to  support  the  Govern- 
xiMt  of  the  day  in  maintaining  the  in- 
ftaroata.  lecuring,  it  may  be,  the  peace, 
hoi  if  not,  then  in  supporting  by  arms  the 
iaiiiaiioe  and  the  power  of  England. 
:  Adites^  agreed  tOt  Nemine  DissefUiente  ; 
and  Ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jMjr  bj  the  Lords  with  White  Stayes. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

to  

...The  LOBD Bedesdale appointed,  Nemine 
JHeeemHenie,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Com- 
mtteea  of  this  House  for  this  Session. 

•  THE  REPRBSENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR 

SCOTLAND. 

.  The  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  acquaint- 
ed the  House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Par- 
liaments had  received,  by  post,  from  the 
Deputy  Keeper  of  the  Records  of  Scot- 
land (pursuant  to  Act), 

Minutes  of  Election  of  the  Sixteen  Peers 
of  Scotland,  10th  May,  1859  ;  and  also 

Return  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments, 
hy  the  Clerks  of  Session,  concerning  Titles 
d  Peers  called  at  said  Election  : 

The  same  were  Ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

House  Adjourned  at  balf-past  Eleven 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  June  7,  1859. 

Mnnms].  Nsw  Mxxbiiui  Swobn. — Several  Mem- 
b«n  took  and  subMmbed  tbo  Oath  ;  and  seve- 
yal  lfamb«rt  profeising  the  Roman  Catholic 
Rflligioii*  iwA  and  sabseribed  the  Roman  Ca- 
ibolio  Oath ;  Several  other  Members  took  and  i 
fobMribed  the  Oath. 

?0L.  CLIY.  [thibd  aEBiES.] 


The  House  mot,-^at  One  o'clock. 

Message  to  attend  Iler  Majesty. 

The  House  went ; — and  being  returned, 

OPERATIONS  IN  INDIA.— THE  VOTE  0? 

THANKS. 

LETTER  OP  ACKNOWLEDGMENT  PROM  SIB 

JOITN  LAWBBNCE. 

Mr.  speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  ho  had  received  from  the  right  hen. 
Sir  John  Lawrence,  Baronet,  G.C.B.,  a 
Letter  in  return  to  the  Thanks  of  this 
House,  communicated  to  him  in  obedience 
to  their  commands  of  the  14th  day  of 
April  last. 

Letter  read. 

Outlawries  Bill,  **  for  the  more  effec- 
tually preventing  Clandestine  Outlawries/' 
read  I^ 

HER  MAJESTY'S  SPEECH. 

Mr.  speaker  reported,  That  the 
House  had  this  day  attended  Her  Ma- 
jesty in  the  House  of  Peers,  when  Her 
Majesty  was  pleased  to  make  a  most 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  of  which  Mr. 
Speaker  said  he  had,  for  greater  accuracy, 
obtained  a  copy :  which  ho  read  to  the 
House. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MAJESTY'S 

SPEECH. 

AMENDMENT. — (FIRST  NIGHT.) 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  :  I  rise.  Sir,  to 
move  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  in  answer  to  the  gracious 
Speech  which  the  House  has  just  heard, 
and  in  doing  so  I  stand  greatly  in  need  of 
that  indulgence  which  the  House  always 
extends  to  those  who  address  it  for  the 
first  time.  Not  only  is  this  the  first  time 
I  have  had  the  honour  of  addressing  this 
House,  but  it  is  the  first  occasion  on  which 
I  ever  assisted  at  a  debate.  The  state  of 
Europe  is  now  very  different  from  what  it 
was  when  the  dissolution  of  Porliament 
took  place.  At  that  time  every  effort  was 
being  made  to  preserve  that  peace  which 
has  since  been  broken,  and  war  is  now,  as 
the  House  is  too  well  aware,  unfortunately 
raging  in  one  of  the  most  fertile  portions 
of  Europe.  I  believe  that  in  accordance 
with  the  words  that  have  fallen  from  Her 
Majesty,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have 
endeavoured  to  preserve  that  peace,  and 
they  have  been  assisted  in  those  endeavours 
by  one  of  the  ablest  diplomatists  of  the 
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present  day — I  mean  Lord  Cowley,  ond  I 
nlso  believe  that  nothing  was  left  untried 
to  prevent  the  state  of  things  that  has  un- 
happily arisen.  I  have  been  told,  and  I 
have  likewise  seen  it  stated  in  the  pub- 
lic prints,  that  nn  accusation  would  bo 
brought  against  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  it  had  not  preserved  peace,  and 
that  through  its  means  the  inflaence  of 
England  hnd  been  diminished  on  the  Con- 
tinent. Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  this  was  a 
Tcry  unfair  accusation.  I  cannot,  of  course, 
tell  what  would  have  happened  if  other 
Gentlemen  had  had  the  conduct  of  affairs, 
but  this  at  least  I  know,  that  the  present 
Government  has  done  everything  that  lay 
In  its  power.  It  must  likewise  be  remem- 
bered, that  the  hands  of  Ministers  wore 
tied  by  the  strictness  of  that  neutrality  for 
which  the  people  of  this  country  have  so 
emphatically  declared  ;  and  it  was  impos- 
sible, under  such  circumstances,  for  us  to 
have  the  influence  which  we  might  have 
had  if  it  had  been  known  that  our  Govern- 
ment, under  certain  circumstances,  could 
have  entered  into  the  contest.  I  therefore 
maintain  that  the  country  having  decided 
most  emphatically  upon  neutrality,  it  was 
impossible  to  avoid  a  certain  loss  of  in- 
fluence in  the  progress  of  the  struggle. 

Undoubtedly  in  the  present  state  of 
Europe  there  is  much  to  deplore.  We 
see  three  nations  now  engaged  in  a  san- 
guinary struggle.  Every  telegram  brings 
us  news  of  some  battle,  or  at  least  some 
skirmish.  We  have  accounts  every  day  of 
the  ravoges  of  war — of  a  war  that  is  car- 
ried on  upon  a  scale  that  reminds  us  of 
the  wars  of  the  First  Napoleon.  Well, 
Sir,  what  are  the  nations  taking  part  in 
this  war  ?  In  the  first  place,  if  wc  cast  a 
glance  at  the  nations  taking  a  part  in  the 
struggle,  we  see  the  Italian  nation — or  at 
least  if  not  the  Italian  nation,  a  number 
of  kindred  races — panting  for  that  liberty 
which  they  have  never  enjoyed,  never,  that 
is,  since  the  time  I  may  almost  say  of  the 
ancient  Roman  Empire.  They  did  cer- 
tainly once  enjoy  a  shadow  of  liberty — or 
rather  it  was  not  liberty,  but  licence — and 
they  wish  to  know  what  that  liberty  is 
which  we  enjoy,  and  which,  perhaps,  no 
nation  ever  more  fully  enjoyed  than  our- 
selves. Then,  Sir,  there  is  France.  I  am 
not  about  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  this 
struggle.  I  take  facts  as  I  find  them  ; 
and  1  find  that  France  has  taken  upon 
herself  the  duty  of  assisting  these  Italian 
nations.  She  is  actually  engaged  in  as- 
sisting them  In  the  acquisition  <»f  :\  liberty 
Mr,  A.  F,  Egerlon 


which  she  does  not  enjoy  herself.  Now 
let  us  look  to  the  third  Power.  There  is 
Austria,  for  whom,  in  spito  of  her  many 
shortcoming^,  England  must  have  great 
respect,  in  consequence  of  the  part  she 
took  in  the  great  continental  struggle 
which  ended  in  1815.  I  do  not»  Sir,  at- 
tempt to  defend  the  course  taken  by 
Austria  with  respect  to  Italy  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  struggle ;  but  there  ii 
this  to  be  said  in  her  favour,  that  she 
holds  her  possessions  in  Italy  by  the  very 
same  title  that  we  hold  most  of  our  Colo- 
nies and  dependencies  abroad.  It  is  not 
my  intention  to  go  into  the  juUiee  of 
this  struggle.  I  leave  that  to  the  casuists 
to  decide.  They  may  settle  whether  the 
wishes  of  nations  or  the  force  of  treaties 
are  to  be  the  strongest.  I  belioTO  onr 
duty  is  to  consider  what  was  the  actual 
state  of  things  which  existed,  and  to  deal 
with  the  state  of  things  as  they  existed. 

There  is  one  other  nation,  of  whuh  we 
know  but  little.  I  allude  of  course  to 
Russia.  We  have,  indeed,  the  asauranoe 
Her  Majesty  has  given  us  that  she  is  at 
peace  with  all  nations,  but  we  know  not 
what  course  Russia  will  take ;  but  I  hope 
that  she  will  take  the  same  coarse  as  oor- 
selves,  and  remain  absolutely  neutral.  It 
was  with  the  greatest  pleasare  that  I  heard 
the  announcement  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
that  the  policy  of  this  country  was  abso- 
lute neutrality.  It  is  true  that  England 
cannot,  like  a  surgeon  in  a  difficult  opera- 
tion, stand  by  and  coldly  criticise  the  ope- 
rator and  tho  patient.  We  must,  when  we 
read  of  the  state  of  excitement  in  which  * 
the  public  mind  is  at  present,  we  mmt 
have  mingled  feelings  when  the  news  is 
brought  to  us  of  exciting  battles ;  we  can 
feel  pity  for  the  people  whose  houses  aie 
rifled,  and  for  all  the  miseries  incidental 
to  war.  We  can  feel  admiration  for  the 
valour  and  devotion  displayed  by  the 
French  and  Sardinians,  and  also  for  that 
displayed  by  the  Austrians.  But  here  onr 
duty  is  very  plain.  We  have  no  interest 
in  this  struggle.  We  have  nothing  to  do 
but  to  look  on  ;  and  I  trust,  whatever  else 
may  occur,  nothing  will  take  place  to 
cause  us  to  be  mixed  up  with  the  straggle 
in  any  way  whatever.  If  it  is  true  that 
in  this  war  between  France  and  Aastria, 
Austria  is  backed  by  tho  whole  public 
opinion  of  Central  Germany,  we  cannot 
tell  what  may  be  tho  result.  It  la  im- 
possible for  any  person  to  foresee  the- con- 
clusion of  the  present  stmggle.  And, 
therefore,  in   my   opinion   Her  Mfljesty's 
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JUBMttm  hATe  taken  the  right  course  in 
strengtbeaiiig  by  erery  mode  in  their 
power. ibe  defeoeet  of  the  country ;  and 
there  is  bo  reaaon  4e  doubt  bint  that  they 
will  be  backed  up  in  the  course  they  have 
taken  by  public  support.  1  believe,  whether 
tiMy  lemain  in  office — irhich  I  trust  they 
vill  do— or  whether  they  are  succeeded  by 
others,  that,  at  least,  in  this  respect,  the 
measarea  that  have  been  taken  will  be 
aarried  out  by  their  successors  to  the  ut- 
aioet. 

There  ii  an  old  maxim — Si  vis  paceniy 
para  hMum;  and  on  this  maxim  it  is  satis- 
fiMtary  to  know  that  the  Ooyernment  have 
aelad.  I  have  seen  with  pleasure  the 
auooneenient  that  our  fleet  has  been 
atrsngthened  in  a  Tory  material  degree.  I 
belioTe  there  is  no  doubt  that  we  have  a 
aqnadron  in  the  Mediterranean  that  can 
•ope  with  anything  that  can  be  brought 
agamat  it.  We  shall  soon  have  also  a 
Cmanael  fleet,  which  will  add  greatly  to 
iha  power  and  dignity  of  the  country  what- 
over  attitude  she  may  take,  but  which,  I 
.  tmat,  will  only  be  required  for  harmless 
diaplay  and  complimentary  salutes.  There 
waa  one  measure  that  was  alluded  to  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  to  which  I  must 
advert-— I  mean  the  manning  of  the  navy. 
I  trust  that  measure  will  secure  to  the 
nation  a  permanent  body  of  sailors,  and 
4bat  we  shall  not  again  hear  of  hastily- 
manned  ships  and  imperfectly  supplied 
fleets.  All  these  measures  doubtless  cost 
money,  but  I  think  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the  country  will  bear  any  weight  of  ex- 
penie  that  may  be  deemed  necessary  for 
aoeh  purposes.  It  is  very  satisfactory  to 
know  that  the  state  of  the  trade  and 
finances  of  the  country  is  very  prosperous, 
and  aa  £ar.  Sir,  as  my  own  experience  goes 
in  the  county  I  have  the.  honour  to  be  con- 
nected with  (Lancashire),  trade  has  not 
suffered,  or  not  suffered  in  any  material  de- 
gree, from  the  present  state  of  continental 
affairs.  Therefore,  as  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  has  increased,  and  is  increasing,  I 
think  we  may  hope  that  nothing  will  occur 
to  prevent  or  interrupt  that  prosperity. 

Sir, — There  is  one  other  leading  feature, 
I  may  call  it,  in  Her  Majesty's  speech,  and 
that  is  the  question  of  reform.  I  know 
not  what  may  be  the  feeling  of  the  Ilouse 
on  this  question.  Not  having  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  Member  of  the  last 
Parliament,  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss 
what  then  took  place  with  regard  to  re- 
fonn  ;  but  in  my  humble  opinion  I  must 
eigr  that  in  the  present  state  of  affairs  I 


think  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  wise  in 
postponing  the  discussion  of  that  question 
until  another  Session.  We  have  now,  I 
believe,  only  about  seven  weeks  in  which 
to  settle  the  finances  of  the  country  and 
the  rest  of  the  necessary  business  of  Par- 
liament. Supposing,  then,  that  any  mea- 
sure of  reform  were  brought  in,  I  presume 
it  could  not  come  before  the  country  till 
about  three  weeks  ;  then  the  discussion  at 
that  stage  of  the  Session  could  hardly  be 
such  as  the  measure  would  require.  It 
would  bo  impossible  to  look  into  the  details 
in  a  manner  which  the  country  would  be 
satisfied  with.  I  am  therefore  of  opinion 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  shown 
a  wise  discretion  in  stating  that  this  mea- 
sure of  reform  will  be  considered  in  the 
next  Session.  I  shall  not  discuss  the 
character  of  that  measure  till  it  is  brought 
forward.  But  I  have  reason  to  believe  that 
there  certainly  will  be  in  it  a  diminution  of 
the  borough  franchise.  I  do  not  know  what 
it  is  intended  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
counties,  but  as  far  as  my  opinion  goes  I 
should  wish  to  have,  to  a  certain  extent,  a 
diminution  of  the  franchise  for  both  coun- 
ties and  boroughs.  I  think  tho  objects  of 
such  measures  should  be,  as  they  have 
been  ^proclaimed  before  the  country,  to  give 
the  working  classes  a  share  of  the  electoral 
franchise.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  dis- 
cuss  this  question  further;  but  I  trust  that 
when  the  measure  is  brought  forward, 
which  wc  have  in  a  manner  promised  to  us, 
it  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  country,  and 
that  although  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  may 
not  perhaps  take  counsel  with  the  extreme 
party  in  the  country,  they  may  still,  I 
trustj  be  able  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
which  will  settle  this  highly  important 
question  for  many  years  to  come.  For 
myself,  I  should  wish  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion satisfactorily  during  this  Session  ;  but 
I  think  it  is  impossible,  and  I  give  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  credit  for  really  wish- 
ing to  settle  it  in  a  manner  that  will  he 
satisfactory. 

Now,  Sir,  these  arc  the  salient  points  of 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.  I  do  not  know 
much  of  tiio  new  measures  that  will  be 
brought  forward.  I  believe  the  measure 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  So* 
licitor  General  of  the  last  Session  will  he 
again  brought  forward,  and  that  this  will 
be  one  of  the  first  to  be  introduced.  I  am 
not  at  present  aware  what  other  measures 
will  come  before  us.  We  are  told  that  we 
are  threatened  with  an  Amendment  to* 
night.     Now,    I   know   not   whether   this 
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Amendment  must  be  conBidercd  ns  a  gene- 
ral attiick,  or  h  what  I  may  term  a  recon- 
nuisance  en  force.     The  enemy  may,  per- 
haps,  only  show  their  strength  and  then 
retire.     I  know  not  what  their  tactics  may 
be.     If  it  sliould  be  a  general  attack,   I 
think,  without  anticipating  at  all  what  our 
opponents  are  able  to  say,  that  that  attack 
can  only  assume  two  linos — one  of  them 
an  attack  on  the  past  policy  of  the  Mi- 
nistry ;  the  other  an  attack  on  their  present 
policy,  and  on  what  they  are  supposed  to 
be  about  to  do.     Now,  with  regard  to  the 
past,  I  think  it  is  not  a  part  of  my  duty, 
standing  in  the  position  in  which  I  stand, 
to  defend  them.     I  believe  they  aro  per- 
fectly competent  to  defend  tliemselves,  and 
that  the  defence  will  be  equal  to  the  attack. 
But,  then,  with  regard  to  their  present  and 
their  future  policy,  we  have  all  kinds  of 
vague  accusations.     One  of  those  accusa- 
tion  is   that   they   are  compromising  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  country  ;  another 
is  that  is  it  contrary  to  their  principles  to 
preserve  the  neutrality  of  the  nation  in  the 
existing  struggle  ;    a   third  accusation  is 
that  it  is  impossible  that  they  can  bring 
forward  again  a  measure  of  reform  that  will 
bo  satisfactory  to  the  country.     With  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  neutrality,  why  is  it 
supposed  that  the  present  Governraent  can- 
not preserve  a  strictly  impartial  neutrality  ? 
I  cannot  see  any  ground  whatever  for  such 
a  suggestion.     I  can  imaghie  that  if  some 
of  our  opponents  had  been  on  this  side  of 
the  House,   such  accusations  might  have 
been  preferred  against  them  on  very  good 
grounds.     If  we  look  back  to  1848-0,  some 
of  us  will   remember   that   sentiments  of 
sympathy  were  expressed  with  the  Italian 
Republics.      I   can   remember   when   the 
Duke  of  Genoa's  flag  was  saluted  by  llcr 
Majesty  vessels,  whether  by  the  order  of 
the  Government  or  not  I  am  not  aware, 
but  the  act  showed  a  belief  that  offairs  in 
Italy  might  settle  themselves  after  a  re> 
publican   fashion.     I    humbly   think   that 
if  the  noble  Lord  who  was  then  Minister 
of  Foreign  Affairs,  was   at  this  time  on 
this   side   of  the  House   in  the   post   of 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  there 
would  immediately  be  on  the  Continent  a 
wide-spread  belief  that  our  sympathy,  and 
onr  active  sympathy,  would  be  exerted  on 
behalf  of  the  Italians  ;  and  therefore  I  be- 
lieve that  the  hands  of  all  those  who  wished 
for  war  would  bo  very  much  strengthened. 
It  is  said  that  the  present  Ministers  pos- 
sess an  Austrian  sympathy,     I  do  not  know 
whether  they  have ;  but  this  1  do  say, 
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I  nothing  has  passed  to  show  that  they  have. 
I  believe.  Sir,  that  they,  as  well  as  other 
men,  are  honestly  intending  to  preserve, 
and  that  they  will  preserve,  that  strict 
neutrality  which  they  have  promised  us,  as 
long  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  and  that 
more  could  not  be  said  of  any  set  of  gentle- 
men who  may  happen  to  hold  the  reins  of 
Government. 

With  regard,  then,  to  the  question  of 

.  reform,  doubtless  the  extreme  party  both 
in  and  out  of  the  House  may  have  no  con- 
fidence whatever  in  the  Government  in  that 
respect,  and  it  is  very  natural  that  thej 
should  not ;  but  I  cannot  see  why  the  coun- 
try in  general  is  to  be  identified  with  that 
extreme  party.  Supposing  we  have  a  divi*' 
sion  on  the  question  which  we  are  now 
discussing,  it  remains  to  be  seen  what  the 
feeling  of  this  House  is  as  to  the  qaestioo 
of  reform  ;  and  I  am  convinced  Uiat  the 
general  feeling  throughout  the  ooantry  it 
in  favour  of  a  moderate  measure  of  reform* 
I  believe,  also,  that  if  a  moderate  measure 
is  to  be  brought  in.  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters are  the  men  to  bring  it  in.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  longer.  I  have  discuss- 
ed the  salient  points  in  Her  Hajesty'i 
Speech  very  lamely,  I  fear ;  but  1  thank 
the  House  for  the  attention  with  which 
they  have  listened  to  me,  and  I  will  noir 
conclude  by  reading  the  Address  in  reply 
to  Her  Majesty's  most  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne. 

The  hon.  Member  then  moved. 

"  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  Hsr 
Majesty,  to  convoy  to  Her  Majei^  the  Thanks  of 
this  IIouso  for  Her  M^etty's  Most  Qnoioui 
Spocoh  from  tho  Throno : 

"  To  thank  Ilcr  Majesty  for  informing  us  thst 
Ilor  Majesty  has  with  satisfiuition  availed  HenMl( 
in  tho  present  anxious  state  of  public  aflkirs»ofthe 
advioo  of  Ilor  Parliament,  which  Her  Mi^jesty  hu 
summoned  with  the  least  possible  delay  : 

"  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  having  directed 
that  Papers  should  bo  laid  before  Ui,  flrom  whisk 
wo  shall  learn  how  earnest  and  uneaasiqg  have 
been  Ilor  Majesty's  endeavours  to  preserve  the 
IKjace  of  Europe : 

"  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majsmtf  that  we  ys^ 
take  in  Her  Majesty's  regret  that  those  —dee 
vours  have  unhappily  foiled,  and  that  War  hss 
been  declared  between  Franee.  and  8ardiais  •■ 
ono  side,  and  Anstria  on  the  other : 

"  To  express  our  gratification  'at  leanilBf  tbift 
Her  Majesty,  receiving  assurances  of  Menlitt^ 
from  both  the  contending  parties,  intendsie^Hiii^ 
tain  between  them  a  strict  and  Impsortiid'HIhiM* 
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Utr ;  and  (iMt  Hot  U^Mt;  bopM,  nith  God'R  m- 
MttMM,  to  prMerrc  to  Her  People  the  Ueasisga 
of  aontinnBd  peaee : 

"  Hnmblj  to  (hank  Her  Msjcaty  for  informing 
m  that,  Mniideiing  the  present  stste  or  Europe, 
Hn  Mfjestj  hu  deemed  it  ncceisar;^,  for  tha  so- 
euritjr  of  Oer  HBJ«st;'>  Dominiona  and  the  honour 
of  Hbf  Uajeitr'a  Crown,  to  increau  Her  Majcg- 
tf'i  NiTkl  Forcea  to  an  nmount  exceeding  that 
whiah  tuia  been  aanetioned  bj  Tarliament ; 

"Hufflblj  to  aaaui'o  Her  Mnjcaty.that  HerMa- 
JMlf  majr  rel;  with  oonfidenco  on  our  cordial  con- 
iBrnnee  in  this  preontitionnr;  menauro  of  dcfen- 
•in  policy: 

"  To  tbank  Her  Majeitj  for  infonuiDg  us.  Chat 
tteXisgof  theTwo  SioUits  haTing  announced  to 
Bar  llaJMty  Un  death  of  Uio  King  bis  father  and 
U«  vw»  Mcettion,  Um  Majesty  Itaa  thought  fit,  in 
omMttwith  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  to  renew 
Ber  H^jeitj'a  diplomatio  ititcrcoarac  with  the 
Court  of  Naples,  which  had  been  suspended  dur- 
ing the  late  ns\gn : 

"  Hambtj  to  eipresa  ourgnttiflcntion  nt  Icam- 
ingfrom  Her  Majeety  that  all  Her  Majeslj'a  other 
Foreign  Relation!  continue  on  n  perfectly  aatia- 
bctory  footing  -. 

"To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  having  dircclcd  that 
tlM  Eatimates  for  the  jeer,  for  which  proviaion 
hai  not  bceo  made  by  tho  late  I'arliamcnt,  aball  bo 
bnmediately  laid  before  ua,  together  with  such 
tapplementary  Eatimates  as  present  ciroumstanees 
render  indispensably  necesanry  for  Ibo  public  ser- 
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o  convoy  to  Hoc  Majeaty  our  huniblo  thanks 
(at  ba^DgdirGcted  n  Bill  to  bo  prepircd  forgiving 
eftot,  M  &r  aa  the  aid  of  Parliament  may  bo  re- 
qnlnd,  to  certain  anggestions  of  tho  Conimis- 
sioner  whom  Her  Majeaty  had  appointed  to  in- 
qlitv  Into  the  beat  modo  of  eSciently  manning 
(ka  Royal  Navy,  and  for  rccontnionding  this  im- 
portant subject  to  our  immediate  attention  : 

"  Hnmbly  to  assure  HerjMajealy  that  we  rejoice 
to  learn  that  meaanrea  of  legal  and  social  ;ni- 
le  progrcas  of  which  was  ncccasnvily 
rvptad  by  the  Dissolution,  will  again  be 
Ironght  ander  our  conaideration  ; 

"Hnmbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  Her  Miyesty  would  with  pleasure  give  Her 
Mriwtj'i  MnotiODto  any  well-consi  Jcred  nicasurc 
far  tte  amendment  of  the  Laws  which  regulnto 
tb*  Ba;raenlation  of  Her  Ui^esty's  People  in 
hrUanant  i  and  humbly  to  lusuro  llor  Majesty 
that,  should  we  b«  of  opinion  tbat  thenoceasity  of 
^flag  oar  inimediat«  attention  to  moaeurcs  of  ur- 
MMf  inlslinj  to  the  defence  and  financial  con- 
^I^  rf  tlM  Country  will  not  leave  ua  suScicnl 
ttm.li>,l«ttalaflng  with  due  deliberation  durbg 


tlu)  present  Session  on  n  subject  at  once  sodlffioult 
and  ao  extensive,  no  trust  to  bo  enabled  at  the 
commencament  of  the  next  Seasion  to  give  our 
earaoit  attention  to  a  queation  of  which  an  early 
and  satisfaotory  settlement  would  be  greatly  to  tho 
public  advantage : 

"  Humbly  to  express  our  gratification  that  Ilcr 
Majesty  feels  assured  that  wo  shall  enter  with 
zeal  and  diligence  on  the  discharge  of  our  I'ariia- 
mcntarj  dutica  ;  and,  in  common  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty, wo  pray  that  the  result  of  our  deliberations 
may  tend  to  sDCurc  to  the  Country  the  contlnusneo 
of  pence  abroad  and  progressive  improvement  at 

Sm  JAMES  ELPniNSTONE:  Sir. 
1  riso  For  i\\a  purpose  uf  Bccondiog  iho 
Motion  whicli  Iiaa  bcei)  so  nbl;  proposed 
bj  iho  lion.  Gcatleiuaii  vrlio  !ibb  just 
spoken ;  but  lie  bns  travelled  so  cuiii- 
pletely  over  the  ground  that  lio  lias  left 
little  for  me  to  do.  It  is  customary,  I  am 
awnrc,  on  tlicse  occasions,  however,  for 
tbc  Seconder  as  well  as  the  Mover  of  tlio 
Address  to  tuuch  upon  the  points  which 
have  been  presented  to  ibo  House  in  Her 
Mnjesty's  Speech,  and  1  have,  therefore, 
to  nsk  the  Ilouso  to  extend  to  me  its  io 
dulgcnce  whilst  I  take  tho  liberty  of  doing 
GO  now.  Sir,  wai'  having  imfortuttatcly 
broken  out  in  a  part  of  Europe,  it  has  be- 
come necessary  for  this  country  to  oasume 
a  distinct  and  precise  paaitiou  with  regaid 
to  the  existing  state  of  alialrs  on  the  Con- 
tinent. The  papers  connected  with  thoso 
events  will,  1  believe,  bo  laid  upon  tho 
table  of  tho  House,  but  until  such  time  as 
that  is  done,  and  wo  are  in  possession  of 
the  ci  re  u  mat  an  CCS  which  have  led  to  this 
extraordinary  position  of  affairs,  it  will  bo 
impossible  to  enter  into  n  discussion  vf  the 
dclails.  At  the  same  time,  however,  vro 
may  bo  perinilled  to  suppose,  from  tho 
fact  that  a  iiobteiuau  of  Lord  Cowley'a 
high  standing,  and  one  bo  completely  in 
tho  cun&donce  of  both  parlies  in  this 
House,  having  been  employed  in  tho  iic- 
gotiuttons  which  took  place,  every  means 
of  maintaining  peace  had  been  exhausted, 
and  every  means  of  conciliaiion  tried,  be- 
faro  the  Austrians  at  last  I'uslicd  into  irar. 
Sir,  tho  attitude  ivhicb  this  country  has 
assumed  is  that  which,  in  my  opinion,  we 
ought  to  easnme  and  maintain  —  tbat  is, 
au  attitude  of  ibo  strielest  neutrality.  I 
feel  confident  that  there  is  no  hou.  Gcu- 
tleinau  in  this  House,  on  either  side  of 
it,  who  would  not  desire  from  the  bottom 
of  hii  heart  to  do  everything  in  his  power 
to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  inba- 
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bitanta  of  Italy;  bat  the  question  which 
wo  have  to  consider  here  is,  not  how 
that  condition  may  bo  ameliorated,  but 
whether  the  Italians  are  likely  to  derive 
any  benefit  from  the  struggle  which  is 
now  going  on  between  the  two  despotisms 
who  are  striving  for  the  mastery  in  that 
country.  In  my  opinion,  Sir,  both  those 
powers  are  equally  despotic  and  equally  so- 
Tere ;  though  the  conaition  of  the  peasant 
is  worse,  perhaps,  under  French  than  un- 
der Austrian  rule.  That,  however,  is  not 
the  question  before  us.  Our  business  is  to 
place  this  country  in  such  a  state  that  we 
may  maintain  that  neutrality  which  appears 
to  be  not  only  tlio  will  of  the  people  but  of 
this  Uouse;  and  to  maintain  it,  moreover, 
with  such  a  degree  of  power  that  if  it 
becomes  necessary  for  us  to  interfere  at 
all  we  shall  interfere  with  that  amount  of 
strength  and  of  force  which  this  country 
ought  always  to  bo  in  a  position  to  put 
forth. 

Sir,  circumstances  have  of  late  years 
entirety  altered  the  position  of  matters  as 
reganis  our  ficot.  The  motive  power  which 
has  hitherto  been  the  means  of  propelling 
our  vessels  has  been  superseded  by  another. 
The  application  of  steam  to  the  navy  has 
materially  altered  the  condition  of  our  fleet 
during;  the  last  few  venrs.  I  shall  not  in- 
quire  whether  the  Government  of  the  day 
were  dilatory  or  not  in  adopting  that  new 
principle  which  it  was  perfectly  clear  must 
eventually  become  tho  ruling  motive  power 
in  navigation  ;  but  the  fact  is,  that  when 
the  Earl  of  Derby's  Government  came  into 
office  the  whole  of  the  Navy  of  Great 
Britain  was  represented  by  some  five-and- 
twenty  sail  of  tho  line  only,  and  in  the 
course  of  the  last  twelve  months  that 
twenty-five  sail  of  the  line,  I  am  happy  to 
say,  has  been  increased  to  fifty.  With  the 
two  ships  which  were  commissioned  yester- 
day, we  have  now  in  commission,  I  be- 
lieve, a  fleet  of  twenty-four  sail  of  the 
line,  besides  a  fleet  of  heavy  frigates  that 
are  nearly  equal  to  ships  of  the  line.  I 
trust  that  we  shall  continue  in  this  course, 
and  that  nothing  will  hereafter  induce  us 
to  permit  the  navy  of  Great  Britain  to  fail 
into  the  weak  and  miserable  condition  in 
which  it  wos  last  year  ;  for  I  believe  that 
very  weakness  of  our  naval  power  has  been 
an  important  element  in  precipitating  hos- 
tilities on  the  Continent.  If  we  had  been 
backed  by  such  a  fleet  as  we  pof^scssed 
in  the  year  1792,  when  we  had  eighty-eight 
Mil  of  the  line  in  eommiMioD,  and  130  sail 
of  the  line  in  all^if  we  had  been  backed 
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np  by  one-hnlf  that  force — I  do  fiat  believe 
that  hostilities  wonld  ha?e  been  deelared 
between  Austria  and  France. 

Tho  dissolution  of  the  late  Parliament 
naturally  cut  short  a  great  manj  usefol 
measures  which  I  trust  will  now  be  revived; 
and  I  am  happy  to  learn  from  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  that  a  Bill  is  to  be  brought  in, 
founded  upon  the  iReport  of  tho  Commis- 
sioners on  manning  the  navy.  It  is,  of 
course,  impossible  for  me  to  say  how  far 
that  Bill  is  to  go  ;  but  this  I  will  say,  that 
the  Report  which,  with  the  single  exception 
of  my  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland (Mr.  Lindsay)  was  unanimoosly 
adopted  by  the  Commissioners^  embodies  a 
system  which,  in  my  belief,  it  will  be  a 
matter  of  the  highest  importance  to  the 
country,  should  be  carried  out  in  its  mi- 
nutest details.  The  principal  improvement 
of  the  system  which  it  recommoDds  is  the 
education  of  boys  for  the  navy,  and  you  may 
depend  upon  it,  that  is  the  only  means  by 
which  we  can  recruit  and  maintain  oor 
navy  efficiently,  and  at  the  same  time  do 
something  to  raise  the  condition  of  the 
merchant  service,  which,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  we  have  every  reason  to  believe  is  not 
at  present  in  the  state  we  conid  desire. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  all  these 
things  will  cost  money ;  but  I  snbmit  to 
thiR  House  that  it  is  perfectly  impossible 
to  have  a  good  article  without  money.  I 
think  also  that  the  labours  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  manning  the  navy  mij^ht  be  car- 
ried still  further.  The  list  of  officers  in  the 
British  navy  is  at  present  in  such  a  state  as 
to  require  that  it  should  be  looked  into. 
The  lieutenants'  list,  which  is  that  portion 
of  the  service  most  urgently  wanted  on  the 
outbreak  of  a  war,  is  in  such  a  condition 
that  I  do  not  believe  it  could  possibly  supply 
the  number  which  would  oe  required  for 
active  service  in  the  event  of  war.  It  is 
at  the  same  time  crowded  with  old  men, 
whose  pay  and  allowances  when  they  re- 
tire are  hardly  sufficient  to  keep  them 
above  the  verge  of  pauperism.  Indeed,  I 
know  lieutenants  who  are  living  npon  less 
than  a  guinea  a  week  after  paying  the  mi- 
serable insurance  which  is  to  secure  £200 
to  their  wives  and  families  npon  their  de- 
cease, and  this  applies  more  or  less  to  ereiy 
grade  in  the  service.  Now,  I  say,  that  is  a 
state  of  things  which  is  disgraceful  to  the 
country,  and  a  Commission  could  not  be 
better  employed  than  in  inTestigafittff,  and, 
if  possible,  endeavouring  to  remedy  iMl 
grierous  state  of  things ;  the  eondidoii  el 
the  dockyards  is  also  a  matter  wUeb  toglii 
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to  be  inquirad  into.  Circumstances  took 
plMe  in  1852,  during  Lord  Derby^s  short 
administratioD,  which  led  to  an  alteration 
with  JR^gard  to  the  patronage  of  the  dock- 
jArda^  and  that  patronage  is  now  worked 
purely  and  simply  £or  political  purposes. 
I  bare  no  reason  to  complain  of  any  treat- 
ment I  have  received  from  a  dockyard,  but 
I  state  most  distinctly  that  the  system 
whiqh  is  in  operation  there  will  not  bear 
inTeatigaftion  by  a  Committee. 

I  come  now  to  the  great  question  which 
haa  agitated  the  mind  of  the  country  dur- 
ing the  laat  twelve  montlis,  and  which 
ipust  now  be  approaching  to  a  settlement 
-T— I  mean  the  question  of  Parliamentary 
Beform.  That  question  I  conceive  to  be 
perfcetly  impossible  to  deal  with  in  the 
oparse  of  the  present  Session,  although, 
after  the  exhaustive  debates  which  took 
glaoe  upon  that  subject  at  the  beginning 
9f  thia  year,  I  think  no  Government  can 
l}^e  any  difficulty  in  framing  a  mea- 
inre  upon  the  aggregate  of  the  views 
vliip)i  the  House  of  Commons  express- 
ed on  those  occasions.  The  more  I 
llatened  to  those  debates  the  more  was  I 
{impressed  with  the  opinion  that  the  coun- 
tprj  does  not  wish  or  require  a  stringent 
ilieaaoxe  of  reform  ;  but  that  a  measure  of 
reform  of  a  safe  and  moderate  character  is 
what  would  find  acceptance  with  the  great 
majority  of  the  people.  Sir,  there  are 
Tarious  reasons  why  the  consideration  of 
the  question  of  reform  should  be  deferred 
until  next  Session.  Within  the  last  year 
Her  Majesty  has  assumed  sovereign  sway 
over  countries  which,  in  the  aggregate  ex- 
tent of  their  territory,  are  larger  than  the 
continent  of  Europe.  The  finances  of  In- 
dia»  and  the  general  administration  and 
management  of  that  country,  have,  as  yet, 
received  but  little  consideration  on  the  part 
of  this  House  ;  and  it  appears  to  me  that, 
during  the  short  period  which  it  will  be 
posaible  to  keep  the  House  together  some 
Httle  time  ought  to  be  devoted  to  the  dis- 
eutaioo  of  that  subject.  Two  years  ago 
Parliament  was  dissolved  upon  the  China 
queation,  but  from  that  hour  to  this  the 
queation  of  China  has  not  been  mooted 
within  these  walls.  Now  that  a  treaty 
bM  been  concluded  with  that  Empire, 
bringing  one-fifth  of  the  human  race  in 
dosj^r  approximation  for  trading  purposes 
with  tlus  country,  I  think  that,  at  all 
^peiitat  one  or  two  nights  might  bo  set 
a^M^  &r  diseuaaing  the  policy  of  England 
wilb  ms^nl  to  that  great  Empire.  1  have 
hjA  oonaiderable  opportunity  of  seeing  the 


state  of  matters  in  that  country,  and  have^ 
always  maintained  the  decided  conviction 
that  our  dealings  with  it  for  the  last  twenty- 
five  years  have  been  one  tissue  of  blunders, 
and  that  is  not  difficult  to  be  shown.  At 
all  events,  we  are  now  in  a  position  to 
consider  the  question,  and  see  if  we  cannot 
by  some  means  draw  the  bonds  of  amity 
closer  between  ourselves  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  China,  so  that  the  fearful  and 
atrocious  outrages  which  have  taken  place 
there  under  our  eyes  may  for  the  time  to 
come  be  mitigated  in  some  degree,  if  not 
altogether  suppressed.  With  the  views 
which  I  entertain  upon  the  question  of  re- 
form, I  do  not  think  that  I  shall  be  deemed 
inconsistent  if  I  reiterate  the  opinion  that 
that  question  cannot  be  judiciously  brought 
forward  this  Session.  Indeed,  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  one  would  now  press  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  do  so.  In 
conclusion,  I  beg  to  second  the  Address 
which  has  been  so  ably  moved  by  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed. 
The  Marquess  of  IIARTINGTON : 
Sir,  I  feel  that  I  owe  some  opology  to  the 
House  for  intruding  myself  upon  its  notice 
on  an  occasion  so  important  as  the  present. 
My  excuse  must  be  that  I  act  upon  the 
advice  and  with  the  sanction  of  Members 
of  this  House  older  and  far  more  experi- 
enced than  myself  who  have  told  me  that 
my  position  as  a  member  for  a  large  division 
of  a  county — a  constituency  from  which  I 
believe  I  have  never  concealed  the  strong 
views  which  I  entertain  upon  the  questions 
which  we  are  to  discuss  to-night — gives  me 
some  claim  to  assume  a  position  to  which 
otherwise  my  Parliamentary  career  would 
not  enable  me  to  aspire.  Sir,  in  moving 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address  on  this  oc- 
casion, I  am  not  acting  without  a  precedent. 
In  the  year  1841,  the  Government  of  Lord 
Melbourne,  having  been  defeated  by  an 
exceedingly  small  majority,  dissolved  par- 
liament and  appealed  to  the  country  on  the 
ground  of  contidence,  and  on  the  first  night 
of  the  first  Session  of  the  new  Parliament 
an  Amendment  was  moved  to  the  Address 
by  Mr.  Stuart  Wortlcy,  with  the  sanction 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  That  Amendment 
was  an  addition  to  the  Address,  expressing 
the  opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  then  Minis- 
ters did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  is,  Sir,  to  an 
Amendment  of  a  similar  character  that  I 
am  now  going  to  ask  the  House  to  give  its 
consent.  Sir,  whilst  the  Ministry  of  that 
day  combated  that  Motion  by  a  referenco 

[Fint  jNight. 


Ill 


Address  in 


{COUMOK'S} 


Aniwtrlo 


11^ 


to  their  measures  and  their  general  policy, 
they  did  not  offer  it  any  opposition  on  the 
ground  of  its  being  unconstitutional  in  its 
nature,  or  an  undue  interference  with  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  and  I  do  not 
anticipate  that  on  this  occasion  we  shall 
hear  any  objection  to  the  Motion  which  I 
have  to  make  on  such  grounds.     Neither 
can  I  imogine  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTcrn- 
mcut  will  complain  of  the  course  which  we 
are   taking.     I  say,  Sir,  that  the  issue 
which  we  now  put  to  the  House  is  simply 
that  which  the  GoYcrnment  have  already 
put  to  the  people.  And  it  is  to  that  question 
that  I  now  ask  the  representatiyes  of  the 
people  to  give  an  answer.     In  dissolving 
the  late  Parliament,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  did  not  rest  their  case  upon  any 
particular  measure.     They  did  not  com- 
plain that  they  were  not  supported  in  their 
foreign  policy.     Tliey  simply  put  this  issue 
to  the  country  ;  they  said,  *•  For  two  Ses- 
sions we  have  endeavoured  to  carry  on  the 
business  of  the  country,  without  being  able, 
upon  a  party  division,  to  go  into  the  lobby 
with  a  majority   of  this  House."     They 
said  that  such  a  position  was  no  longer 
consistent  with  their  own  dignity  or  ad- 
vantageous  to  the   country.      And   they 
asked  the  country  to  return  a  House  of 
Commons  in  which  their  minority  should 
be  converted  into  a  majority.     Sir,  I  hope 
that  the  decision  of  the  challenge  which 
has  been  thus  thrown  down,  and  which  we 
thus  accept,  will,  at  the  conclusion  of  this 
debate  be  received  by  both  parties  in  a 
spirit  of  fairness  and  of  honour.     For  my- 
self I  can  say,  and  I  believe  that  in  so 
doing  I  speak  the  sentiments  of  almost  all 
the  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  if  we  are  defeated  in  the  division  on 
this  Amendment  we  shall  cheerfully  and 
willingly  bow  to  the  decision  of  the  House. 
We  shall  then  know  what  is  our  position 
as  an  Opposition.     Wc  shall  know  that  it 
will  uot  be  for  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  to  aspire  to  guide  the  counsels 
of  the  country,  but  that  it  will  be  their 
part,  while  they  exercise  all  the  vigilance 
and  watchfulness  which  is  the  duty  of  an 
Opposition,  to  give  to  tho  Government,  as 
far  as  in  their  power,  the  undivided  sup. 
port  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  tho  com- 
plicated and  difficult  state  of  the  relations 
which  they  will  have  to  carry  on  with  fo- 
reign countries.     If,  on  the  other  hand, 
this  Amendment  should  bo  successful,  then 
I  cannot  imagine  that  it  will  bo  otherwise 
than  sa      sietory  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
CO  be  K     led  from  a  position 
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which  they  have  already  declared  that, 
under   such    circumstances,  they   are  no 
longer  willing  to  oeoupy.     I  haro  no  doubt 
that  it  will  bo  satisfactory  to  them  that  the 
stato  of  things  which  has  existed  for  the 
last  two  Sessions  should  cease.    I  am  most 
unwilling  to  detain  the  House  at  any  length; 
but  I  cannot  help  asking  you  to  look  at 
one  or  two  of  the  results  which  have  follow- 
ed from  the  attempt  to  govern  this  coontry 
by  a  minority  in  this  House.     When  we 
refer  to  the  period  of  the  accession  to  power 
of  the  present  Government  we  cannot  for- 
get tho  Conspiracy  and  Assassination  Bill. 
A  measure  of  that  description  had   been 
recommended  by  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  the 
first  night  of  the  Session,  and  that  Bill 
was  assented   to  almost  unanimoasly  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  sit  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  Hodse.     Unable, 
however,  to  refrain  from  the  temptation  ojf 
joining  on  a  cleverly-framed  pretext  with  a 
large  portion  of  tho  Members  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  they  afterwards 
succeeded  in  defeating  Viscoant  Palmer- 
ston's  Government.    But  I  may  ask  what 
did   the    new  Government   do  with    the 
Bill  which  they  had  said  ought  to  be  in- 
troduced ?  They  neither  brought  fSorward 
any  new  Bill  of  their  own  npon  the  subject 
nor  proceeded  with  that  of  the  former  Go- 
vernment to  the  introduction  of  which  they 
had  assented.    I  believe  that  in  almost  the 
first  despatch  that  was  issued  from  the  Fo- 
reign Office  by  the  Earl  of  Malmesbnrj  that 
noble  Earl  disclaimed  the  belief  that  any 
insult  was  intended,  or,  if  any  were  intended 
it  was  pocketed  with  all  the  offensive  re- 
marks  that  were  mode  bv  the   French 
colonels  on  the  occasion.     The  next  matter 
to  which  I  shall  advert  was  the  attempt 
to  deal  with  the  Government  of  India.    I 
do  not  mean  to  argue  that  tho  Bill  which 
tho  Government  introduced  on  that  subject 
would  have  passed  the  House,  even  if  they 
had  been  in  possession  of  a  good  workinff 
majority.     It  did  not  appear  to  meet  with 
much  sympathy  from  Members  on  either 
sido ;    and   possibly,   therefore,  I  cannot 
urge  it  as  a  good  instance  of  the  reanlts  of 
government  by  a  minority.     Bnt  this  I 
may    say,  that  if  they  had  possessed  a 
majority,  they  would  at  least  hafe  shown 
so    much    confidence  in  their   leglslatife 
power  as  to  bring  the  Bill  forward  to  a 
second  reading.     For  the  Bill  which  was 
eventually  carried    tho    GoTemment  can 
claim  little  or  no  credit.    There  waa  not  a 
Member  who  took  part  in  the  diawssfclB, 
who  had  not  as  much  to  do  with  H'Vt  Ike- 
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Govenunent  had.  But  while  I  am  on  the  |  of  the  House.  It  was  a  Bill  which  seemed 
Session  of  1858  I-  cannot  omit  mentioning,  |  to  show  a  distrust  of  the  classes  whom  it 
nor  ean  I  help  thanking  the  Government  I  professed  to  enfranchise — it  appeared  to  he 
lor  that  great  advance  which  we  were  an  attempt  at  compromise  hctwcen  Liheral 
•liowed  to  make  in  the  cause  of  religious  and  Conservative  opinions.  I  helieve  that 
liberty.  That  which  repeated  and  pro- '  the  method  we  took  to  eomhat  that  Bill 
tracted  disoassions  in  this  House,  repeated  !  was  perfectly  fair  and  constitutional.  I 
majorities  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the  .  helieve  that  the  argument  on  hoth  sides 
deelored  will  of  a  great  constituency,  rea-  \  was  conducted  for  the  most  part  with 
■on  and  justice — that  which,  as  I  believe,  \  great  fairness ;  but  I  must  protest  against 
all  tliese  advantages  could  not  effect,  the  manner  in  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
was  at  last  easily — I  will  not  say  grace- !  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  attempted 
fdUy-^ effected  by  the  Government  of  the  to  force  the  Bill  down  our  throats  by 
Earl  of  Derby,  by  the  simple  process  of ,  allusions  to  perfectly  extraneous  circum- 
elevating  to  the  woolsack  the  most  hit- '  stances.  We  were  told  that  the  peace  of 
ter  opponent  of  the  Jews.  This  is  not  ^  Europe  was  in  danger  from  our  collisions, 
die  first  time  that  the  Conservative  party  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
have  been  forced  to  yield  long-cherished  ,  the  speech  which  concluded  the  debate, 
prejudices  and  convictions — nay,  some- '  said  —  I  quote  from  memory,  but  I  believe 
times  the  party  has  been  admired  the  ,  I  am  substantially  correct — he  said,  "  I 
most  when  they  have  yielded  the  most.  '  had  hoped  that  the  time  was  come  when 
But  let  me  remind  the  House  that  Catholic  I  might  have  come  down  to  this  House 
Emancipation  and  Corn  Law  repeal  were  '  and  told  them,  that  the  thunder- cloud 
not  assented  to  in  order  to  avoid  an  em-  which  overhung  Europe  had  passed  away; 
barrassing  vote  or  petty  complications.  I  but  for  this  unhappy,  this  unfortunate  Re- 
pass.  Sir,  from  the  remainder  of  the :  solution  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  might 
traosaetions  of  that  Session.  I  shall  not  have  been."  Now  I  say  that  the  Hesolution 
stop  to  inquire  into  the  results  of  that .  of  the  noble  Lord  referred  to  the  Bill,  and 
well-meant  but  most  unfortunate  attempt  to  no  other  matter  than  the  Bill  before  the 
to  improve  the  condition  and  to  give  con-  \  House,  and  if  the  state  of  the  Govern- 
tentment  to  the  Ionian  Islanders  ;  I  shall  ment  was  such  that  it  could  bear  no  attack 
come  to  the  more  engrossing  topics  which  I  upon  its  measures,  then  it  was  not  the  duty 
ooenpied  so  much  of  our  attention  in  the  of  the  Government  to  take  that  oppor- 
course  of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  tunity  of  attempting  to  alter  the  very 
Her  Majesty's  Government  brought  in  a  hasis  and  ground-work  of  our  institutions 
Bill  to  settle  the  question  of  church  rates,  '  — a  subject  which  could  not  be  mooted  at 
wbioh  I  shall  not  stop  to  discuss ;  it  is  all  without  undergoing  the  most  full,  and 
sufficient  to  say  that  it  did  not  meet  the  i  fair,  and  complete  discussion.  In  spite, 
approbation  of  this  House.  They  also  however,  of  this  strong  language,  the 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  reprcseuta-  Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  was  carried. 
tion  of  the  people.  It  is  not  my  wish  to  It  may  bo  granted  that  there  existed  great 
reopen  the  discussion  on  that  Bill,  but  I  differences  of  opinion  as  to  the  courses 
may  say  of  it  that  while  it  obtained  more  which  were  then  open  to  the  Government. 
respect  it  certainly  did  not  conciliate  more  No  doubt  there  were  circumstances  at  that 
general  support  than  their  previous  attempt  time  highly  favourable  to  the  settlement  of 
at  legislation  on  the  question  of  India.  I  '  the  Reform  question — circumstances  which 
think  that  the  causes  of  the  want  of  sup-  it  is  possible  may  never  occur  again.  There 
port  were  to  be  found  in  this— that  while  appeared  in  that  debate  a  remarkable 
the  Bill  made  concessions  in  a  popular  unanimity  of  sentiment  on  both  sides  of 
direction  so  great  as  to  alienate  from  it  the  the  House  as  to  the  kiud  of  measure  that 
cordial  support  of  the  Conservative  sup- ,  ought  to  be  passed.  The  country  had 
porters  of  the  Government  —  concessions  fully,  and  clearly,  and  temperately  ex- 
•0  great  as  to  deprive  the  Government  of ,  pressed  its  disapprobation  of  the  Bill  of 
tiie  most  Taluable  support  of  two  of  their  '  the  Government,  and  had  also  pointed  out 
moat  respected  colleagues,  it  yet  did  not '  the  kind  of  Bill  which  it  was  ready  to 
CO  far  enough  in  the  popular  direction. '  accept.  No  doubt,  then,  that  a  great 
Tbe  concessions  it  made  were  too  grudg-  opportunity  of  settling  the  question  was 
ijigly  bestowed,  too  much  fenced  round  lost  on  that  occasion;  but  I  hold  that  it 
ypA  obatraetions,  to  secure  for  the  Bill  was  for  the  Government,  and  for  the 
the  Ropport  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  ;  Government  alone,  to  judge  what  course 
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was  most  fitting  for  its  own  dignity  to 
pursue.  ^It  was  perfectly  competent  for 
them  either  to  go  on  with  that  mcasuro  or 
to  bring  in  another  Bill,  and  it  was  perfectly 
competent  for  them  to  take  the  course 
which  they  did,  and  to  advise  Her  Majesty 
to  dissolve  Parliament ;  but  while  I  do  not 
deny  that  that  course  was  competent  for 
them  to  take,  I  deny  that  it  was  cither  a 
wise  or  a  prudent  course.  Under  any  cir- 
cumstances it  would  have  been  incurring  a 
grave  responsibility  to  say  that  a  Parlia- 
ment which  was  scarcely  two  years  old, 
and  with  respect  to  which  there  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  any  great  differences 
of  opinion  existed  between  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  country — a  House  of 
Commons  which  had  shown  great  modera- 
tion, great  tact,  and  great  patriotism  in  the 
attitude  it  assumed  with  regard  to  foreign 
affairs — I  think  it  would  have  been  assum- 
ing a  grave  responsibility  at  any  time  to 
dissolve  such  a  Parliament  as  this;  but  at 
such  a  time,  at  such  a  crisis,  when  the 
wisest  man  could  not  foretell  what  a  day 
or  an  hour  might  bring  forth,  I  say  it  was 
an  act  which  1  cannot  characterize  in  any 
other  words  than  as  an  act  of  rashness 
and  recklessness.  But,  further,  if  the  Par- 
liament was  to  be  dissolved,  I  maintain 
that  it  was  only  due  to  the  country  to 
place  the  issue  fairly  and  intelligibly  be- 
fore them.  I  think  it  was  not  fair  for  the 
Government  to  abandon  their  Bill  and  to 
treat  the  Resolution  as  a  voto  of  general 
censure,  and  to  make  that  the  ground 
of  appeal  to  the  country.  I  think  they 
ought  to  have  stated  plainly,  whether 
they  abided  by  the  principles  of  their  Re- 
form Bill  or  not.  I  think  it  was  trifling 
with  the  subject  to  take  up  the  question 
in  accordance  with  a  pledge  extorted  from 
them,  and  then  on  the  first  defeat  to 
abandon  it  altogether,  and  to  leave  it 
to  the  chapter  of  chances,  whether  it 
would  ever  be  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons  again  or  not.  Then  with  regard 
to  their  domestic  policy,  1  find  that  the 
Government  has  been  weakened  by  the 
loss  of  two  of  its  most  distinguished  Mem- 
bers. I  find  that  they  have  not  the  cor- 
dial and  real  support  of  their  own  party — 
[Ones  of  "  Oh.  oh  !"]  I  should  like  to 
ask  those  hon.  Members  who  cheer  so  lus- 
tily, how  many  of  them  defended  the  Re- 
form Bill  on  the  hustings.  I  should  like 
to  ask  them,  whether  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  refuse  to  go  down  to  can- 
vase  the  coDstituency  of  I)ovor  with  the 
fi^orm  Bill  tied  ronnd  his  neck.     If  that 
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is  cordial  support,  then  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  meaning  of  the  term.  I  repeat, 
therefore,  that  it  is  doubtful  if  they  have 
the  cordial  support  of  their  own  party. 
During  their  whole  term  of  office  they 
have  been  unable  to  pass  any  measures  of 
importance — [Cries  of  •*  Oh  !"]  True  it 
is,  that  with  assistance  from  this  side  of 
the  House  they  have  passed  some  mea- 
sures, but  they  have  originated  nothing ; 
they  have  lived  upon  scraps  and  hints  from 
others,  and  we  now  find  that  they  appeal 
to  their  foreign  policy  alone  for  their  justi- 
fication. They  told  ub,  shortly  before  the 
dissolution,  that  they  were  indispensable 
to  the  peace  of  Europe.  A  very  few  days 
after  the  dissolution,  the  aspect  of  afiiairs 
was  sufficient  to  show  the  nullity  of  that 
pica.  I  will  not  go  into  the  question  of 
foreign  policy  before  the  papers  which  hnve 
been  promised  shall  be  laid  upon  the  table; 
but  I  say,  that,  so  far  as  wo  know,  it  is  im 
possible  not  to  think  that  there  has  been 
very  great  mismanagement  in  the  affairs 
of  our  foreign  policy.  England,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year,  occupied  as  proud 
and  as  high  a  position  in  the  councils  of 
Europe  as  it  was  ever  her  lot  to  enjoy. 
We  were  as  powerful  as  ever  we  were; 
wo  had  come  successful  out  of  the  Indian 
war;  we  were  at  peace  with  the  whole 
world,  and  I  cannot  but  think  that  it  was 
then  an  object  of  the  greatest  importance 
and  necessity  for  any  nation  in  Europe  to 
retain  the  respect  and  friendship  of  Eng- 
land. I  think  that  England  was  then  in 
a  position  to  speak  with  authority  and 
power  to  all  the  nations  of  Europe,  and  it 
is  impossible  to  conceive  how,  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  so  spoken,  the  war  eould 
have  broken  out.  At  any  rate  it  is  suffi- 
cient for  our  present  purpose  that  the  plea 
which  the  Government  urged — the  plea 
that  they  were  indispensable  to  the  peaoe  of 
Europe— has  utterly  failed.  I  say,  speak- 
ing in  the  state  of  darkness  in  which  we  are 
kept  on  this  subject,  that  their  conduct*  as 
far  as  wo  know  it,  in  the  post,  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  inspire  us  with  confidence  for  the 
future.  No  man  can  have  heard  with  greater 
satisfaction  than  myself  the  statement  that 
Iler  Majesty's  Government  intend  to  pre^ 
serve  strict  neutrality.  But  the  HousQ 
must  recollect  that  the  war  which  has  now 
begun  is  likely  to  spread  over  the  whole  of 
Europe,  and  that  complications  may  ensue 
to  cope  with  which  will  requTre  all  the 
wisdom,  prudence,  and  sagaeitj  of  the 
best  statesmen  which  England  oan  produce. 
1  therefore  think  that  the  foreign  policy  of 
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the  Oorernment  affords  do  reason  why  the 
judgineDt  which  we  ask  the  Houso  to  pass 
on  their  domestic  career  should  be  stayed. 
Welly  then,  perhaps  I  may  be  expected 
¥erj  shortly  to  touch  upon  the  consequences 
which  we  expect  to  follow  from  a  successful 
iwae  to  this  Amendment.  I  have  no  doubt 
we  shall  ho  taunted  in  the  course  of  this 
dehate  with  the  diyided  state  of  our  party. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  tell  the  House  what 
arrani|;ements  hare  been  already  made  or 
what  sacrifices  we  are  ready  to  make,  but 
I  believe  the  House  will  hear  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  from  the  chiefs  of  each  sec- 
tion that  the  great  Liberal  party  is  not  so 
divided  as  it  has  been.  We  have  learned 
A  lesson  from  adversity,  and  the  leaders  of 
•II  the  sections  of  our  party  are  prepared 
to  oo-operate  for  the  advancement  of  what 
liiey  eonsider  the  good  of  their  country. 
We  have  learned,  as  I  said,  a  lesson  from 
adversity,  and  perhaps,  also,  we  have 
learned  a  lesson  from  the  opposite  side  of 
Ae  House.  We  admire  the  compact 
plwlanz  which  we  see  in  front  of  us,  but 
we  do  not  feel  certain  that  there  is  not  in 
that  party  as  much  difference  on  matters 
of  principle  as  in  our  own.  Our  differences 
are»  in  my  opinion,  only  differences  of  de- 
tail. Well,  then,  I  say  our  prospects  of 
SQceesa  are  such  as  to  hold  out  the  hope  of 
forming  a  firm  and  stable  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, such  as  inspires  tno  with  confidence 
to  move  this  Amendment.  We  siiall  be 
told,  no  doubt,  that  this  is  a  party  move. 
I  admit  that  it  is  a  party  move.  I  admit 
that  in  a  crisis  of  our  domestic  and  foreign 
affairs,  such  as  the  present,  I  would  rather 
see  a  party  in  office  which,  while  it  repre- 
sents most  fully  and  exactly  the  thoughts  and 
feelings  of  all  educated  Englishmen,  has  at 
the  same  time  always  given  a  steady  and  con- 
sistent support  to  every  measure  of  social 
and  political  reform.  I  would  rather  place 
power  in  the  hands  of  such  a  party  tiian 
m  the  hands  of  a  party  whose  very  name 
and  being  are  antagonistic  to  all  progress. 
I  woold  rather  see  in  office  in  this  crisis  of 
onr  foreign  affairs  the  successors  and  in- 
heritors of  that  policy  of  peace  and  non- 
interference which  was  advocated  by  Fox 
and  Grey  than  the  inheritors  of  the  tradi- 
tions of  that  warlike,  interfering,  and  sub- 
sidising policy  which  characterized  the 
Administrations  of  Castlercagh  and  Pitt. 
I  admit  that  in  this  sense  it  is  a  party 
move ;  but  I  deny  that  it  is  a  move  under- 
taken for  the  political  aggrandizement  of 
anr  set  of  individuals.  I  say  that  office 
kmda  oat  no   great  temptations   to  any 


statesman  at  this  crisis  in  the  national 
affairs.  With  the  increase  in  our  arma- 
ments, which  I  suppose  every  Government 
will  think  it  necessary  to  continue,  there 
must  necessarily  he  an  increase  of  taxation. 
With  increase  of  taxation  we  shall  probably 
have  discontent  throughout  the  country. 
There  is  nothing,  in  truth,  but  a  heritage 
of  trouble  for  statesmen  whatever  Govern- 
ment may  be  in  power.  This  is  no  field 
for  any  but  the  noblest  ambition.  I  ask, 
then,  the  House  to  decide  this  question  on 
grounds  far  higher  than  those  of  personal 
ambition.  I  ask  them  to  recollect  that 
upon  it  may  hinge  the  question  of  peace 
or  war  for  England.  I  ask  every  Member 
of  this  House  to  put  this  question  to  his 
own  conscience,  and  I  say  that  he  who 
does  not  so  answer  it  will  be  wanting  in 
his  duty  to  this  House,  to  his  constituents, 
and  to  his  country.  I  move,  Sir,  that 
the  following  words  be  added  to  the  Ad- 
dress : — 

"  But  we  beg  humbly  to  submit  to  Her  Majestj, 
that  it  is  essential  for  securing  satisfactory  re- 
sults to  our  deliberations,  and  for  facilitating  the 
discharge  of  Her  Majesty's  high  functions,  that 
Iler  Majesty*s  Government  should  possess  the 
confidence  of  this  Uouso  and  of  the  Country;  and 
we  deem  it  our  duty  respectfully  to  represent  to 
Iler  Majesty  that  such  confidence  is  not  reposed 
in  the  present  Advisers  of  Her  Majesty.'' 

Mb.  HANBURY  said,  that  he  rose  with 
much  pleasure  to  second  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  so  ably  proposed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Member  for  North, 
Lancashire.  In  doing  so,  he  must  venture 
to  observe  that  he  was  not  actuated  by  any 
feeling  of  personal  vanity  in  assuming  the 
prominent  position  which  ho  then  occupied. 
He  rose  with  feelings  of  difiidence  to  per- 
form the  important  duty  he  had  under- 
taken, but  with  feelings  of  confidence  in 
the  goodness  and  justice  of  the  cause.  He 
thought  that  the  challenge  thrown  out  by 
the  Ministry  at  the  close  of  last  Session  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  ought  to  be 
taken  up,  and  that  the  question  at  issue — 
whether  the  Ministers  possessed  the  con* 
fidenco  of  the  majority  of  the  country,  had 
hcen  fairly  and  properly  rniSed.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  constituency  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  had  answered  the 
question,  by  not  opposing  the  return  of  his 
hon.  Colleague  and  himself,  lie  said  by  not 
opposing  their  return,  because  in  substance 
they  were  unopposed,  although  there  wns 
the  shadow  of  an  opposition  at  the  last 
moment  by  a  gentleman  who  appeared  to 
have  no  very  distinct  political  opinions,  but 
whose    personal   qualifications   might    be 
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summed  up  in  the  fact  that  lie  had  a  large 
family  and  a  small  income.  lie  might  als(» 
answer  the  question  by  alluding  to  the 
history  of  the  party  by  which  the  Ministry 
was  now  surrounded,  and  which  had  alway> 
opposed  measures  of  progress  and  reform. 
But  he  preferred  to  answer  it  by  a  refer- 
ence to  the  history  of  the  Administratiou 
itself.  IIow  had  it  gained  office  ?  By  a 
vote  on  an  abstract  Resolution.  He  was 
aware  that  they  on  his  side  of  the  House 
had  been  blamed  for  voting  for  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  ;  but  surely  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site did  the  same  thing,  with  only  this  dif- 
ference, that  the  Resolution  of  the  noble 
Lord  went  to  an  essential  portion  of  the 
Bill  itself  which  it  condemned,  while  that 
supported  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
DO  relation  whatever  to  the  Bill  under 
discussion.  Ho  would  venture  to  allude 
to  some  of  the  acts  of  inconsistency  com- 
mitted by  the  Conservative  Government 
last  Session.  In  Opposition  they  had 
always  supported  the  property  qualifica- 
tion ;  in  office  they  abandoned  their  oppo- 
sition and  allowed  the  property  qualifica- 
tion to  bo  abolished.  Wheu  an  India  Bill 
was  proposed  they  protested  that  it  would 
be  dangerous  to  our  empire  to  legislate  for 
India,  yet  they  afterwards  undertook  to 
legislate  for  India,  and  they  did  so  by 
bringing  in  a  Bill  so  absurd  and  ridiculous 
that  it  gained  for  the  Ministry  the  con- 
tempt it  deserved,  and  became  the  laugh- 
ing-stock  of  the  country.  They  were 
rescued  by  the  Resolutions  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Russell),  and  the  matter 
ended  by  the  Government  adopting  a  Bill 
brought  in  by  another  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Falmerston),  ahhough  it  was  somewhat 
marred  by  the  change  of  hands  it  had 
passed  through.  They  had  always  opposed 
the  admission  of  the  Jews  into  Parliament. 
In  Opposition  they  said  that  it  would  be 
interfering  with  the  Christian  character  of 
the  House  if  thoy  were  admitted  ;  but  in 
power,  by  means  of  a  shabby  form,  they 
lidmitted  Jews  to  seats  in  Parliament.  He 
would  ask,  however,  if  they  believed  their 
admission  to  bo  dangerous,  why  did  they 
admit  them  at  all  ?  If  thoy  thought  they 
might  sit  in  Parliament  without  danger, 
why  did  they  not  admit  them  handsomely? 
Then  with  regard  to  church  rates.  The 
measure  introduced  by  the  GovernmcDt  was 
no  doubt  well-intentioned,  but  it  was  simply 
impracticable,  and  tended  rather  to  create 
•onfusioD  and  arouse  animotitjr  than  to  settle 
the  question,  while  ii  rccogrtitcid  the  prin- 


ciplc  that  the  Church  of  England  was  not 
a  national  establishment.  Last  Session 
Ministers  were  supported  in  office  almost 
entirely  by  the  Radical  Members  of  the 
IIouso  gained  by  promises  of  a  popular  Re- 
form Bill.  But  what  was  their  Reform 
Bill?  A  Reform  Bill  was  wanted  to  abolish 
the  system  of  nomination,  but  their  Bill, 
by  its  transfer  of  county  votes  from  the 
boroughs  appeared  to  have  ro-iutroduccd 
the  ])rinciplo  of  nomination  which  it  was 
the  object  of  previous  Reforms  Bills  to  re- 
move, and  it  disturbed  the  public  mind  by 
its  fancy  franchises,  while  it  held  that  a 
£10  borough  franchise  was  unalterable. 
Their  excuse  for  bringing  in  a  Reform  Bill, 
to  which  they  could  scarcely  disguise  their 
hostility,  was,  that  it  had  been  recommend- 
ed in  the  Speech  from  the  Throno;  now 
this  again  was  their  condemnation,  the 
Speech  from  the  Throno  was  always  con- 
sidered tho  speech  of  Ministers.  If  they 
thought  reform  essential  they  ought  not 
to  have  accepted  office,  and  if  they  did 
not  think  so,  for  what  reason  did  they 
bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  ?  All  tho 
hopes  they  had  given  to  tho  Radical  Mem- 
bers as  the  price  of  their  suppurt  were 
found  to  be  delusive  and  hypocritical. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  dissolution  of 
Parliament,  he  thought  Ministers  Justly 
deserved  the  condemnation  of  the  House 
for  taking  a  step  so  unjustifiablo  at  such  a 
crisis.  The  events  that  occurred  were  so 
momentous,  that  if  Parliament  had  not 
been  sitting  at  the  time,  it  would  have 
been  summoned  at  once,  in  order  to  give 
weight  to  the  position  of  tho  Minister  nt 
the  head  of  affairs,  and  to  entitle  this  coun- 
try to  respect  from  foreign  Powers.  But 
Ministers  dissolved  because  they  had  not  a 
majority  in  that  House.  Ho  thought  it 
was  the  universal  opinion  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  guided  our  foreign  affairs  knew 
as  little  of  foreign  diplomacy  as  he  cared 
for  the  correct  spelling  of  attachts.  He 
was  sure  it  was  the  universal  opinion  that 
the  speech  of  that  noble  Lord  in  tho  other 
House  on  the  last  night  of  the  last  Session 
was  marked  by  hesitation,  vacillation,  and 
ambiguity  of  purpose.  How  strong  a 
contrast  it  presented  to  the  words  that 
fell  from  the  noblo  Lord  (Lord  Claren- 
don). With  regard  to  the  noble  Earl  at 
tho  head  of  the  Government,  his  opinions, 
expressed  in  tho  other  House  at  the  close 
of  the  Session,  greatly  differed  from  the 
views  that  fell  from  his  lips  a  few  dajv 
afterwards  at  the  Lord  Mayor's  banqtiet. 
It   was    most    important   that   Eilgrancl 
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ahoald  baTo  at  the  lioad  of  affairs  at 
the.  present  moment  a  Minister  who  was 
tlioroughlj  acquainted  with  foreign  diplo- 
maoj*  80  JOS  to  entitle  tliis  country  to  the 
respect  of  foreign  Powers,  which  we  had 
sow  aomowhat  lost.  Tlio  Liberal  party, 
then,  had  no  confidence  in  the  men  who 
filled  office.  Nor  could  he  believe  that 
any  true  Conservative  could  do  so.  Could 
lion.  Gentlemen  opposite  themselves  ap- 
prore  of  such  tergiversation  as  they  had 
Been  in  their  own  ranks  ?  Did  they  ap- 
prove of  the  abolition  of  the  property 
Qualification — one  of  the  points  of  the 
charter — the  conduct  of  tiie  Government 
with  reference  to  church  rates,  and  their 
mode  of  legislating  for  India,  after  they 
had  declared  that  to  do  so  would  endanger 
the  empire,  their  false  promises  and  mis- 
ehioTOUS  attempts  at  Reform  ?  So  much 
for  the  measures  of  the  past  Session. 
He  must  now  allude  to  their  antecedents. 
Thev  were  the  men  who  opposed  all  the 
gooa  measures  passed  during  the  present 
century — the  success  of  which  had  con- 
tributed to  the  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try«  and  had  made  the  people  happy, 
contented,  and  united.  He  would  ask 
the  most  conscientious  Conservative  what 
would  have  been  the  case  if  the  Tories 
had  prevailed  in  their  opposition  to  Liberal 
measures,  if  Old  Sarum  had  been  upheld, 
and  Manchester  bad  been  refused  uiunici- 

gal  and  political  privileges.  There  would 
ave  been  no  municipal  Reform,  no  re- 
moval of  the  restrictions  on  trade,  no  re- 
mission of  heavy  taxation.  The  Roman 
Catholics  would  still  have  been  oppressed, 
and  food  would  still  have  been  burdened 
with  taxes.  He  protested  that  tlic  party 
now  in  power  were  no  longer  entitled  to 
the  name  of  Conservative,  and  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  supported  them  would  be 
carried  down  to  posterity  as  followers  of 
the  Earl  of  Derby.  As  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House,  they  advo- 
catc'd  Liberal  measures  because  they  be- 
lieved in  them,  and  they  were  the  true 
Conservatives,  for  it  was  only  such  mea- 
snres  as  those  that  tended  to  the  security 
of  the  throne  and  the  integrity  of  the  con- 
stitution. If  the  House  believed  with  tliem 
tnat  those  men  were  in  the  wrong,  and 
that  It  was  only  by  the  overruling  of  their 
efibrta  hy  Providence  that  the  country  had 
been  preserved  from  imminent  danger,  and 
if  ithey  thought  that  at  this  crisis  it  was 
of, paramount  importance  that  the  Govern- 
n^,^.  abpuld  be  united  and  composed  of 
%WH^.  F^^  there  would  he  no  difficnlty 


ill  voting  for  the  Amendment,  and  thus 
telling  the  present  Government  that  the 
country  and  the  House  had  no  conBdeuce 
in  them,  and  that  the  public  interests  im- 
peratively demanded  that  they  should  at 
once  resign  their  offices. 

Amendment  proposed  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words, — 

"  But  we  beg  humbly  to  submit  to  Iler  Majesty, 
that  it  is  essential  for  securing  satisfaotorj  re- 
sults to  our  deliberations,  and  for  &oiIitatiog  the 
discharge  of  Her  Majesty's  high  functions,  tliat 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  possess  the 
confidence  of  this  House  and  of  the  Country ;  and 
wo  deem  it  our  duty  respectfully  to  represent  to 
Her  Majesty  that  such  confidence  is  not  reposed 
in  the  present  Advisers  of  Her  Majesty." 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Mr,  Speaker,  I  find  no  fault  with 
the  course  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  friends.  I  think  it  one  convenient  for 
the  public  service,  and  advantageous  to  the 
country,  especially  in  the  state  in  which  we 
at  present  find  it.  I  think  it  of  great  ad- 
vantage that  we  should  know  whether  tho 
advisers  of  Her  Majesty  possess  the  con- 
fidence of  Parliament,  and  I  think  that  we 
have  given  satisfactory  evidence  of  the 
sincerity  of  this  opinion  by  advising  Her 
Majesty  to  dissolve  the  late  Parliament. 
But  I  would  observe,  in  passing,  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  talks  of  the  precedent  of 
1841  as  being  identical  with  the  position 
and  coniluct  of  the  present  Ministry,  he  will, 
on  examination  and  reflection,  find  a  very 
considerable  difference  between  the  two 
cases.  It  is  true  tho  Earl  of  Derby,  from 
a  sense  of  duty,  advised  Her  Majesty  to 
dissolve  the  late  Parliament,  it  having  been 
assembled  under  tho  influence  of  his  pre- 
decessors and  opponents,  and  he,  as  is 
well  known,  counting  in  it  but  a  com- 
paratively small  number  of  supporters. 
But  what  was  the  coniluct  of  the  Ministry 
that  dissolved  tho  Parliament  of  1841  ? 
They  dissolved  a  Parliament  that  had  been 
elected  under  their  own  influence  ;  they 
dissolved  a  Parliament  composed  mainly  of 
their  own  friends,  and  the  Resolution  Sir 
Robert  Peel  felt  it  his  duty  should  be 
moved  by  way  of  Amendment  on  the  meet- 
ing of  the  new  Parliament  was  authorized 
by  very  different  circumstances  from  those 
at  present  existing,  and  certainly  met  a 
very  different  fate  to  that  which,  I  think, 
awaits  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble 
Lord.  Why,  Sir,  it  was  made  a  just  re- 
proach to  the  Ministry  of  Lord  Melbourne, 
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of  which  the  noblo  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Lord  J.  RusseD)  was 
the  leader  in  this  House,  that  it  remained 
on  these  benches  year  after  year,  for  two 
whole  years,  after  it  had  receired  a  signal 
defeat  in  1839,  and  in  continued  and  con- 
tinual minorities,  yet  neither  appealed  to 
the  country  nor  resigned  ofiSce  ;  and  when 
it  did  appeal  to  the  country  it  was  on  a 
TOte  of  censure,  carried  in  its  own  Parlia- 
ment by  those  who  had  been  originally  its 
own  supporters.  Was  that  the  position  of 
the  GoTornment  of  the  Earl  of  Derby? 
True,  our  measures  were  not  successful, 
and  this  is  not  surprising,  when  it  is  borne 
in  mind  that  they  were  brought  forward  in 
A  Parliament  of  which  only  onc<third  were 
our  supporters.  I  doubt  whether  any  moa- 
aures  could  have  been  brought  forward, 
however  matured,  however  happily  adapted 
to  the  circumstances  with  which  they  were 
intended  to  cope,  that  would  have  been 
successful  in  a  Parliament  so  constituted. 
It  was  no  disgrace  to  us  that  our  measures 
could  not  be  carried  in  a  hostile  Parliament, 
but  it  was  a  just  reason  for  advising  Iler  Ma- 
jesty to  appeal  to  the  country  under  tho  cir- 
oumstances.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  suc- 
cessfully shown  that  the  position  of  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government  is  very  dif* 
ferent  from  that  in  which  Lord  Melbourne 
was  placed  in  1841,  and  which  is  now 
appealed  to  as  a  justification  for  the 
course  taken  by  the  noble  Lord.  But 
having  made  that  observation  in  reply  to 
the  noble  Lord,  I  again  repeat  that  I  find 
no  fault  with  the  course  so  taken.  I  have 
shown  my  sense  of  it  by  rising  immediately 
to  reply  to  the  accusations  he  has  made, 
and  I  assure  tho  noble  Lord  and  the  House 
that  1  do  so  from  a  sense  of  the  importance 
of  this  question,  and  the  conviction  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  left  for  a  moment  unne- 
cessarily in  suspense.  It  is  of  the  highest 
importance  to  the  public  interests  that  this 
question  should  be  immediately  decided  ; 
and  I  hope  by  my  rising  at  this  moment, 
at  once  to  meet  tho  charges  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Friends,  that  the  House 
will  be  enabled  to  divide  on  it  to-night,  and 
thus  settle  at  this  momentous  crisis  whicli 
party  indeed  possesses  tho  confidence  of 
Parliament.  I  entirely  reciprocate  the  sen- 
timent expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  Friends,  and  1  undertake  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  of  the  House  that  if  \\  e 
are  defeated,  the  Government  by  which  we 
are  succeeded  shall  receive  from  us  a  fair 
and  constitutional  support.  But  the  deci- 
sion ought  not,  at  this  crisis,  to  be  delay- 
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od  for  four-and-twenty  hours  ;  and,  as  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  friends  have  thought 
it  the  proper  course  not  to  lose  a  moment 
in  challenging  the  propriety  of  our  being 
on  these  benches,  so  do  I  impress  on  the 
House  the  importance  of  not  unnecessarily 
losing  a  moment  in  coming  to  the  decision. 
Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  grounds  on  which 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  seek  to 
establish  the  want  of  confidence  he  sayi 
this  House  ought  to  feel  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ?  For,  though  it  may  be  id 
tho  power  of  a  majority  of  the  House  ad< 
verse  to  Ministers  to  come  to  a  resolution 
for  their  expulsion  without  a  reason,  stiU 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  must  feel 
that  a  decision  of  that  kind  would  lose  aH 
moral  weight.  The  noble  Lord  on  the 
present  occasion,  no  doubt  acting  on  the 
best  advice,  has  really  opened  all  the 
grounds  on  which  a  Resolution  express- 
ing a  want  of  confidence  in  a  Goremmrat 
ought  to  be  moved.  I  find  the  first  of 
these  grounds  to  be  the  failure  of  our  mea* 
sures  in  several  instances  in  the  late  Parw 
liament.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that  is  a 
fair  ground  on  which  to  rest  a  TOte  of 
want  of  confidence  on  the  part  of  the  pie- 
sent  one.  Looking  at  the  oironmstanoes 
under  which  we  acceded  to  power,  and  to 
which  I  have  already  referred,  it  was  be- 
cause we  were  unsuccessful  in  carrying 
our  measures  in  the  late  Parliament  that 
we  advised  an  appeal  to  the  country.  If, 
therefore,  the  present  Parliament  decides 
on  giving  a  fair  and  constitutional  faearw 
ing  to  any  measures  wo  may  bring  foi> 
ward,  it  will  be  quite  unneeessary  for  tins 
House  to  vindicate  tho  chaige  against  us 
of  not  having  been  able  to  pass  our  mea* 
sures  in  the  last.  But  the  noble  Lord 
says  that,  having  been  unable  to  pass 
our  measures,  we  counselled  a  diseoln- 
tion  of  Parliament, — a  course  constitu- 
tional, the  noble  Lord  admits,  but  in  Ms 
opinion  reckless  and  unwise.  With  al 
deference  to  the  noble  Lord  and  Us 
Friends,  I  think  that  is  rather  begging  Ae 
question.  Whether  the  dissolution  was 
reckless  and  unwise  is  a  conclusion  for  the 
present  Parliament  to  form.  Now»  Sir, 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  admit  thai 
there  were  two  courses  open  to  us  after  the 
decision  at  which  the  House  arrired  on  the 
Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell) — a  Motion  which  the  noUe  Lord 
at  tlie  time  did  not  disguise  was  intended 
as  one  of  censure  and  condemnation.  We 
might  have  resigned  our  offices  or  we  aighl 
have  taken  the  alternatiTe  wo  nlliBawy 
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adopted.  I  do  not  think,  in  a  oonstitutionnl 
MBM,  ire  were  bonnd  to  resign  our  offices 
OB' being  defeated  in  a  Parliaroent  not  as- 
tembled  under  our  anspices.  It  is  a  matter 
•f  notoriety  that  the  last  House  was  filled 
with  tboee  belonging  to  tliat  educated  class, 
Ibat  fimited  but  highly  favoured  Whig  con- 
■oetioDv  of  which  the  noble  Lord  is  an 
ehuuiient,  and  who  are  the  hereditary  op- 
ponenta  of  the  political  party  we  profess 
to  represent.  Under  the  circumstances  I 
Oftttnot  see  how  the  course  we  advised  Her 
-Mmjes^  to  take  can  be  called  unwise  or 
TCokloM.  There  is  nothing  in  a  dissolution 
irf  Parliament  which  the  great  Liberal 
pttrtj,  even  if  all  its  sections  are  agreed, 
ihoold  look  upon  with  jealousy  and  distrust. 
i  do  not  know  whether  the  sections  of  that 
party  who  sit  below  the  gangway  are  of 
t|dnion  that  frequent  dissolutions  of  Par- 
Mment  are  always  to  be  deprecated.  That 
ditlrost  of  the  people  I  thought  was  con- 
fined to  the  "  educated  "  faction.  I  know 
ibe  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
nofor  bears  of  a  dissolution  of  Parliament 
but  he  rises  to  condemn  it ;  and  that  is 
ferfeotly  in  harmony  with  the  political 
mwsof  the  party — the  "  educated  "  pnrty 
—to  which  we  are  indebted  for  the  Sep- 
tennial Act.  But  I  was  not  prepared  to 
bear  that  all  the  re-combined  sections  of 
ibat  party  are  of  the  same  opinion  on  this 
important  constitutional  point — that  fre- 
qaent  dissolutions  of  Parliament  are  un- 
wise and  reckless.  But  I  am  very  glad 
the  noble  Lord,  in  the  manly  and  promis- 
ing apeech  he  has  made,  has  limited  his 
objeetions  to  the  dissolution,  to  the  policy 
of  that  course,  and  has  not  condescended 
to  intrude  upon  the  House  that  trash  of 
wbieh  we  have  heard  so  much  with  re- 
gard to  the  conduct  of  the  elections,  the 
oomiption  of  the  constituencies,  and  the 
compacts  with  foreign  Powers  and  hier- 
archies. Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  thought 
the  subject  had  been  exhausted  by  a  master. 
Perhaps  he  thought  if  he  had,  without  suf- 
ficient examination,  indulged  in  such  state- 
ments, he  might  have  been  liable  to  the 
replies  that  followed  them  when  they  pro- 
ceeded from  another  quarter.  Now  Par- 
liament has  met,  I  am  glad  to  find  that  this 
question  is,  at  least,  to  be  discussed  in  the 
spirit  of  gentlemen,  with  high  party  views 
and  on  broad  constitutional  principles. 
There  was  a  statement  that  came  from  a 
great  authority,  and  which  I  know  exer- 
cised considerable  influence  on  the  public 
miody  for  it  was  mndo  at  a  very  apropos 
moment,  when  it  was  supposed  it  would 


have  great  influence  on  the  borough  elec- 
tions. £  was  at  that  time  much  engaged, 
and  probably  read  the  public  piints  with 
more  haste  than  I  ought  to  have  done, 
but  I  read  that  statement  because  I  took 
an  interest  both  in  the  locality  where  it 
was  made  and  the  eminent  individual  who 
made  it.  When  I  saw  in  the  newspapers 
the  name  "City  of  Carlisle,''  I  naturally 
looked  at  what  was  taking  place  in  that 
quarter.  But  reading,  I  fear  a  little  in- 
correctly, I  confess  I  did  mistake,  at  the 
time,  the  speech  which  appears  to  hare 
been  made  by  a  distinguished  Member 
of  this  House  for  that  of  the  young  gentle- 
man that  he  was  introducing  to  his  con- 
stituents. When  I  read  that  charge  upon 
the  Ministry  which  we  were  told  was  to  be 
the  basis  of  a  parliamentary  vote  of  want 
of  confidence,  when  I  read  statements 
made  without  the  slightest  foundation  and 
with  a  bitterness  which  seemed  to  me  to  be 
perfectly  gratuitous,  I  could  not  help  say- 
ing ••  Young  men  will  be  young  men." 
Youth  is,  as  we  all  know,  somewhat  reck- 
less in  assertion,  and  when  we  are  juvenile 
and  curly  one  takes  a  pride  in  sarcasm  and 
invective.  Nevertheless,  one  could  not  re- 
frain from  an  interest  in  a  young  relative  of 
a  distinguished  Member  of  this  llouse,  and, 
although  the  statements  were  not  very 
agreeable  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  one 
was  glad  to  recognize  a  chip  of  the  old 
block.  I  felt — and  I  am  sure  my  colleagues 
shared  the  sentiment  —  that  when  that 
young  gentleman  entered  this  House,  he 
might,  when  gazing  upon  the  venerable 
form,  and  listening  to  the  accents  of  be- 
nignant wisdom  that  fall  from  the  lips  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Carlisle,  he  might  learn  how  reckless  as- 
sertion in  time  may  mature  into  accuracy 
of  statement,  and  how  bitterness  and  in- 
vective, however  organic,  can  be  controlled 
by  the  vicissitudes  of  a  wise  experience. 
Yes,  Sir,  the  statements  made  in  that 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have 
been  circulated  in  every  form,  and  for  a 
time  have  been  credited  in  every  quarter  in 
this  country.  The  public  have  really  be- 
lieved that  a  corrupt  Administration  has 
been  obtaining  returns  from  the  hustings 
by  the  vilest  moans,  and  for  the  most  in- 
famous purposes.  They  have  believed 
that  the  allowance  to  innkeepers  for  the 
billeting  of  soldiers  was  absolutely  in- 
creased at  the  arbitrary  will  of  a  War 
Minister,  in  order  to  bribe  the  publicans  to 
voto  for  Government  candidates,  though 
every  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House  most 
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be  porfeotly  aware  that  tboir  predcocssora 
had  passed  the  Act  by  which  that  increase 
of  allowance  was  constitutionally  made, 
and  that  the  Act  had  been  for  some  time 
in  operation.  The  public  did  believe  that 
barracks  were  built  and  contracts  given, 
when  contracts  were  never  entered  into 
and  wben  barracks  were  never  built.  More 
than  that,  the  public  really  did  believe 
that  my  Lord  Derby  had  subscribed — had 
boasted,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
be  was  informed,  of  having  subscribed 
£20,000  to  a  fund  to  manage  tho  elec- 
tions. The  Earl  of  Derby  has  treated 
that  assertion,  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  silent  contempt.  All 
the  other  assertions  made  at  the  time 
have  been  answered  in  detail,  and  there- 
fore I  suppose  he  thought  the  time 
might  come  when  the  subject  being  fairly 
before  the  House,  he  could  leave  it  to 
mo  to  say  for  him,  what  I  do  say  now, 
that  that  statement  was  an  impudent  fa- 
brication. But  what  are  all  these  con- 
tracts with  innkeepers  to  the  compact 
with  the  Pope?  Next  to  nothing.  Sir, 
it  is  not  an  agreeable  duty  to  have  to 
listen  to  statements  made  until  Parliament 
meets  by  Privy  Councillors,  by  men  who 
have  filled  the  highest  offices  of  state, 
and,  for  aught  I  know,  who  may  be  about 
to  fill  high  offices  of  state,  but  upon  which 
the  moment  Parliament  meets,  every  one 
is  silent.  Neither  the  Mover  nor  the 
Seconder  of  this  great  indictment  of  want 
of  confidence  condescends  even  to  mention 
them.  And  yet  the  charge  is  a  weighty 
one.  Is  it  true  that  the  Earl  of  Derby  has 
entered  into  any  compact  or  contract,  or 
understanding  with  any  hierarchy  in  this 
country,  or  with  any  agent  of  any  foreign 
Prince,  to  influence. the  elections  of  our 
own  country  ?  These  arc  statements  which 
ought  not  to  be  made  by  persons  of  emi- 
nence without  some  examination.  Sir, 
I  state,  in  a  manner  the  most  unequivocal 
and  unhesitating,  that  there  has  been  no 
compact  of  that  kind,  and  that  the  support 
that  was  given  in  many  instances  to  the 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  at  the 
late  general  election  by  our  fellow-subjects 
professing  the  Roman  Catholic  fnith  was 
given,  not  only  without  compact  and  with- 
out  conditions,  but  was  given  without  even 
communication  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. I  take  it  for  granted  that 
those  who  supported  us  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, like  tho  other  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty,  had  formed  their  own  fair 
opinion,  right  or  wrong,  on  public  events, 
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on  public  men,  and  on  publie  pdiey.  Bat  it 
seems  that  the  eivil  and  fMigioos  liberty 
granted  to  the  Roman  Caftholios,  especialif 
with  the  aid  of  the  noble  Lord»  mMDB  einl 
and  religious  liberty  to  Tote  for  Whigi, 
and  to  support  Whig  candidates.  Tho, 
moment  a  British  or  Irish  subject  profess- 
ing the  Roman  Catholic  religion  Totes  for 
a  Tory,  it  would  seem  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  meditate  the  reriTsl  of  penal 
laws. 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  touched  upon  two 
grounds  upon  which  this  vote  of  want 
of  confidence  recommends  itself  to  the 
House — this  vote  of  want  of  oonfidenee  in 
the  unusual  form  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address  in  answer  to  the  graoioua  Speeoli 
from  the  Throne.  First  of  all,  it  is  said 
that  in  many  instances  our  measures  fiuled 
in  Parliament  ;  but  that  was  the  very 
ground  upon  which  a  new  Pariiamant  his 
been  called  upon  to  assemble.  Seeondlyi 
it  is  said  that  we  advised  Her  Mijestj  te 
dissolve  Parliament,  which,  in  tbe  opinion 
of  the  noble  Lord,  was  an  unwise  and 
reckless  measure  ;  but  that,  in  faot»  is  the 
very  question  at  issue.  And  now  what  ars 
tho  other  grounds  ?  What  haa  ooenrred 
since  the  dissolution  to  justify  this  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  ?  The  eondoot*  it 
is  said,  of  our  foreign  affsirs.  It  appeaii 
that  the  nogotiations  which  were  in  pro- 
gress when  the  late  Parliament  waa  dis- 
solved have  proved  unsucoessfuU  and  that 
war  between  some  of  tho  Powers  of  Bnrope 
has  ensued.  As  far  as  I  could  odlleofc  the 
drift  of  tho  noble  Lord — though  I  must 
say  he  showed  considerable  diplonuktie 
ablility  himself  in  the  shadowy  manner  in 
which  he  framed  that  part  of  hia  indict- 
ment— there  is,  no  doubt,  some  foundation 
for  his  statement  ad  invidiam  that  we  have 
been  unsuccessful  in  the  management  of  onr 
foreign  relations,  and  that  our  negoUation^ 
which  had  been  undertaken  to  arert  war* 
had  not  preserved  peace.  The  noble  Lofd 
and  his  friends  have  a  right  to  the  anainbion 
that  the  conduct  of  our  foreign  relationp 
since  the  commencement  of  this  jear  hikYC 
not  been  conducted  with  ability;  but  surely 
the  only  grounds  upon  which  an  opinion  on 
that  subject  can  be  formed  are  uie  ample 
documents  which  I  am  about  immediately  to 
lay  upon  the  table  of  the  House.  Surdj  the 
noble  Lord,  although  he  is  a  party  man 
— and  I  do  not  honour  the  noUe  Lord  thft 
less  because  he  is  a  party  man,  for  I  lodk 
upon  tho  existence  of  party  aa  the  best 
security  for  our  Parliamentary  ffOTemnenl 
and  for  our  public  liberty*— sun^j  the  uM^ 
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£iiA  M  A  |MUrtj  man  will  not  lay  it 
4ii«ii  as  a  prineipJa  that  he  and  hUfriands, 
«Mif  ]i  he  bad  a  majority,  should  decide 
■pon  tka  condoet  of  negotiations  without 
winding  and  stodjing  the  documents'  which 
alone  inform  him  as  to  the  nature  of 
aegoiiations  ?  Would  the  noble  Lord, 
m  a  ptrlj  man,  saj  that  success  is  the 
flotf  teat  of  ability  in  negotiation,  and  that 
tke  Gofemment  that  has  failed  in  the  con- 
dtlet  of  a  negotiation  to  a?ert  war  is  not 
werthj  fto>  condnot  the  affairs  of  this  coun- 
trjt  Is  that  the  principle  upon  which  the 
time  Lord  would  insist  ?  It  is  the  only 
eoe  left,  and  probably  it  is.  The  war  that 
has  recently  broken  out  in  Europe  was  in 
the  memory  of  every  hon.  Gentleman  in 
this  Hoose-  preceded  by  another  war.  It  is 
ealj  four  years  since  a  war  took  place,  not 
merely  between  two  of  our  allies,  but  be- 
tween this  eonntry  itself  and  a  great  military 
Fewer  ■  Russia.  Were  there  no  negotia* 
flfefla  then  entered  into  to  preTcnt  war? 
Waa  tot  the  stake  infinitely  greater  and  the 
tetoponsibility  proportionately  increased  when 
ftvuenr  own  immediate  action  that  was  in 
f  oeiAkt,  and  our  own  conduct  on  the  im- 
jiOrtaBt  question  of  peace  or  war  that  was 
at  usee  f  Well,  I  want  to  know  who  were 
theft  the  Ministers?  We  were  not  respon- 
riUe  Ibr  those  negotiations.  The  Govern- 
nimt  at  that  time  was  not  a  Government 
in  a  minoritr.  That  was  not  a  Govern- 
hient  formeo  of  men  of  inferior  abilities 
and  of  deficient  experience,  as  you  take 
etery  opportunity  of  informing  us  that  we 
are.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  presided 
orer  hy  a  celebrated  European  statesman, 
the  Eaii  of  Aberdeen,  who  had  himself 
aatiated  in  the  construction  of  those  famous 
treaties  of  1815,  of  which  we  hear  so  much 
now-a-days.  He  had  for  his  Foreign 
Seeretarj  a  distinguished  minister  who 
had  filled  the  highest  offices  in  the  ser- 
fiee  of  the  Crown,  and  had  been  am- 
hassador  at  great  Courts.     Who  is  to  be 

Car  Foreign  Secretary  now  I  do  not  know, 
t  a  Tery  distinguished  man  indeed  is  my 
Lord  Clarendon.  Tou  had  then  the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen  and  Lord  Clarendon,  men  of  ad- 
inirahle  ability  and  experience,  to  conduct 
jour  negotiations.  But  had  you  nobody 
else?  Why,  there  was  the  noble  Lord 
the  Iffember  for  Tiverton,  who,  like  Corio- 
lanns,  showed  his  wounds  yesterday  to 
Ae  populace,  and  is  an  avowed  candidate 
fbf  power.  He  is  of  opinion,  as  some 
dthera'  are  too,  that  he  nas  some  know- 
la^fift  of  Foreign  Affairs,  and  he  takes 
opportnnity  of  intimating  that  he 
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is  the  only  man  who  can  wage  war  or 
preserve  peace.  The  Barl  of  Aberdeen 
and  Lord  Clarendon  had  the  assistance 
of  the  noble  Member  for  Tiverton.  I 
will  say  nothing  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London,  because  his  expe- 
rience as  Foreign  Minister  is  but  limited. 
Well,  what  did  the  noble  Member  for  Ti- 
verton, and  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  and 
Lord  Clarendon  do  in  the  way  of  negotia- 
tion to  prevent  the  war?  Why,  the  shame 
of  those  negotiations  is  not  yet  forgot* 
ten  in  England.  The  State  paper  of  Vi- 
enna is  not  yet  entirely  blottod  out  of  the 
consciousness  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
You  had  great  advantages,  and  you  signally 
failed ;  you  had  a  majority  in  Parliament ; 
you  had  wise  and  experienced  statesmen  ; 
you  had  a  still  greater  stake  to  prick  you 
to  exertion,  and  to  increase  your  responsi- 
bility, and  yet  you  were  utterly  discom- 
fited. You  had  something  yet  more  than 
we  had  with  our  poor  means  to  preserve 
peace.  You  had  an  Opposition  numerous 
and  fairly  ambitious,  but  in  the  midst  of 
your  negotiations  that  Opposition  did  not 
bring  forward  votes  of  want  of  confidence, 
nor  propose  cunning  resolutions  to  embar- 
rass the  public  service.  We  sat  there, 
aided  you  in  your  difficulties,  and  supported 
you  heartily  and  truly.  [*•  No."]  Is  there 
any  one  can  murmur  •*  No  "  ?  I  defy  any 
man  to  bring  an  instance  daring  that  war 
in  which  we  brought  forward  a  single  Mo- 
tion to  embarrass  you,  and  when  by  your 
general  misgovcrnment  and  misconduct  of 
the  war  there  Ntrose  a  public  outcry  which 
called  for  your  fall,  it  was  a  Member  on 
your  own  side  of  the  House  who  struck 
the  blow,  and  it  was  by  the  votes  of  several 
sections  of  the  Liberal  party  that  the  re- 
sult was  accomplished  and  you  were  eject- 
ed from  office. 

So  much,  then,  for  the  third  ground  on 
which  this  vote  of  want  of  confidence  is 
rested.  I  think  I  have  shown  the  House 
that  it  is  one  which  cannot  be  urged  with 
plausibility  even  to  the  public  of  Carlisle, 
which  believes  in  compacts  with  the  Pope, 
and  which  credits  monstrous  assertions 
about  billets  being  raised  and  contracts 
entered  into  for  party  purposes,  if  they 
are  only  circulated  on  high  authority. 
There  is  still  one  more  ground  on  which 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  friends  rest  the 
vindication  of  the  line  which  they  are 
now  taking,  and  that  is  the  failure  of 
our  late  measure  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  Representation  of  the  People,  and  the 
conclusion  consequent  on  that  failure  o$ 
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our  inBuffioienej  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  Parliamentarj  Refonn.  Well  now,  let 
UB  consider  this  point.  It  is  unnecessary 
on  this  occasion  to  yindicate  the  measure 
which  we  brought  forward  in  the  last 
Parliament,  but  I  will  state  one  fact,  not 
upon  mj  own  authority,  but  on  that  of 
men  of  high  scientific  character,  not  con- 
nected with  politics  or  with  parties,  whose 
only  object  in  their  researches  is  to  estab- 
lish and  promulgate  truth,  and  that  is  that 
our  measure  would  have  increased  the  con- 
stituent body  by  not  less  than  500,000, 
being  absolutely  a  larger  addition  than  was 
made  by  the  Reform  Bill  of  1 832.  There 
were  great  objections  to  details,  but  still 
details  no  doubt  of  importance,  urged 
against  that  measure.  It  was  said,  for 
instance,  that  it  would  disfranchise  county 
freeholders  living  in  towns,  that  it  would 
enable  Totes  to  be  giyen  by  papers,  and 
other  objections  were  made  to  it.  Admit- 
ting, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  these 
propositions  perfectly  desenred  the  condem- 
nation they  received,  have  no  propositions 
to  amend  the  representation  of  the  people 
been  coupled  and  connected  with  proposi- 
tions which  were  equally  unsuccessful  and 
equally  condemned  ?  Why  don't  we  hear 
of  them  ?  Why  are  we  always  told  of 
our  unhappy  proposal  to  disfranchise  free- 
holders and  to  give  votes  by  papers  ?  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  has 
been  in  office  almost  all  his  life,  he  has 
had  a  monopoly  of  this  question  of  Reform, 
he  has  been  handling  it  and  fumbling  it  as 
long  as  I  can  remember.  What  then  has 
he  done?  He  has  twice  brought  forward  Re- 
form Bills  and  twice  unsuccessfully.  He 
proposed  at  one  time — he,  the  great  patron 
of  the  working  classes — to  disfranchise  all 
the  freemen  in  England.  Why  should 
not  that  proposition  be  urged  as  a  reason 
for  no  longer  entrusting  him  with  the 
preparation  of  a  Reform  Bill?  In  one 
Bill  he  introduced  a  proposition  hostile  to 
the  very'  principle  on  which  representa- 
tive Government  is  founded,  and  alien  to 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution  —  represen- 
tation by  minorities.  If  there  ever  was 
a  proposition  receiyed  with  universal  con- 
i  ation  that  was  it.  Why  should  not 
4  ditqoalify  the  noble  Lord  from  med- 
ia with  the  sacred  question  of  Re- 
J  noble  Lord,  who  cannot  for  a 
I  .te  Government  by  a  minority, 

1       ory  sat  on  these  benches, 
use  as  Prime  Minister,  in 
itT,  resting  entirely  on 
the  support   which   he 
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received  from  Sir  R.  Peel.  The  noble 
Lord,  who  is  so  constant  in  his  denuncia- 
tions of  Government  by  a  minority,  him- 
self proposed  to  change  the  English  con- 
stitution, and  give  representation  to  mi- 
norities at  the  hustings.  I  suppose  he  is 
the  only  person  who  can  be  intrusted  with 
the  preparation  of  a  Reform  Bill,  because 
the  other  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Tiver- 
ton, does  not  like  the  subject  at  all.  It  is 
one  to  which  he  does  not  conceal  his  disin- 
clination. We,  who,  at  least,  have  pre- 
pared and  introduced  a  measure  which 
would  more  than  have  doubled  the  oonsti* 
tuency  of  the  kingdom,  are  nerer  to  be 
allowed  to  give  our  opinions  on  a  measnre 
of  this  kind,  while  the  noble  Lord,  wbo 
scarcely  conceals  his  opinion  that  all  Pto- 
liamentary  Reform  is  a  bad  thing,  and  vbo 
tells  you  that  if  you  are  to  hare  it  yon  sbsU 
have  as  little  as  possible,  is  the  popnlsr 
candidate  for  the  command  of  what  wa 
were  told  yesterday  are  now  "  the  united 
sections  of  the  Liberal  party."  I  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Bright)  on  the  lamb-like  manner 
in  which  he  abdicated  those  portentons 
opinions  which  awhile  ago  frighted  the 
island  from  its  propriety. 

I  have  now  gone  over  the  ^yb  pamidB 
on  which  the  noble  Lords  and  his  Frtends 
rest  their  case  for  a  verdict  of  want  of  eoB- 
iidenco  in  the  Ministry.  I  have  ahown  to  the 
House  that  the  argument  founded  on  the 
failure  of  many  of  our  measures  in  the  last 
Parliament  is,  if  anything,  one  which  should 
rather  be  urged  in  favour  of  a  verdict  of 
confidence  from  this  Parliament,  because, 
as  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  late  Par- 
liament not  sanctioning  and  snpportiog 
our  measures  that  a  new  Parliament  was 
called,  we  have  a  right  to  count  upon  the 
constitutional  confidence  of  the  Hoase  of 
Commons  in  that  respect.  I  have  shown 
to  the  House  that  the  charge  founded 
upon  the  "  unwise  and  reckless  measure  of 
dissolution*'  rests  on  no  substantial  foanda- 
tion,  and  I  havo  shown  incidentally  that 
the  charges  which,  during  the  recess,  have 
been  industriously  bruited  about  as  grounds 
for  requiring  a  public  investigation,  and 
for  passing  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence, 
are  fabrications,  without  a  tittle  of  evi- 
dence, and  are  entirely  undeserving  the 
credit  of  any  sensible  man.  I  have,  I  hope, 
shown  the  House  that  to  pass  a  vote  of  want 
of  confidence  in  us  because  our  negotia- 
tions have  failed  to  preserve  peace  would 
be  so  flagrantly  and  manifestly  uijast, 
when  you  have  no  docuoientB  on  vrtiieh 
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ywL  Ml  firand  an  opinion,  and  when  those 
doeuiAMta  will  immediatelj  be  in  your 
bandit  that  I  oannot  believe  that  even  hon. 
Oenilamen  opposite  can  rest  their  vote  upon 
that  ground.  I  think  I  have  shown  the 
House  also  that  if  our  unfortnnante  treat- 
nent  of  the  question  of  Parliamentary  Re- 
tsm  has  been  such  as  to  disqualify  us  for 
die  eonfidenee  of  the  House,  the  noble 
Lord  our  predecessor  in  that  enterprise  is 
aot  more  entitled  to  confidence  upon  that 
•atjeoty  and  that  the  other  noble  Lord,  his 
tinu  or  his  eolleague — I  know  not  which — 
Is  DOl  entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the 
House  upon  that  question  in  the  slightest 
degree ;  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham by  his  prudent  retirement  from 
fttbuB  life  is  now  entirely  out  of  the  ques- 
lion.  Hairing  made  these  obserrations  in 
teply  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Noith  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tiagton)»  I  hope  that  the  House  will  not 
Ifafak  it  intrusive  if,  before  I  sit  down,  I 
tentttre  to  say  something  upon  the  cha- 
teeter  of  the  gracious  Speech,  and  upon 
tfie  inCentions  of  the  Qovernment.  There 
■rs  two  main  topics  in  that  Speech  which 
graetly  interest— though  perhaps  at  this 
moment  not  equally  —  the  public  mind. 
The  first  is  with  regard  to  the  policy 
whiidi  we  shall  pursue  in  our  foreign  re- 
latioDa»  and  the  next  is  with  respect  to 
this  Teiy  question  of  Parliamentary  Re- 
fiirm.  Now,  Sir,  the  gracious  Speech, 
and  the  Address  which  has  been  moved 
with  so  much  ability  by  my  hon.  Friend 
b^ind  me,  elearly  and  unequivocally  state 
evr  pofiey  with  respect  to  the  first  sub- 
jeet.  fh  have  endeavoured  in  every  pos- 
sible manner  to  preserve  peace.  I  shall  be 
happy  and  ready  when  the  time  arrives, 
ana  uiien  the  papers  are  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Ifembers,  thoroughly  to  vindicate  the 
eondoet  of  the  Government  on  that  head. 
Indeed  I  challenge  inquiry,  and  all  I  ask  is 
that  the  House  shall  not  decide  upon  a 

Sastion  so  momentous  in  the  absence  of 
doenments,  and  when  it  is  impossible 
that  any  one  can  treat  it  with  any  general 
Atisfisction  ;  and  if  I  make  one  or  two  ob- 
servations upon  the  point  it  is  only  because 
fte  subject  has  been  introduced  and  en- 
foreed  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  because  1 
wuh  to  correct  one  or  two  most  erroneous 
impressions  which  appear  to  exist.  It  is 
my  opinion,  and  I  say  it  with  no  wish  now 
to  renew  any  controversy  on  that  head, 
but  I  repeat  that  I  retain  the  opinion  which 
I  expressed  in  the  late  Parliament,  that 
the  vote  at  whksh  the  House  arrived  on  the 


Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London  had  a  serious  influence  at  that 
moment  on  our  negotiations.  I  shall  be 
able  to  prove  it,  but  I  only  allude  to  it  now 
in  vindication  of  myself,  because  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire  has 
introduced  some  observations  upon  it.  I 
said  at  that  time,  and  I  repeat  now,  that 
that  vote  destroyed  all  authority  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  this  country  as 
a  Government ;  but  it  did  not  destroy  all 
our  influence  with  the  Emperor  of  the 
French  at  that  time,  because,  although  as 
the  mere  Government  of  England  we  had 
no  authority,  we  yet  did  represent  a  prin« 
ciple  which  greatly  regulated  the  conduct 
and  influenced  the  feelings  of  the  Emperor 
of  the  French.  The  Emperor  of  the  French 
was  governed  at  that  moment,  and  had 
been,  and  generally  is,  by  public  opinion. 
The  opinion  of  France  was  against  war; 
the  opinion  of  England,  which  he  esteems 
only  next  to  that  of  France,  was  against 
war  ;  the  opinion  of  enlightened  Europe,  I 
may  say,  was  against  war.  Therefore, 
though  our  authority  as  a  Ministry  had 
ceased,  yet,  representing  that  principle  of 
public  opinion  which  the  Emperor  recog- 
nized, our  representations  were  still  listened 
to  with  respect,  and  upon  that  ground,  not- 
withstanding the  vote  which  the  House 
came  to,  we  still  could  influence,  as  we  did 
influence,  the  conduct  of  the  Emperor  of 
the  French.  But  as  regards  Austria,  from 
whom  neither  the  noble  Lord  nor  ourselves 
anticipated  at  that  moment  the  immediate 
mischiof,  she  was  not  at  all  influenced  by 
public  opinion.  With  Austria,  therefore, 
wo  entirely  ceased  to  have  any  authority, 
being  a  Government  condemned,  and  she 
laboured  under  the  conviction — no  doubt, 
an  unjust  conviction,  though  so  far  as 
negotiations  were  concerned  it  operated  as 
a  positive  fact — that  our  immediate  suc- 
cessors would  be  a  Ministry  favourable  to 
war,  and  to  war  directed  against  herself. 
Therefore  it  was  that  Austria,  not  caring 
any  longer  for  the  influence  of  the  English 
Ministry,  whom  she  looked  upon  as  a  dead 
body,  and  caring  nothing  for  public  opinion, 
which  still  influenced  the  conduct  of  the 
Emperor  of  the  French,  took  the  rash  and 
unfortunate  step  which  every  one  must  now 
deplore.  In  this  sense,  then,  I  contend 
that  I  was  perfectly  justified  in  the  state- 
ment which  I  made,  and  it  will  be  seen  at 
the  proper  time,  in  the  course  of  future 
discussions,  that  it  was  a  perfectly  authentic 
statement.  The  House  will  allow  me  also 
to  notice  one  more  point,  which  is  personal 
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to  mjself.  It  has  been  charged  against 
me  that  on  the  eve  of  the  dissolution  of 
Parliament  I  made  a  statement  respecting 
the  then  state  of  our  negotiations  and  pros- 
pects, favourable  to  peace  notwithstand- 
ing the  immense  intervening  difficulties, 
and  even  the  fact  that  war  then  was 
more  thon  imminent.  Now,  I  beg  to  state 
to  the  House  —  and  I  dare  say  the  cir- 
cumstance may  easily  be  recalled  to  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  Members  of  the 
late  Parliament — that  it  so  happened  that 
a  few  moments  only  before  I  rose  to  make 
that  statement  a  telegram  arrived  from 
Lord  Cowley,  which  was  immediately  for- 
warded to  me  here,  informing  us  that  the 
Emperor  of  the  French  had  entirely 
adopted  the  pnnciple  of  disarmament  be- 
fore the  Congress,  which  was  one  which 
Austria  had  insisted  on  as  the  foun- 
dation of  a  satisfactory  settlement.  And 
not  only  that,  but  that  Count  Walewski 
had  that  moment  telegraphed  to  Sardinia, 
urging  her,  in  a  manner  which  he  felt  she 
could  not  resist,  to  accept  the  same  prin- 
ciple. Was  I  not  justified,  then,  under 
the  circumstances,  in  assuring  the  Houso 
that  there  was  still  a  prospect  of  peace 
before  us  ?  Was  I  not  further  fortified  in 
that  assurance  when,  the  next  day,  a  tele- 
gram  arrived  from  Sardinia,  accepting  that 
proposition,  which  it  was  supposed  to  bo 
impossible  that  she  could  agree  to  ?  Hav- 
ing ultimately  failed,  however,  in  those  ne- 
gotiations to  preserve  peace — and,  as  I 
hope  1  may  say,  with  no  discredit  or  dis- 
honour to  our  counsels — what  is  the  course 
that  we  have  pursued  ?  We  have  adopted 
the  principle  of  strict  and  impartial  neu- 
trality ;  we  have  endeavoured  to  act  in  the 
spirit  of  that  principle,  and  I  treat  with 
utter  contempt,  because  I  feel  it  would  be 
impossible  to  offer  a  shadow  of  proof  in  fa- 
vour of  the  monstrous  statement,  that  in 
the  course  which  we  have  adopted  or  the 
counsels  we  have  given,  we  have  ever  had 
either  an  Austrian  or  a  French  bias.  And 
I  believe  that  the  sincere  feelin<;  of  both 
those  Powers,  irritated  as  they  must  be  by 
the  position  in  which  they  find  tliemselves, 
15  to  do  us  complete  justice  upon  that  sub- 
ject. But,  of  course,  though  the  policy  of 
strict  and  impartial  neutrolity  is  demanded 
by  the  interests  of  this  country,  and  is,  I 
am  sure,  sanctioned  by  the  public  voice, 
we  have  felt  it   our  duty  to   place    Her 

jeaty,  by  her  command  at  sea  and  by 
1      o     pi     m  of  her  armaments,  in  such 

1  her  authority  will  be  felt 
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those  increased  fleets  and  armamoDts  we 
have  not  the  indications  of  coming  war, 
but  the  probable  securities  for  continued 
and  renewed  peace ;  beoanse,  watching 
events,  encouraging  and  fostering  friendlj 
relations,  we  may  interfere,  with  other  neu- 
tral Powers,  at  the  right  moment,  and 
may  yet  attain,  at  a  date  much  earlier 
than  I  think  is  too  hastily  adopted  by  the 
world,  the  restoration  of  that  great  bless- 
ing, of  the  value  of  which,  from  the  ex- 
perience of  the  last  half  century,  this 
country  is  more  conscious  than  it  was  ia 
former  times.  That,  Sir,  is  oar  foreign 
policy.  1  do  not  suppose  that  any  one  will 
challenge  it  on  principle ;  and  as  to  the 
means  by  which  it  should  be  carried  ost,  I 
will  again  repeat  that  it  is  only  by  an  ex* 
amination  of  the  ample  evidence  to  be  Utd 
before  you  that  you  can  form  an  adeqniis 
and  fair  opinion.  And,  notwithstanding 
the  party  character  of  this  Motion,  I  & 
not  feel  that  a  vote  of  want  of  confidenee 
can  ever  be  arrived  at  against  any  Minis- 
try in  this  country  when  the  documents  in 
explanation  of  their  policy,  and  which  are 
promised  in  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speeoh, 
have  not  been  laid  before  the  House. 

Now,  Sir,  1  will  treat  with  as  little  rs- 
serve  of  the  other  principal  topic  referred  to 
in  tho  gracious  Speech — Parliamentary  Re- 
form— although  it  may  not  be  so  interesting 
on  account  of  the  course  which  we  have 
intimated  that  we  intend  to  pursue  with  re- 
gard to  it.  1  say  at  once  that  it  is  the 
opinion  of  Her  Mnjosty's  Government  that 
it  is  impossible  during  this  Sesaiiin  satis- 
factorily to  deal  with  that  subject.  Of 
course,  the  language  of  the  gracious  Speech 
is  different  from  that  which,  according  to 
tho  practice  of  this  House,  can  be  used  by 
a  servant  of  the  Crown;  but  1  now  take  no 
refuge  in  ambiguous  phrases,  telling  the 
House  that  if  certain  business  of  great  u^ 
gency  can  be  disposed  of,  we  think  that 
there  is  a  chance  of  dealing  with  the  great 
question  of  Reform  this  Session.  We  are  of 
opinion  that  there  is  no  such  chance,  and 
if  that  be  considered  by  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  a  fair  ground  for  censuring  the 
Government  we  are  ready  to  meet  that 
issue.  If  it  really  be  the  opinion  of  grave 
and  responsible  statesmen  in  this  House, 
that  in  the  present  condition  of  this  coun- 
try, in  the  month  of  June,  with  measures 
of  finance  of  the  gravest  character,  with 
measures  connected  with  the  defence  and 
armament  of  the  country  of  the  greatest 
urgency,  to  be  brought  forward^  we  can 
enter  into  a  rash  and  reokleaa  engagement 
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to  deal  with  the  question  of  Parliament 
teiy  Refomit  I  shall  he  certainly  as- 
tooiabed;  hut  if  our  opponents  take  that 
Tieir,  I  must  ask  the  House  to  join  is- 
fBe  with  tlicm,  and  give  a  decision  which 
I  trust  will  he  dictated  hy  temperate 
eonnaels  and  good  sense.  But  allhough 
that  is  the  course  which  we  feel  it  our  duty 
to  recommend  the  House  to  adopt  during 
the  present  Session,  we  do  not  in  any  way 
wish  to  shrink,  as  advisers  of  the  Crown, 
firom  the  responsihility  of  dealing  with  tliis 

Xaestiun.  Now,  even  although  it  may  of- 
md  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
Citjt  I  must  say,  as  I  have  said  before, 
that  I  cannot  admit  that  the  question  of 
Parliamentary  Reform,  or  any  great  ques- 
tion which  ought 'to  be  dealt  with  in  this 
eoantry,  should  become  a  political  mo- 
nopolj.  I  do  not  recognize  the  conve- 
nient dogma,  now  circulated,  that  great 
qoestions  interesting  this  country,  and 
more  especially  its  domestic  condition,  are 
to  be  touched  and  treated  only  by  one 
partienlar  favoured,  even  though  '*  edu- 
cated '*  section.  I  think  it  would  be  very 
dangerous  to  the  country  that  we  should 
adopt  the  principle  that  any  party  which 
can  be  called  to  the  administration  of  af- 
&ir8  should  consider  themselves  shut  out 
from  dealing  with  any  great  question  of 
public  interest.  If  they  do  so,  they  are 
unfit  to  sit  upon  this  bench  of  severe  re- 
aponsibilityy  and  must  take  office  under 
conditions  injurious  to  the  public  service 
and  the  public  inteiest.  I  do  not  want  to 
enter  into  an  historical  disquisition  upon 
the  justice  of  this  favourite  theory  of  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  I  do  not  find  that  in  his- 
tory Parliamentary  Reform  has  been  the 
particular  nrivilep^e  and  property  of  the 
"  edoeated  '  section.  I  know  very  well 
that  Ur.  Pitt  did  not  belong  to  the  '*  edu- 
cated'' section,  but  he  was  a  Parliamen- 
tary Reformer.  The  Duke  of  Richmond 
was*  I  think,  not  one  of  the  ''educated** 
aection,  but  he  was  a  Parliamentary  Re- 
former. I  know  many  other  illustrious 
men  who  at  different  times  within  the  last 
eighty  years  have  given  their  opinions  in 
Parliament  upon  this  subject,  and  very  few 
of  them  have  belonged  to  the  ''educated'* 
section.  I  admit  that  the  "educated" 
section  has  during  the  present  century  had 
a  very  fino  opportunity  of  dealing  with  this 
question,  of  which  they  availed  themselves 
with  great  policy  and  adroitness.  I  give 
them  credit  for  the  manner,  for  the  states- 
manlike manner  in  which  they  dealt  with 
it»  bat  I  do  not  acknowledge  their  mono- 


poly.    I  do  not  acknowledge  the  peculiar 
privilege  which  the  "educoted"  section  is 
so  ready  to  assert.     I  observe,  also,  that 
until  very  recently  the  "educated"  section 
has  not,  since  1832,  shown  any  very  great 
enthusiasm  on  the  subject.     I  think  that 
the  other  sections  of  the  Liberal  party, 
which  1  suppose  are  not  to  be  considered 
"educated"  sections,  have  shown  much 
more   sincerity  on   the   subject   than  the 
"  educated  "  section  itself.      I  say.  Sir, 
that  we  have  a  full  and  fair  right  to  deal 
with  this  question ;   and  what  is  more,  I 
believe  that  as  a  party  we  can  deal  with 
it    more    advantageously    even    than    the 
"educated  "  section  itself.  Now,  Sir,  I  need 
not  vindicate  the  measure  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  brought  in  last  Session 
iu  comparison  with  the  measures  of  the 
noble  Lord.      That  I  have  done  ;  but  I 
must  say  this  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that  they  do  not  consider  themselves 
bound   in  the  measure  they  contemplate 
proposing    by    the    measure    which    they 
brought  forward  in  the  last  Parliament  a 
bit  more  than  the  noble  Lord  considers 
himself  bound  by  the  measures  which  he 
has  introduced.      We  all  know  that  the 
subject  is  ono  of  immense  difficulty.       I 
cannot   agree  with   the   noble  Lord    (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  when,  in  excep- 
tion to  his  generally  temperate  remarks, 
he   seemed    to  deny   that   Parliamentary 
Reform  could  become  a  matter  of  com- 
promise between  Conservative  and  Liberal 
opinions.      No  measure  of  Parliamentary 
Reform    can    be  passed,  or   ought  to  be 
passed,   which    is    not  a  compromise  be- 
tween Conservative  and  Liberal  opinions. 
Of  course,  it  is  very  easy  for  a  demagogue 
10  say,  "  This  is  the  only  scheme  of  Par- 
liamentary Reform  that  I  will  agree  to," 
because  he  does  not  want  it  to  pass,  and 
never  thinks  it  will  pass;  but  those  who 
deal  with  the  question  like  men  of  prac- 
tice,  and   who,   like   the  noble  Lord   the 
Member   for   the   City   and    his    Friends, 
mean  to  pass  measures,  could  never  tole- 
rate the  principle  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
that  Parliamentary  Reform  or  any  other 
great  measure  should  not  be  a  compromise 
between    Conservative   and    Liberal   opin- 
ions.     The  happier  the  compromise  the 
more  successful  will  be  the  measure  ;  and 
the  great  aim  of  whoever  is  to  carry  it 
must  be  to  bring  forward  a  large,  endur- 
ing, and  satisfactory  measure,  which,  on 
the  whole,  the  groat  parties  in  the  State 
will  agree  ought  to  pass.     In  dealing  with 
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ihiB  question  last  Session  we  dealt  with 
great  boldness  with  the  question  of  the 
county  suffrage.     It  is  yery  well  to  deride 
our  labours,  but  I  believe  that  the  country 
takes  a  yiew  of  them  yery  different  from 
that  which  the  noble  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment has  been  instructed  to  express  to- 
night.    I  believe  that  the  country  does 
justice  to  the  large  measure  which  we  pro- 
posed with  regard  to  the  county  franchise, 
and  recognizes  the  difficulties  which  we 
had  to  deal  with  it.     I  know  that  more 
than  once  it  has  been  described  in  the 
great  popular  organ,  of  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  very  proud  when  ;t 
says  anything  to  their  praise,  as  "  the  most 
enormous  concession  that  was  ever  made,'' 
and  therefore  the  contemptuous  language 
with  reference  to  it  which  it  has   been 
thought  convenient  to  adopt  in  this  House 
will   never    receive  the  sanction   of    the 
country.    The  question  of  the  county  fran- 
chise had  been  frequently  and   maturely 
discussed  in  this  House.     We  made  a  pro* 
position,   and    we    met    many  objections 
which  we  thought  might  be  urged  to  it, 
by  countervailing  proposals,  modifying  and 
mitigating  its  application.     However  you 
may  object  to  them,  they  were,  after  all, 
only  conditions   mitigating  or  modifying 
our  original  proposition.     The  question  of 
the   borough   franchise  was   not   in  that 
condition   of    maturity.      Until    the  last 
great  debate,  that  question  has  never  been 
thoroughly  grappled  with  in  this  House. 
It  has  never  been  brought  forward  by  per- 
sons of  any  eminence,  nor  has  it  at  any 
time  attracted  or  commanded  much  atten- 
'  tion.    Well,  in  that  direction  we  proceeded 
very  cautiously,  as  you  must  do  with  that 
part  of  a  subject  for  which  the  public  mind 
is  not  so  ripe  as  for  the  other.   By  our  mea- 
sure we  proposed  to  introduce  the  middle 
classes  to  their  share  of  the  county  con- 
stituency, and  the  working  classes  to  their 
share  of  tho  borough  constituency  by  means 
of  a  variety  of  franchises.     I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  admit  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  that  proposition  was  not  favour- 
ed by  this  House,  nor  was  it  sufficiently 
favoured  by  the  country  to  be  one  upon 
which  we  can  insist.     The  question  of  the 
borough  franchise,  however,  must  be  dealt 
with,  and  it  must  be  dealt  with,  too,  with 
reference  to  the  introduction  of  the  work- 
ing classes.     We  admit  that  that  has  been 
the  opinion  of  Parliament,  and  that  it  has 
been  the  opinion  of  the  country,  as  shown 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  been  re- 
turned to  this  House.   We  cannot  be  blind 
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to  that  result.  We  do  not  wish  to  be  Uiai 
to  it.  We  have  no  prejudice  against  the 
proposition.  All  that  we  want  is  to  assnra 
ourselves  that  any  measure  that  we  bring 
forward  is  one  required  by  the  public  ne* 
cessities  and  will  be  sanctioned  by  pnblio 
approbation  and  support;  and  therefore  we 
are  perfectly  prepared  to  deal  with  that 
question  of  the  borough  franchise  and  the 
introduction  of  the  working  dassea  by 
lowering  the  franchise  in  boroughtt  and 
by  acting  in  that  direction  with  sincerity; 
because,  as  I  ventured  to  observe  in  the 
debate  upon  our  measure,  if  you  intend  to 
admit  the  working  classes  to  the  franchiie 
by  lowering  the  suffrage  in  boroughs,  yon 
must  not  keep  the  promise  to  the  ear  and 
break  it  to  the  hope.  The  lowering  of  the 
suffrage  must  be  done  in  a  manner  which 
satisfactorily  and  completely  effects  yew 
object,  and  is  at  the  same  time  consistent 
with  maintaining  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  So,  I  maintain,  that  not  merely 
with  regard  to  the  borough  franchise,—* 
not  merely  with  regard  to  the  suffirage  of 
the  working  classes, — but  with  regard  to 
the  whole  question  of  the  redistribution  of 
seats,  we  are  not  bound  by  the  proposition 
which  we  made  last  year,  any  more  than 
the  noble  Lord  is  bound  by  the  seve- 
ral propositions  which  he  has  made.  I 
have  two  measures  of  the  noble  Lord  which 
are  perfectly  distinct  as  regards  the  dia- 
tribution  of  seats ;  one  in  which  I  find 
a  proposal  in  favour  of  grouping,  and  in 
the  other  in  favour  of  absolute  disfran- 
chisement.  I  find  in  one  a  scale  of  dia^ 
franchisement  totally  different  from  thai 
one  which  the  noble  Lord  promulgated 
upon  the  eve  of  the  general  election* 
Why  are  we,  in  dealing  with  this  quea* 
tion,  to  be  precluded  from  the  same  free- 
dom and  the  same  Parliamentary  privi- 
lege as  the  noble  Lord  and  his  followera  f 
On  the  contrary.  Sir,  I  maintain  that  we 
are  perfectly  free  to  deal  with  this  qoea- 
tion  as  we  think  is  best  for  the  country. 
It  is,  in  our  opinion,  best  for  the  country 
that  a  measure  of  Parliamentary  Beform 
should  be  brought  forward  which  is  of  oa 
conclusive  a  character  as  human  oirenni* 
stances  will  admit  of.  To  obtain  that  re- 
sult it  must  meet  all  those  fair  demandi 
which  are  now  recognized,  and  which  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  general  electioii 
has  stamped  with  public  approbation.  I 
say  nothing  as  to  the  form  in  which  that 
public  sentiment  may  be  developed— of 
course,  I  will  not  speak  in  detail  of  e 
measure  not  now  to  be  brought  b#wetlie 
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Howe  bot  I  claim  for  Her  Majesty's 
fikirenunent  the  rigbt  to  deal  with  the 
•oeaftion  of  Parliamentary  Reform,  not 
Mtared  or  hampered  by  the  proposition 
whiftli  they  made  in  the  last  Session,  any 
More  than  the  nohle  Lord  has  been  by  his 
•vn  proposals,  hut  at  the  same  time  I 
DMort  car  intention  to  deal  with  it  in  a 
hiwet  liberal,  and  conclusivo  manner. 

I  haTenow,  Sir,  yentured  to  touch  on  all 
ikm  points  on  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  has  based 
Uagronods  for  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence. 
I  think  I  have  shown  to  the  House  that 
ikmj  are  flimsy,  and  feeble,  and  illusive — 
that  the  nohle  Lord  has  not  entered  into 
llttt  detail  or  established  those  principles 
that  oould  jastify  this  new  Parliament  in 
ioming  to  ao  grave  a  decision.  I  have 
fMtnred  to  point  out  to  the  House  the 
pBBaiplea  on  which  our  foreign  and  domes- 
im  poHoj  are  established.  Our  foreign 
poliejp  notwithstanding  what  has  occurred, 
wiH  eMitinue  to  be  founded  on  peace  as  the 
g^vak  prinoiple  we  mean  to  encourage,  and 
•■r  MMStie  policy  on  the  principle  of  pro- 
gMMi  Upon  these  principles  our  policy 
will  ivst,  and  we  ask  from  this  new  House 
•f  Oonmons  nothing  but  a  constitutional 
eaafldenee.  We  do  not  pretend  to  possess, 
mid  wa  do  not  aspire  to  possess,  the  obedi- 
€008  of  duGiplined  legions,  who,  to  use  the 
wpreaaion  of  an  eminent  Liberal,  are  ready 
Id  vote  that  black  is  white  to  support  a 
Qovenmoiit.  That  is  not  the  kind  of 
■oppoii  wa  aeek  to  obtain  ;  but  we  believe 
ttal  wa  do  poasesa  the  constitutional  con- 
fld—oo  of  this  House,  and  that  it  will  not 
take  the  earliest  opportunity,  on  grounds 
ao  frail  end  flimsy  as  have  been  stated,  to 
ooooaBi  to  adopt  one  of  the  gravest  Amend- 
menta  thaieaa  possibly  be  offered — namely, 
aa  AflMBdment  on  the  answer  to  Her  Ma^- 
jeety'agraeionB  Speech,  and  which  declares 
that  the  House  has  no  confidence  in  the 
adTieera  of  the  Crown.  Now,  Sir,  after 
tkia  eaalyaia-— this  frank  and  full  analysis 
off  the  ohsrgea  against  the  Ministry,  and 
tUo  espiifit  declaration  of  the  policy  that 
wa  kitend  to  pursue,  and  on  which  our 
Moeaeraa  will  be  founded,  let  me  ask  the 
HooaOy  what  does  all  this  end  in  ?  It  ends 
la  a  paraattal  question.  I  do  not  object  to 
ttat.  I  do  net  pretend  for  a  moment  that 
■I  Ike  British  Parliament  we  should  avoid 
aueb  queationa.  It  is  possible  that  our 
pdioj  may  be  a  sound  policy,  but  that 
Aeae  who  are  oarrying  it  on  are  incompe- 
tent»  attd  therefore  I  admit  that  the  per- 
qaeatieaia  a  fair  ground  to  take  up 


on  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence.  I  will 
not,  therfore,  shroud  myself  and  my  col- 
leagues under  our  measures  or  our  policy  ; 
I  will  meet  the  objections  which  may  be 
raised  on  the  ground  of  personal  efficiency. 
This  is  necessarily  and  naturally  the  most 
delicate  and  embarrassing  thing  which  a 
man  can  be  called  on  to  do  ;  but  we  have 
to  do  many  things  in  this  House  that  are 
embarrassing,  and  to  meet  many  difficulties 
that  are  delicate,  and  I  will  not  shrink 
from  this  the  most  diffieult  part  of  the  duty 
which  I  have  to  discharge.  In  old  days, 
in  the  good  old  times,  I  should  have  had 
no  difficulty  in  judging  who  were  our  rivals 
and  who  were  to  be  our  successors.  I 
might  look  to  the  bench  opposite  and 
there  see  the  noble  Lord  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  the  distinguished  col- 
leagues of  his  former  Administration  and 
of  his  present  cares,  and  without  any 
great  personal  arrogance,  and  without 
any  intrusion  of  egotistical  pretensions  on 
the  part  of  myself  and  my  colleagues 
I  might  carry  on  some  comparison  be- 
tween the  two  bodies,  with  reference  tq 
the  noble  Lord's  late  Administration  and 
bis  late  acts,  his  general  conduct  and  his 
final  failure.  I  might,  as  they  did  in  those 
days,  say  the  best  I  could  for  ourselvea 
and  the  worst  for  them.  But  then  we  no 
longer  live  in  those  good  old  constitutional 
times.  I  hardly  know  who  are  our  rivals, 
still  less  do  I  know  who  are  to  be  our  suc- 
cessors. If  it  is  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
friends  I  might  contrast  his  policy  with 
ours,  his  failures  with  ours,  and  make 
out  a  case  upon  which  the  House  might 
adjudicate.  But  then  the  noble  Lord, 
who  lives  not  in  the  good  old  days  of 
constitutional  rivalry,  hut  in  the  days  of 
reconciled  sections,  will  tell  the  House, 
*'  You  cannot  judge  of  my  resources  by 
the  hon.  GFentlemen  who  are  sitting  near 
me ;  others  will  come  to  my  aid,  and 
by  their  unquestioned  abilities,  and  their 
varied  experience,  and  with  the  bright 
evidence  of  their  triumphant  careers  I 
shall  form  an  Administration  which  will 
put  you  out,  as  the  glorious  sun  does 
a  farthing  rushlight,  and  the  whole  country 
will  immediately  see  that  they  have  a  strong 
Gofernment,  entitled  to  their  confidence." 
The  noble  Lord  is,  we  understand,  to  re- 
ceive great  assistance  from  below  the  gang- 
way. Let  me  look  below  the  gangway. 
I  see  there  two  of  the  most  eminent  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  who  have  long  and 
frequently  been  servants  of  the  Grown, 
and  who  I  know  are  taking  a  very  active 
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aooording  to  the  words  which  had  been 
placed  in  the  mouth  of  Her  Majesty,  the 
object  of  that  dissolution  was  that  the 
country  might  have  the  benefit  of  a  Minis- 
try possessing  the  confidence  of  that  House 
and  the  country.  That  was  the  issue 
raised  by  the  Government,  and  he  thought 
they  were  quite  right  in  not  shrinking  from 
the  result.  The  House  ought,  however, 
to  be  relieved  from  the  imputation  that  this 
was  a  factious  and  improper  move.  That 
was  not  the  fact ;  they  had  merely  taken 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
question  to  an  issue.  He  was  not  actuated 
by  any  factious  motives  whatever  in  the 
vote  he  should  give  at  the  conclusion  of 
this  debate.  The  question  put  to  the 
country  was  one  of  confidence  or  no  con- 
fidence in  the  Government  of  the  Earl  of 
Derby,  and  the  country  had  decided  in  the 
negative.  But  if  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  should  not  be  successful,  he 
(Viscount  Bury)  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
give  Her  Majesty's  present  Ministers  no 
factious  opposition,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
would  endeavour  to  strengthen  their  hands 
in  the  great  crisis  in  which  the  country 
was  placed,  for  the  purpose  of  upholding 
the  honour  of  England.  The  matters  of 
domestic  policy  and  Parliamentary  Reform 
adverted  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  were  not  the  ques- 
tions upon  which  he  (Yiscouut  Bury)  would 
rest  his  opposition  that  night.  The  ques- 
tion upon  which  the  Government  were 
beaten  last  Session  was  the  Reform  Bill, 
and  no  sooner  had  they  been  defeated  than 
they  advised  Her  Majesty  to  dissolve  Par- 
liament, and  they  placed  the  dissolution, 
not  on  the  question  on  which  they  had 
been  beaten,  but  on  the  question  of  per- 
sonal confidence  in  themselves  and  the 
Earl  of  Malmesbury.  As  had  been  stated 
by  his  noble  Friend  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, not  one  of  the  supporters  of  Govern- 
ment, not  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bucks  himself,  whose  ad- 
dress served  as  a  cue  to  the  cry  of  his 
party,  had  the  temerity  to  say  on  the 
hustings  that  their  conduct  on  the  ques- 
tion of  reform  was  a  reason  why  the  coun- 
try should  have  confidence  in  Government. 
He  would  further  remark,  that  in  the 
Speech  delivered  from  the  Throne  that 
day  the  Government  most  carefully  avoided 
pledging  themselves  at  any  time  to  bring 
forward  a  Reform  Bill.  That  Speech 
stated  that'  Her  Majesty  would  be  ready 
to  give  her  assent  to  any  well-considered 
measure  of  Reform.    For  these  words,  of 

VUcom^Bury 


course  the  Ministers  were  respontible ;  but 
he  observed  no  pledge  or  assurance  that 
the  Government  would  even  next  Session 
bring  forward  a  measure  of  Reform.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  urged  at  con- 
siderable length  that  Ministers  were  not 
precluded  by  their  position  from  bringing 
forward  a  measure  of  Reform,  and  that 
because  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  City  had  not  carried  some  measures  of 
Reform  in  which  he  had  been  engaged — 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  urging  that  the 
present  Ministers  had  as  good  a  chance  of 
bringing  forward  a  measure  of  reform  m 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City. 
He  (Viscount  Bury)  denied  that.  He  waa 
very  much  mistaken  if  any  Reform  BUI 
which  the  present  Government  were  likely 
to  introduce  would  be  so  satisfactory  m  m 
measure  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  ba» 
cause  that  noble  Lord  had  devoted  a  greai 
portion  of  his  life  to  that  question,  while 
it  was  notorious  that  until  circumstanetft 
forced  it  upon  the  present  Govemmenl 
they  were  always  enrolled  amongst  thoM 
who,  no'doubt  conscientiously,  opposed  it. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  on  th« 
question  of  Reform,  though,  from  the 
strong  feeling  expressed  on  it  by  his  coo^ 
stituents,  he  could  not  pass  it  over.  Jo 
the  present  crisis,  however,  he  thought  that 
the  question  of  our  foreign  policy  wee 
even  of  more  importance  than  any  qnee^ 
tion  of  domestic  policy.  He  was  one  of 
those — who,  he  believed,  formed  a  lai^ 
majority  in  this  country — who  were  in 
favour  of  complete  and  absolute  neutralitj 
during  the  present  struggle.  The  Earl  of 
Derby  at  the  close  of  last  Session  ad* 
dressed  the  House  of  Lords  in  a  very  re- 
markable, and,  in  one  sense,  a  very  states- 
manlike speech.  He  expressed  an  opioioa 
that  the  war  then  on  the  point  of  bresktii|p 
out  would  be  a  very  sanguinary  one,  and 
could  not  be  long  confined  within  the  nar- 
row limits  of  Italy,  and  he  uttered  an  ex^ 
pression  which  he  (Viscount  Bury)  thought 
calculated  to  fill  England  with  alarm,  boi- 
cause  although  he  said  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  England  at  present  to  preserve  a 
strict  neutrality,  yet,  at  the  same  ttme^' 
he  intimated  his  opinion  that  if  the  war 
went  on  there  was  a  chance,  and  a  not  very 
distant  chance,  of  England  being  dragged 
into  the  struggle.  He  (Viscount  Bury)  be- 
lieved they  were  all  agreed  that  it  was  most 
desirable  to  avoid  such  a  catastrophe  as 
that,  and  that  the  supreme  adviser  of  the 
Crown  could  not,  under  any  eircumstancea, 
find  himself  in  such  a  position  aa  that  thia 
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Bee  no  obstacle  any  longer  to  an 
dpttiufion  of  the  area  from  which  indivi- 
daala  may  be  selected  for  the  service  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  On  this  side 
•f  the  House  there  is  no  prejudice  of  the 
kiad  which  may  have  prevented  many  a 
vnrthy  Member  from  filling  his  proper  place 
nder  the  Government  of  an  "  educated*' 
Netiop.  Provided  we  are  agreed  on  the 
BUUD  line  of  policy,  the  only  object  we 
ieure  on  these  benches  is,  that  the  ablest 
mm  on  all  sides  may  be  so  employed,  and 
Ihe  tendency  of  our  legislation  for  many 
I.  yeare  has  been  to  remove  those  difficulties 
\  •—often  only  conventional  difficulties  — 
vhieh  preyented  the  adoption  of  that 
f  Mere  increased  area  of  selection  to  which 
f  have  adverted.  I  hope,  in  the  course 
«f  time,  if  we  are  so  deficient,  as  we 
ire  told  we  are  by  our  rivals,  known 
$mi  unknown,  that  others  without  that  ne- 
change  of  sides  which  seems  to 
ao  adyantageous  to  the  common  weal, 
Aaj  he  attracted  to  our  standard  by  the 
teeognition  of  their  merits,  and  by  the 
fca&Mg  they  are  dealing  with  a  party  who 
npodiate  that  exclusive  principle  which 
IMy  yrerail  in  other  quarters.  I  trust, 
iWroioiu,  the  House  will  not  hastily  adopt 
Amendment  which  has  come  from  one 
ihoagh  I  wish  to  speak  of  him  in 
which  his  first  effort  in  the  House 
^le*oight  fairly  deserves,  represents  exactly 
Ibal  limited  and  exclusive  party  who  so 
4aBg  adopted  as  the  chief  principle  of  its 
pglftie8»  uiai  federation  of  great  families  as 
-the  onlj  aource  from  which  tho  public  ser- 
Mee  eoiild  be  recruited.  The  course  they 
'WfO' taken  to-night  has  been,  I  think,  a 
tooeaatr  one.  I  think  it  would  have  been 
■viveUif  they  had  paused  and  taken  an- 
•dier  ooearion  than  the  Address  to  the 
Chowih  Bnt  I  do  not  complain  of  it,  and 
^mthm  groand.  It  is  of  paramount  im- 
forUaoo  at  this  moment  that  the  decision 
^-  thia  Honae  should  not  be  delayed.  I 
neak  with  the  most  solemn  conviction  of 
4m  truth  of  what  I  am  stating.  I  know 
Hhal  when  I  adverted  to  that  subject  at 
beginning  of  my  observations  there 
MHO  ironical  cheers  from  some  un- 
quarter*  All  I  can  say  to  the  indi- 
4fMipd»  or  indiyiduals,  from  whom  those 
''eowlAmatiDna  escaped  is,  that  they  are  at 
leaat  relief ed  from  the  great  responsibility 
^irineh  reata  on  the  advisers  of  the  Crown. 
*-■&  ia  of  paramount  and  vital  importance 
^tiuitthe  deciaion  of  this  House  should  not 
ke  delajedy  if  potsible,  for  four-and-twenty 
Why  ahoold  you  seek  to  delay  it  ? 


Does  not  eyery  Member  of  this  House 
fully  comprehend  the  issue?  It  is  not 
merely  for  the  advantage  of  the  public 
service  ;  it  is  for  the  advantage  of  the 
kingdom  and  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
Crown  and  of  Europe  that  this  question 
should  be  settled,  and  settled  immediately. 
If  it  is  decided  against  us,  I  shall  accept 
that  decision  without  a  murmur.  If  I  sit 
on  those  (the  Opposition)  benches,  I  shall 
give  our  successors,  and  my  colleagues 
will  do  the  same — I  am  sure  I  may  an- 
swer for  all  who  honour  me  with  their 
confidence  in  this  House — we  shall  give  to 
our  successors — provided  they  pursue  a 
constitutional  course  in  home  affairs,  and 
with  respect  to  foreign  affairs  evince  all 
that  zeal  and  devotion  which  circum- 
stances require — that  support  which  every 
patriot  is  proud  to  afford  to  the  Minis- 
ters of  the  coimtry  when  a  great  emer- 
gency prevails.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
this  new  Parliament  shall  be  of  opinion 
that  tho  Amendment  which  has  been 
brought  forward  to-night  is  not  one  that  is 
just,  or  justified,  on  us  will  remain,  both  as 
regards  our  domestic,  but  especially  as 
regards  the  management  of  our  foreign 
relations,  as  great  a  weight,  as  grave  a 
duty,  as  awful  a  responsibility,  as  ever 
devolved  on  the  shoulders  of  anv  Govern- 
ment;  but  from  that  duty  and  from  that 
responsibility,  however  grave  and  how- 
ever awful,  we  do  not  shrink. 

Viscount  BURY  said,  a  grave  rosponsi* 
bility  rested  at  that  moment  upon  the 
House.  Her  Majesty  had  been  pleased  to 
address  them  in  a  Speech,  the  terms  of 
which,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  he 
should  not,  for  one,  have  found  fault  with, 
and  in  the  sentiments  of  which  he  could 
generally  have  concurred.  It  nevertheless 
derived  great  significance  in  consequence 
of  tho  circumstances  under  which  it  was 
addressed  to  them,  and  it  behoved  them 
p^ravely  and  dispassionately  to  consider 
those  circumstances.  They  ought  to  re- 
collect the  pledges  which  they  had  so 
recently  given  on  the  hustings  throughout 
the  country,  and  there  was  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  give  an  independent  assent 
to  the  Amendment  rather  than  support  the 
proposition  of  the  mover  and  seconder  of 
the  Address.  There  was  no  charge  against 
tho  Ministers  of  the  Crown — there  was  no 
direct  charge  brought  against  them — but 
they  must  all  remember  the  circumstances 
in  which  the  country  was  now  placed.  A 
dissolution  had  taken  place  by  the  advice 
of  the  Government — at  their  instance — and 
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would  eyen  regard  it  as  a  friendly  act,  that  France 
and  England  should  enter  into  an  agreement  that 
Piedmont  should  be  guaranteed  for  a  considerable 
time  from  all  intervention." 

So  that  if  the  pluckj  little  kingdom  of  Sar- 
dinia had  not  stood  out  from  that  arrange- 
ment we  should  have  heen  involved  in  this 
unhappy  war.  He  very  much  doubted, 
therefore,  the  sincerity  of  the  Derby  Ad- 
ministration in  advocating  neutrality,  and, 
since  they  were  not  to  his  mind  favourable 
to  a  real  neutrality,  he  was  not  disposed  to 
entrust  the  conduct  of  our  foreign  affairs  to 
their  hands.  It  was  not  hecause  they  had 
failed  to  preserve  the  peace  of  Europe  that 
be  found  fault  with  them,  it  was  hecause 
they  had  failed  to  secure  the  absolute  neu- 
trality of  England.  England  was  in  such 
a  position  that  it  was  impossible  she  could 
lose  caste  in  the  world  hy  refusing  to  take 
any  part  in  the  struggle.  The  events  of 
1848  proved  this.  England  did  not  suifer 
any  loss  of  prestige  in  consequence  of  her 
policy  of  non-intervention,  and  he  hoped 
she  would  steadfastly  refuse  to  he  dragged 
into  the  present  European  conflict.  For 
that  purpose  he  would  rather  entrust  her 
destinies  to  those  whose  traditional  policy 
was  that  of  peace  than  to  those  who  had 
always  shown  themselves  to  he  the  reck- 
less advocates  of  war. 

Mr.  MELLOR  said,  he  thought  it  was 
ahsoluiely  necessary,  under  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  new  Parliament 
had  met,  to  recall  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House  the  state  of  things  which  preceded, 
and  in  fact  led  to  the  dissolution.  The 
question  of  peace  or  war  in  Europe  was 
then  trembling  in  the  halance,  and  yet  he- 
cause  the  Houso  would  not  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  a  Bill  which  no  one  had  heen 
found  to  defend,  the  Parliament  was  dis- 
solved, and  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
country.  Now,  almost  the  first  paragraph 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  expressed  Her 
Majesty's  satisfaction  at  heing  ahle  to  seek 
the  advice  of  her  Parliament  in  the  present 
critical  state  of  European  affairs.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  if  the  advice  of  Par- 
liament was  necessary  at  any  time,  it  was 
at  the  time  when  it  was  dissolved,  for  no 
thing  had  occurred  since  which  was  not 
then  foreseen.  Now,  however,  that  they 
were  again  assembled  it  became  a  question 
what  course  the  House  ought  to  adopt.  For 
his  own  part,  he  thought  there  was  no  other 
line  open  to  those  who  occupied  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House  but  to  deliver  the 
verdict  of  the  country  against  the  Govern- 
ment.    He  had  come  fresh  from  the  hust- 
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ings  pledged  to  do  so,  and  he  believed 
every  Member  of  the  Opposition  had  given 
his  constituents  a  similar  undertaking.  Par- 
liament had  no  alternative  but  to  express 
want  of  confidence  in  the  most  emphatic^ 
clear,  and  decided  manner  in  the  present 
Government.    They  were  also  told  from  the 
Throne  that  the  necessary  effect  of  the  dis- 
solution had  been  to  interrupt  various  mea- 
sures of  legal  and  social  improvement.    On 
the  other  hand  he  would  ask,  was  the  dis- 
solution worth  that  interruption  ?     Again, 
they  were  told  that  the  necessary  effect  of 
h  at  dissolution  had  been  to  incur  a  large 
expenditure  for  the  defence  of  the  country, 
for  which  the  sanction  of  Parliament  had 
not  been  obtained,  and  for  which  the  Min« 
isters  would  require  a  Bill  of  indemnity. 
Now,  he  did  not  mean  to  complain  of  that 
expenditure,  for  he   was   not   acquainted 
either  with  its  necessity  or  its  amount,  but 
it  was  one  of  those  cases  which  showed  the 
impropriety  of  the  dissolution.     They  had 
the   promise  that   night  of  a   **  well-con- 
sidered measure  of   Reform"  —  a  Bill  at 
nine  months,  which  would  not  be  accepted 
by  the  House,  nor  endorsed  by  the  nation. 
The  country  could  place  no  confidence  in 
the  promises  of  **  well-considered  Reform.*' 
Why,  then,  should  they  trust  the  present 
Government  for  nine  months  ?    He  did  not 
believe  in  the  sincerity  of  the  Government 
upon  this  question,  nor  did  he  think  the 
House  or  the  country  would  place  any  trust 
in  them.  But  even  if  the  Government  were 
sincere  in  those  promises,  their  new  Re- 
form Bill  would  most  probably  be  no  better 
than  their  late  Reform  Bill,  which  was  con- 
demned by  every  one  in  the  House  that 
was  not   a  member  of  the  Government, 
Under  what  pretence  then  was  it  that  the 
Government  asked  that  confidence  might  be 
reposed  in  them  on  the  question  of  reform, 
seeing    their  antecedents  as  a  party,  and 
the  abortive  measure  they  had  last  Session 
brought  forward  ?     Let  the  friends  of  re- 
form, who  adhered  to  it  through  evil  and 
good  report,  come  forward  and  deal  with 
the  question  of  reform.     He  believed  the 
last  dissolution  was  most  uncalled  for,  and 
that  the  pretences  upon  which  they  had 
been  sent  to  the  country  were  wholly  un- 
justifiable.     He  should   be  glad  for  the 
speedy   arrival   of  the   moment  when   he 
could  go  into  the  lobby  to  vote  according 
to  his  own  opinion,  and  according  to  the 
opinion    of  his    constituents,   against   the 
present  Government.     He  gave  his  most 
hearty  support  to  the  Amendment. 
Mr.    KNATCHBULL  -  HU6ES&9N 
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■■I  Uioii  wht!L;:?r 
.'>'iiiiun  uf  our  neu- 
.liiialcil.  AdiI  it  was 
. ;-.'  Earl  to  irhom  theie 
L' online il.  Other  Mem- 
-  aUiiict  had  eipresMd  similar 
I  cqudlly  forcible  words.  The 
:-  j,i.i'<l  ot  tlie  Adminlt;,  the  other 
>i.._. .  til  \Vorccster,  said  the  war  trould 
moat  probably  be  too  long  protracted  for 
England  to  preierre  her  neutralitj.  When, 
therefore,  he  beard  one  Uiniater  of  tbe 
Cnwtit  before  the  war  broke  out,  and  au- 
irthtr  after  it  had  commeaced  to  rage,  aa- 
g  that  thaj  mw  ahead  of  them  a  posi- 
Jt&S^it  wliieh  would  prerent  our  neu- 
trality, be  could  not  help  saying  that  it 
wa*  not  to  aueh  men  that  the  eaiety  of  Eng- 
land could  lie  properly  committed.  There 
wu  auether  ;iuint  to  which  he  niEbed  to 
odrcrt,  ttial  nua  the  leaning  which  the 
conncils  of  England,  under  the  preaent 
Minitiry,  must  be  auppoied  to  have.  A 
strict  neutralii:}'  which  manifested  a  lean- 
ing to  one  Ei<!e  or  the  other  was  a  great 
abaurditj,  and  lie  tnuit  say  there  were  cir- 
euniMancea  in  tbe  oonduot  of  our  Uiniatere 
which  showed  a,  leaning  to  tbe  side  of  Aub- 
tria.  Look  at  tbe  case  of  Tuscany.  The 
Qrsnd  Dubo  of  Taioany  was  one  of  those 
Ssvereigns  who  were  under  the  protection 
of  Austria,  a  man  who  could  always  say 
t»Ua  aubjeota,  "  If  yon  refuse  to  obeT  me 
Ip«n  aendfor  20,000  or  30.000  Austrians 
to  wpal  yos  to  obey  me  ;"  and  therefore 
IwWM  •bnoxioQB  to  Italian  liberty.  That 
d  bj  bis  BubjectB  and  a  re- 
aimed.  Now,  the  Earl  of 
.  reference  to  revolutions 
"  We  wwept  the  rerolu- 


mMm  wu  proclaimed. 
HalmMbuT,  in  referei 
itMai.MMid.  "We 
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J-  unleasi  tions  which  they  bring  about  by  their  own 
h  of  last    bands,  we  recognise  their  de  facta  and  not 
Ian-    their  da  jvrt  Goremments.'      He  should 
I  like  to  know  whether  in  the  cose  of  Tui- 
■ny  tbe  Earl  of  Ualmesbury  had  acted 
-  that  declaration.     After  a  republie 
Droclaimed  in  Tuscany,  an  Eog- 
-ar  went  into  the  port  of  Leg- 
..  "d  to  salute  the  flag  of  the 
'•'Vornment.     There  were  as 
1^  liiid  before  Parliament  on  the 
.    iiuc  they  knew   from   the  public 
^and  ho  beUc?ed  the  publio  prints 
'  ■:  not  misted — that  a  remonatranoe  from 
.:;  Minister  of  a  Foreign  Power  to  our 
foreign  Minister  was  answered  to  the  affect 
that  we  were  not  in  a  position  at  present 
to  recognize  a  Republican  QoTcmment  in 
Tuscany.  If  we  were  not,  then  he{Viioonnt 
Bury)  said  our  ship-of-war  ought  never  to 
have  gone  into  that  port,  beoause  that  was 
an  insult  to  their  nationality,  and  be  could 
not  but  think  that  by  refusing  to  salute 
that  flag  our  Goveroment  ahowed  a  ten- 
dency towards  Austria,  and  showed  an  un- 
williDgness  to  recognize  a  revolution  made 
by  their  own  judgments  and   their  own 
hands.     If  we  were  to  he  dragged  into  a 
war,  for  what  were  wc  to   fight  ?     Not, 
he  hoped,  to  keep  up  that  old  and  effete 
farce,  the  balance  of  power,  or  to  preserve 
the  Treaty  of  Vienna,  which  simply  em- 
bodied the  results  of  twenty  or  thirty  yeara' 
war.     Surely  it  could  not  be  to  keep  up 
that  worn«ut  Treaty  ;  and  yet,  from  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury,  it 
would   seem    that   his    Lordship  thought 
the  maintenance  of  that  Treaty  was  the 
sine  qu&  non  to  the  well-being  of  Europe. 
The  Treaty  of  Vienna  was  a  thing  of  the 
post.      Until   it   had    been  systematically 
violated,  as  it  had  been   in  the  last  few 
years,  we  might  have  been  bound  by  it ; 
but  we  had  broken  it,   and  every  other 
nation  had  broken  it  whenever  it  was  their 
interest  to  do  so.     It  was  broken  in  1830, 
when  Belgium  was  separated   from  Hol- 
land ;  it  was  broken  in  1846,  when  Aus- 
tria took  possession  of  Cracow,   and  an- 
nexed it   to   her  dominions  ;    and  it  was 
being   broken    now    by  England,    which, 
with  other  powers,  agreed  by  that  Treaty 
to  prevent,  if  she  could,  by  tbe  use  of  all 
her  forces,  the  establishnient  on  the  Throne 
of  France  of  the  Bonaparte  family.     All 
those  acts  v)ere  a  direct  violation  of  the 
Treaty.     In   the   speech  of  tho   Earl  of 
Derby,  to  which  he  had  already  referred, 
that  noble  Lord  had  said,  that 
"  The  GoTamment  of  Vianna  ii  willing,  and 
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would  eTon  regard  it  as  a  friendly  act,  that  Franco  I  ings  pledged  to  do  80,  and  he  beliered 
and  England  should  enter  intt>  an  agreement  that  |  ^^^^j  Member  of  the  OppoBition  had  given 
Piedmont  should  be  guaranteed  lor  a  couslderablc  ,^j^  constituents  a  similar  undertaking.  Par- 
time  from  all  intcrventiou.  ,.  ,     ,  ,  .•       i.   x  ^ 

.  lianicnt  had  no  alternative  but  to  exprcBS 

So  that  if  the  plucky  little  kingdom  of  Sar-  -  want  of  confidence  in  the  most  emphatic, 
dinia  had  not  stood  out  from  that  ai  ran<^e-  clear,  and  decided  manner  in  the  present 
mont  wo  should  have  been  involved  in  ihW  Government.  They  were  also  told  from  the 
unhoppy  war.  IIo  very  much  doubted. '  Throne  that  the  necessary  effect  of  the  dis- 
therefore.  the  sincerity  of  the  Derby  Ad-  solution  had  been  to  interrupt  various  raea- 
ministration  in  advocating  neutrality,  and,  :  surcs  of  legal  and  social  improvement.  On 
since  they  were  not  to  his  mind  favourable  the  other  hand  he  would  ask,  was  the  dis- 
to  a  real  neutrality,  he  was  not  disposed  to  solution  worth  that  interruption  ?  Again, 
entrust  the  conduct  of  our  foreign  affairs  to  they  were  told  that  the  necessary  effect  of 
their  hands.  It  was  not  because  they  had  '■  h  at  dissolution  had  been  to  incur  &  large 
failed  to  preserve  the  peace  of  I^urope  that !  expenditure  for  the  defence  of  the  country, 
be  found  fault  with  them,  it  was  because :  for  which  the  sanction  of  Parliament  had 
they  had  failed  to  secure  the  absolute  neu- !  not  been  obtained,  and  for  which  the  Mio* 
trality  of  England.  England  was  in  such  ■  isters  would  require  a  Bill  of  indemnity, 
a  position  that  it  was  impossible  she  could  \  Now,  he  did  not  mean  to  complain  of  that 
lose  caste  in  the  world  by  refusing  to  take  !  exp*?nditure,  for  he  was  not  acquainted 
any  part  in  the  struggle.  The  events  of-  either  with  its  necessity  or  its  amoantabat 
lS4d  proved  this.  England  did  not  sutfcr  \  it  was  one  of  those  cases  which  showed  tbe 
any  loss  of  prestige  in  consequence  of  her  I  impropriety  of  the  dissolution.  They  had 
policy  of  non-intervention,    and  he  hoped  i  the   promise  that   night  of  a    "  well-con- 


ahe  would  steadfastly  refuse  to  be  dragged 
into  the  present  European  conflict.     For 


sidered  measure  of   Reform"  —  a  Bill  it 
nine  months,  which  would  not  be  accepted 


that  purpose  he  would  rather  entrust  her  by  the  House,  nor  endorsed  by  the  nation, 
destinies  to  those  whose  traditional  policy  |  The  country  could  place  no  confidence  in 
was  that  of  peace  than  to  those  who  had  |  the  promises  of  "  well-considered  Reform." 
always  shown  themselves  to  be  the  reck-  {  Why,  then,  should  they  trust  the  present 
less  advocates  of  war.  |  Government  for  nine  months  ?    He  did  not 

Mr.  MELLOR  said,  he  thought  it  was  {  believe  in  the  sincerity  of  the  Government 
absolutely    necessary,  under   the    circum- 1  upon  this  question,  nor  did  he  think  the 
stances   under  which  the  new  Parliament !  House  or  the  country  would  place  any  traat 
had  met,  to  recall  to  the  recollection  of  the  !  in  them.  But  even  if  the  Government  were 
House  the  state  of  things  which  preceded,  I  sincere  in  those  promises,  their  new  Re- 
and  in    face  led  to  the  dissolution.     The  |  form  Bill  would  most  probably  be  no  better 
question  of  peace  or  war  in  Europe  was  I  than  their  late  Reform  Bill,  which  was  coo- 
then  trembling  in  the  balance,  and  vet  be- 1  denmed  bv  everv  one  in   the  Hoase  that 
cause  the  House  would  not  co  into  Com- 1  was  not    a  member   of  the  GovernmenL 
nit  tec  on  a  Bill  which  no  one  had  been  i  Under  what  pretence  then  was  it  that  the 
found  to  defend,  the  Parliament  wus  dis-    Government  asked  that  confidence  might  be 
solved,  and   an  appeal  was   made  to  tlie    reposed  in  them  on  the  question  of  reform, 
country.     Now,  almost  the  first  paragraph  |  seeing   their  antecedents  as  a  party,  and 
in   Her  Majesty *s  Speech  expressed  Iler  j  the  abortive  measure  they  had  last  Session 
Majesty's  satisfaction  at  being  able  to  seuk  '  brought  forward  ?     Let  tbe  friends  cf  re- 
the  advice  of  her  Parliament  in  the  present :  furm.  who  adhered  to  it  throagh  evil  ind 
critical  state  of  European  affairs.  He  could   gtod  report,  come  forward  and  deal  with 
act  help  thinking  that  if  the  advice  of  Par- 1  the  question  of  reform.     He  believed  the 
Hanent  was  necessary  at  any  time,  it  was ,  last  dissolution  was  most  uncalled  for,  and 
at      )  time  when  it  was  dissolved,  for  no  { that  the  pretences  open  which  they  had 
had  occnrred  since  which  was  not    been  sent  to  the  country  were  wholly  an- 
.  Jbreseen.     Now,  however,  that  they   justifiable.      He  should   be  glad  for  the 
1        tLgm  Mtembled  it  became  a  question    speedy   arrival   of  the   moment  when  he 
wi      ow       die  lloase  ought  to  adopt.  Fori  could  go  into  the  lobby  to  vote  according 
hiao^  ha  thought  there  was  no  other  !  to  his  own  opinion,  and  according  to  the 

Una  opaa  m       sa  who  occupied  the  Op)Kv  ;  opinion   of  his   constituents,   against  tbe 
C       ua  House  but  to  deliver  the   present  Government.     He  gave  his  most 
aaw      '  agMnst  the  Govern-   heany  support  to  the  Amendment. 

fraih  fiwn  the  bust-       Ub.    KXATCHBULL  •  HUGBSSEN 
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ud,  that  lie  had  come  doirn  with  very 
Mie  idea  of  speaking  upon  the  important 
ibjeet  under  dchate;  but  the  singular 
lenee  which  prevailed  on  the  opposite 
he  Ministerial)  benches — a  silence  which 
forded  one  of  the  best  proofs  of  the  disci- 
ine  presiding  in  that  compact  phalanx — 
impelled  him  to  perform  the  somewhat 
ffieult  task  of  following  speakers  who 
id  advanced  arguments  which  had  as 
It  been  unanswered,  and  of  endeavour- 
g'to  add  to  the  proofs  which  had  been 
Idneed  of  the  incapacity  of  Ministers 
-an  incapacity  which,  although  they 
ire  not  ready  to  admit,  they  were 
I  slow  to  deny.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
an  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
oat  anxious  for  an  immediate  division,  but 
N>n  a  subject  of  such  gravity  as  a  vote  of 
lofidence  or  no  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
Bnt,  be  believed  that  the  country  would 
A  be  satisfied  unless  the  eminent  states- 
Ba  who  occupied  a  leading  position  in 
at  House  explained  the  reasons  which 
stnated  them  in  the  vote  that  they  were 
boat  to  give.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fibwalludin<r  to  the  "divisions"  and  to 
la  "reconciled  sections  "  of  the  Liberal 
Utjy  looked  below  the  gangway  with  a 
Oilrieal  gesture  which  amused  the  House, 
id  attracted  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
IT  for  London,  and  tho  hon.  Mem- 
rr  for  Birmingham.  This  was  not  the 
at  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
oked  below  the  gangway,  though  with  a 
fferentobject  in  view.  When  his  India  Bill 
kdproTed  such  an  egregious  failure,  he 
looked  below  the  gangway  *'  to  the  noble 
ordp  and  by  his  aid  was  enabled  to  save 
imaelf  and  the  Government  by  proceeding 
>  frame  a  Bill  upon  the  Resolutions  sug- 
eetad  bj  the  noble  Lord.  When  the 
leation  of  the  Ellenborough  despatch  was 
ifore  the  House,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
an  "  looked  below  the  gangway  '*  and 
eeived  assistance  from  the  hon.  Member 
r  Birmingham :  in  fact,  ever  since  the 
rmation  of  the  Derby  Government,  the 
rbt  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  continu- 
\j  ••  looking  below  the  gangway  "  for  the 
lOeonr  of  those  whom  ho  now  attacked. 
be  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  had  made 
bitter  attack  upon  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
)r  for  Carlisle  (Sir  James  Graham)  ;  but 
,e  House  could  recollect  the  time,  not 
ng  since,  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
iposed  the  Cardwell  Motion,  in  a  speech 
wonderful  ability,  and  when,  in  consc- 
wnce»  he  was  held  up  by  his  present  accu- 
n  aa  the  model  for  patriots  and  states- 


men. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fur- 
ther denied,  as  an  impudent  fabrication,  the 
report  thatthe  Earl  of  Derby  had  subscribed 
£20,000  to  a  certain  fund  for  electioneering 
purposes.  He  (Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugesson) 
was  glad  to  hear  the  di^nial,  but  tiie  country 
was  not  by  such  a  disclaimer  to  be  cheated 
out  of  its  conviction  that  means  had  been 
resorted  to  during  the  last  election  which 
had  not  been  had  recourse  to  on  former 
occasions.  The  Government  were  very 
much  mistaken  if  they  thought  that 
the  subject  was  to  pass  away  in  obli-i 
vion,  for  he  believed  that  before  many 
weeks  elapsed  there  would  be  statements 
made  by  men  of  greater  influence  than 
himself  which  would  carry  conviction  to 
the  breasts  of  the  auditors.  With  re* 
gard  to  the  dissolution,  he  looked  upon 
it  as  an  act  of  positive  ingratitude,  for 
an  amount  of  forbearance  had  been  exhi- 
bited by  Parliament  towards  the  Govern- 
ment which  was  almost  unprecedented  in 
English  history.  Although  they  accepted 
office  with  an  avowed  minority,  he  believed 
that  the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  upon  the  Reform  Bill 
would  have  been  either  withdrawn  or  nega- 
tived if  the  Government  had  promised  to 
leave  the  lowering  of  the  borough  franchise 
an  open  question  for  Committee.  But  they 
would  give  no  promise  on  the  subject. 
One  hon.  Gentleman  connected  with  the 
Government  declared  that  every  point 
would  be  an  open  question  in  Commit- 
tee; hut  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  India  took 
their  stand  upon  tho  non-reduction  of  the 
Borough  franchise,  and  the  House  knew 
not  what  to  think.  During  the  progress 
of  the  General  election  the  Government 
candidates  at  one  place  proclaimed  one  view 
and  at  another  place  another  upon  this 
point.  They  had  been  informed  to-night, 
however,  by  the  mover  of  the  Address,  and 
subsequently  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  himself,  that  the  borough  fran- 
chise was  to  bo  reduced  if  the  Guvernment 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  in 
another  Reform  Bill,  ond  thus  the  princi- 
ple was  quietly  abandoned  which  had  been 
the  main  excuse  for  the  late  penal  dissolu- 
tion, recommended  to  Her  Majesty  by  those 
very  men  who  had  so  strongly  protested 
nirainst  the  **  Penal  Dissolution  **  of  1857. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlenmn  had  referred  to 
supposed  divisions  in  the  Liberal  party,  but 
were  there  none  in  his  own  'i  Were  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Goyernmont  so  compact  and 
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united  a  body  as  they  wished  the  world  to 
suppose?      Could  the   hon.   Member  for 
North   Warwickshire    (Mr,    Spooner)    go 
into  the  lobby  nrm-in-arm  with  that  gallant 
knight  of   Malta,   the   hon.   and   learned 
Member    for   Dundalk   (Mr.  Bowyer),  or 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Kent  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  ?    (Mr.  Ma- 
guire.)     He  believed  that  every  Govern- 
ment must  now-a-days  be  conducted  upon 
Liberal  principles,  and  he  did  not  anticipate 
that  a  change  of  Ministers  would  lead  to  any 
great  change  of  policy.     The  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  might  probably  be  allowed 
to  inquire  into  young  gentlemen's  ortho- 
graphy without  being  subjected  to  sneering 
letters  from  gentlemen  in  office,  who  ap- 
peared to  attach  but  little  importance  to 
spelling,  and  magistrates  might  cease  to  be 
appointed  merely  for  political  qualifications 
and  in  order  that  parties  might  be  balanced 
upon  the  bench — a  system  to  which  he 
entirely  objected  as  introducing  a  political 
element  where  none  ought  to  exist.     The 
great  advantage  of  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment would  be  that  the  conduct  of  liberal 
and  progressive  measures  would  be  restored 
to  those  who  had  always  advocated  them, 
and  the  public  would  be  released  from  the 
fear  that  they  were  introduced  unwillingly, 
and  proceeded  with   in  a  manner  which 
would  rob  them  of  half  their  virtue.     He 
could  not  undertake  to  say  whether  the 
proposal    of    this    Amendment    was    or 
was  not  a   judicious    party    move ;    but 
he   was   sure  that  it  must    be  attended 
with    results    beneficial  to   the    country. 
If   it  were  adopted,  it  would  show  that 
there    was    a    Liberal    majority,    which 
must  lead  to  the  formation  of  a  Liberal 
Government;  while  if  it  were  rejected  it 
would  be  shown  that  the  Government  was 
entitled  to  a  fair  support  from  their  anta- 
gonists, and  ought  at  least  to  meet  with  no 
factious  opposition.  He  trusted,  then,  that 
Her  Majesty's   Ministers  would  yet   feel 
that  it  was  due  to  the  House  to  defend 
themselves  otherwise  than  by  an  obstinate 
silence  against  the  Motion.     It  was  hardly 
respectful  that  a  Motion  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  called  a  Bill 
of  indictment  should  meet  with  such  cava- 
lier treatment.     The  question  the  House 
to  decide  was,  whether  Ministers  were 
(         ing  of         confidenoe  of  the  House 
I      of  1      o        f.    It  was  beoaute  he 
bej  (nr  ti  (  worthy 

i  w\  I  of 

vhe 
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on  the  House  was  of  itself  sufficient  is 
deprive  them  of  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  he  did 

not  rise  to  speak  in  favour  of  the  Amend* 

ment  or  against   it.     He    should    letve 

that  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Oppori- 

tion    side  of  the  House  who   wished  t» 

get  into  office,  and  to  the  GoTemm«t 

who   wished  to  prevent  them.     He  wb 

about  to  speak  of  something  far  more  i» 

portant  than  squabbles    between   partis 

— the  defences  of  the  country.     He  wis 

very  happy  to  find  from  the  speeeh  of 

Her  Gracious  Majesty  that  it  was  inteudsd 

very  much  to  increase  our  naval  force,  and 

that  the  Government  intended  to  put  iiUi 

execution    the    recommendations    of  the 

Commissioners   with  regard  to  manning 

the  Navy.     When   the    present  Oovem- 

ment  came  into  office  they  certainly  hsd 

much  to  complain  of,  for  their  predeosfr 

sors    had  reduced  the  navy   almost  to  i 

nonentity.     He  must  therefore  give  than 

every  credit  for  putting  the  navy  into  a 

better  state,  but  at  &e  same  time  hs 

thought  they  had  been  a  long  while  aboift 

it.     It  was  not  for  want  of  warning  tliil 

they  put  the  navy  into  an  efficient  sMi 

immediately  they  acceded  to  office.    The 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  liad  adndl* 

ted  that  he  received  three  warnings  fm 

the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy  before  he  bs> 

began  to  stir,   and  he  believed    Sir  W. 

Symonds  had   given   a  further   wanng 

before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  b^gnn  to 

move.     If  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had 

begun  to  reconstruct  the  nary  when  hs 

first  came  into  office,  it  would   be  ia  a 

far  better  state  of  preparation  than  it  wis 

now.     It  was  pretty  well  understood  that 

something  against  England  was  biwviw 

between  France  and  Russia,  and  althoui 

we  had  ten  sail  of  the  line  in  the  Ifo- 

diterranoan   tolerably  well    mannelt  ^ 

ten  sail  of  the  line  now  at  homs^  sni 

two  more  were  commissioned    the  odMr 

day,  yet  the  latter  were  very  imperfseflj 

manned.     The    Government    had    wisely 

issued  a  proclamation  offering  £10  boontj 

to  able  seamen,  £5  to  ordinary  irw"f*t 

and  £2  to  landsmen,  but  the  men  had  not 

come  forward  in  the  manner  which  hsi 

been  expected.    He  had  been  willing  to 

make  an  allowance  for  the  late  preralenes 

of  the  easterly  gales,  whieh  had  prerentel 

the  ships  coming  up  Channel ;  bnt  snfficisit 

time  had  now  elapsed  to  ascertain  the 

efieot  of  the  proclamation.    HiaTing  bssn 

toU  there  were  no  seamea  In  Iionm»  hs 
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li#  tronUe  the  other  day  to  go  down 
»  Sailors'  Home,  and  he  ^und  it 
4  teamen^  some  good,  some  bad, 
nany  indiffereiit ;  but  although  he 
Md  with  them  on  the  subject,  they 
irery  much  disinclined  to  enter  the 
h  navy.  He  believed  they  had  only 
aUe  to  get  3000  men,  notwithstand- 
1  the  proclamations,  and  out  of  that 
■r,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  not  7|  per 
were  seamen.  Now  this  was  a  dif- 
and  tender  sabjeet  at  this  moment. 
ke  well  knew  ;  still  he  would  suggest 
k  proolamation  should  issue  that,  in 
(?ent  of  a  war  taking  place,  those 
m,  who  had  entered  before  the  recent 
matiou  raising  the  bounty  should 
seeiTe  the  £10  bounty.  Ho  thought 
a  most  important  that  they  should 
to  the  seamen  that  they  would  re- 
ML  justiee.  He  believed  that  France 
a  large  a  naval  force  in  commission 
gland  had.  [The  First  Lord  of  the 
ral^  shook  his  head  at  this  state- 
]  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
•t  would  be  able  to  show  the  House 
■aber  of  ships  in  commission  in  both 
lies,  BO  that  our  naval  strength,  as 
uwd  with  that  of  France,  might  be 
Italy  known.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
ralty  ought  to  tell  the  House  at  once 
the  prospects  were  of  our  being  able 
ihtem  a  much  larger  fleet  than  we 
it  present.  There  was  said  to  be 
pigement  or  understanding  between 
le  and  Russia :  and  the  House  ought 
re  some  information  from  the  Govern- 
■B  to  the  state  of  the  Russian  fleet  and 
ih  fleets,  in  reference  to  the  possibility 
VMraeent  in  the  Baltic  as  the  war 
oped  itself.  He  had  no  fear  of  our 
m  tttf  emergency  if  properly  man- 
Ift  was  due  to  the  country,  to  the 
V  oooimanding  the  fleets,  and  to  the 
fteiDselves,  that  the  ships  should  be 
fedy  manned,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
•  aatisfactory  explanation  on  that 
We  had  the  means  of  manning 
I  sail  of  the  line  with  our  coastguard 
eMt  Tolunteers,  but  we  had  not  at 
eeont  moment  ships  to  put  them  into. 
dmitted,  however,  that  that  was  a 
if  the  service  to  which  we  ought  not 
Te  recourse,  except  in  the  greatest 
psney,  but  they  ought  to  be  ready  to 
e  men.  [An.  Hon.  Member  :  Ques- 
This  was  the  question.  This  was 
nation,  a  question  which  belonged  to 
said  he  did  not  want  to  enter  into 
Apr.    There  waa  an  opinion  that  the 


French  were  not  good  sailors,  and  that  the 
French  ships  were  not  well  officered  ;  as  a 
proof  to  the  contrary,  he  might  refer  to 
the  rapidity  with  which  the  ships  of  the 
French  navy  conveyed  the  troops  from 
Marseilles  to  Genoa  the  other  day,  dis- 
embarked them  in  perfect  order,  and  in  a 
few  hours  were  on  their  way  back  to  Mar- 
seilles. A  better  proof  of  the  efficiency 
of  the  ships  in  all  respects  could  not  be 
afforded.  It  was  worth  the  while  of  the 
Government  to  bear  that  fact  in  mind,  be- 
cause it  went  to  prove  that  in  the  event  of 
a  war  with  France  we  should  have  to  con- 
tend against  an  enemy  who  knew  his 
business  perfectly  well.  If  the  Russians 
sent  a  fleet  to  sea — which  they  usually  did 
every  summer — if  fifteen  or  twenty  sail  of 
the  line,  the  Funds,  which  went  down  the 
other  day  at  the  mention  of  a  secret  treaty 
between  France  and  Russia,  would  fall  twiee 
as  low  as  soon  as  it  was  known  the  Russian 
fleet  had  set  sail.  If  the  Government  had 
not  men  enough  in  the  dockyards,  let  them 
enter  more,  so  as  to  get  a  strong  fleet  pre- 
pared, and  then  every  person  would  feel 
secure,  and  satisfied  that  the  Government 
were  doing  all  they  could  do.  He  was  not 
speaking  in  fear  of  an  invasion  of  this 
country  at  present,  because  the  hands  of 
France  were  full ;  but  we  ought  to  hare 
ready  a  sufficient  force  to  defend  the 
shores  and  protect  the  honour  of  this 
country  in  the  event  of  necessity. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  he  had  thought  it 
only  due  to  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  pause  a  while  to  see  if  any 
of  the  supporters  of  the  Government  felt 
disposed  to  address  the  House,  but  it  was 
clear  that  however  large  the  numbers  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  might  be,  very  few 
felt  disposed  to  support  the  Ministry  by 
their  voice.  He  had  missed  especially  from 
this  discussion  one  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman of  great  eloquence  and  ability — he 
meant  the  Solicitor  General — who  usually 
appeared  on  the  first  night  of  a  debate  to 
advocate  the  case  of  the  Government,  and 
stigmatize  their  opponents  by  some  epi- 
thet— now  a  cabal  and  then  a  dodge ; 
and  he  thought  some  such  epithet  would 
not  bo  inapplicable  to  the  proceedings  of 
the  Ministers  that  evening.  It  was  quite 
unnecessary  for  hira  (Mr.  Wilson)  to  justify 
the  Amendment,  for  tho  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  admitted  that  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess  was  not  only  fair,  but,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  almost  went  so  far  as 
to  say,  necessary.  He  did  not  see  how  the 
House  could  have  done  its  duty,  having 

[Ftni  Niffki. 


169 


Addre$3in 


{ COUMONS } 


Ammrto 


160 


defeated  the  Goyerament  in  the  late  Par- 
liament, and  the  GoverDment  having  ap- 
pealed to  the  country — he  did  not  see  how 
thej  could,  consistently  with  their  duty, 
have  avoided  challenging  the  issue  now 
that  the  new  Parliament  was  assembled, 
unless  they  were  prepared  to  allow  that 
the  decision  on  that  appeal  to  the  country 
had  been  against  them,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  the  command  of  a  large  ma- 
jority, which  would  enable  them  to  carry 
their  measures  and  maintain  their  position. 
But  that  was  not  the  case  ;  they  were  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment were  in  the  position  in  which 
Mr.  Pitt's  Government  were  in  1785.  He 
(Mr.  Wilson)  did  not  mean,  however,  to 
rest  his  vote  upon  the  mere  question  of 
the  dissolution  of  Parliament,  but  was  pre- 
pared to  show  grounds  for  the  Amendment 
in  the  management  of  the  various  depart- 
ments, and  of  the  finances  of  the  country 
especially,  by  the  Government.  In  the  first 
place,  he  would  ask  the  House  had  any- 
thing happened  since  Ministers  were  de- 
feated in  the  late  Parliament  that  should 
induce  the  present  House  of  Commons  to 
reverse  the  decision  of  its  predecessor? 
The  first  act  of  Ministers  after  that  defeat 
was  to  dissolve  Parliament.  They  might 
have  resigned,  but  they  preferred  to  dis- 
solve. It  was  well  known  that  there  was 
a  strong  feeling  prevailing  throughout  the 
country,  and  he  might  almost  say  through- 
out Europe,  of  the  impropriety  of  that 
course  at  such  a  time,  and  he  complained 
of  the  dissolution  not  only  on  Parliamen 
tary  and  constitutional  grounds,  but  on  Eu- 
ropean grounds.  When  Parliament  was 
dissolved  there  was  not  a  singly  platform 
in  Europe  from  which  the  minds  of  Em- 
perors and  Kings  could  be  influenced. 
Having  been  in  Paris  a  week  before  the 
dissolution  he  could  testify  that  men  of 
the  greatest  weight  looked  to  the  House 
of  Commons  as  the  place  from  which  pub- 
lic opinion  could  alone  make  itself  heard 
and  influence  the  fate  of  war  and  of  peace. 
On  that  ground,  he  complained  of  the  dis- 
solution, as  opposed  not  only  to  English, 
but  to  European  interests  ;  and  what  ex- 
cuse had  they  put  forward  for  it  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Address 
had  said  that  they  might  expect  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  a  Reform  Bill,  if  not 
this  year,  at  all  events  next  year  ;  and, 
as  he  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
would  probably  be  founded  upon  the  prin- 
ciples enunciated  in  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord 
J.  Russell's)  Resolution.  If  they  were  pre- 
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pared  to  depart  from  the  principles,  which, 
when  they  brought  forward  their  previous 
Bill,  they  considered  a  sine  qua  non,  why 
did  thov  not  do  it  at  once,  and  save  all 
this  trouble  ?  There  was  another  reason 
against  the  dissolution,  which  all  states- 
men allowed  to  be  a  constitutional  reason, 
namely,  that  although  it  was  the  undoubt- 
ed right  of  the  Crown  to  dissolve  Parlia- 
ment, and  of  the  Minister  to  advise  the 
Crown  to  dissolve,  he  had  no  right  to  give 
that  advice  unless  he  had  a  fair  ground  to 
expect  a  majority  in  the  new  Parliament. 
But  what  hope  bad  the  Government  of  a 
majority  ?  What  did  they  expect  ?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  his  con- 
stituents at  the  Buckinghamshire  hustings 
that  the  Government  expected  300  sup- 
porters in  the  new  parliament,  but  would 
that  give  them  such  a  majority  as  would 
justify  a  dissolution,  or  enable  them  to 
carry  their  measures?  He  (Mr.  Wilson) 
could  only  characterize  a  dissolution  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  it  was  resorted 
to  as  a  sinful  and  unjustifiable  act.  Well 
then  they  came  to  consider  what  was  the 
present  state  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  often  de- 
nounced the  carrying  on  of  a  Government 
by  a  minority.  It  was  not  for  the  interest 
of  the  Government,  the  country,  or  of  the 
4Eouse,  that  such  a  state  of  things  should 
exist,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Opposition 
to  take  up  the  challenge  given  by  the 
Government  itself,  and  ascertain  whether 
Ministers  had  or  had  not  a  majority  suffi- 
cient to  carry  on  the  government  of  the 
country.  If  the  result  of  the  division 
should  show  that  they  had,  then  a  great 
advantage  would  have  been  gained  by  this 
Motion ;  for  not  only  would  they  have 
knowledge  of  the  fact  and  be  enabled  to 
prepare  their  measures  according  to  their 
own  views  of  the  interests  and  require- 
ments of  the  country  with  the  fair  chance 
of  being  enabled  to  carry  them,  but  the 
country  would  have  knowledge  of  the  fact, 
and  be  prepared  to  extend  to  them  its  con- 
fidence. The  issued  raised  upon  the  hust- 
ings was  ''confidence  or  no  confidence." 
At  all  events  that  was  the  issue  raised  at 
Devonport,  where  all  the  weight  and 
strength  of  the  Government  was  brought 
to  bear  to  induce  its  constituents  to  return 
a  verdict  in  their  favour.  ['*  No,  no. "]  Yes, 
he  was  opposed  by  a  very  respectable 
young  gentleman,  against  whom  he  had 
not  a  word  to  say — the  son  of  the  right 
hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and 
who  was  supported  by  all  the  influeDce  of  the 
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partaNDt  orer  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
mMi  presided.  In  his  own  case,  not  only 
m  tlie  legitimate  power  of  the  Govern- 
nt  liroQght  to  bear,  but  the  officers  of 
»  Government,  paid  out  of  the  public 
fee*  not  only  took  part  in  the  election, 
ft  vere  chairmen  of  committees  ;  one  of 
MB  waa  chairman  of  the  committee  of 
B  aoUe  Lord  the  Member  for  Plymouth, 
1  another  oanTaased  for  and  at  the  hust- 
p  propoied  the  son  of  the  right  hon. 
ttdeman  opposite.  It  had  always  been 
Id  M  the  role  that    persons  engaged 

the  permanent  service  of  the  Crown 
Mild  not  take  an  active  part  in  eleo- 
as ;  80  far  was  this  carried,  that  in 
82,  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
•rd  was  applied  to  to  prevent  overseers, 
iMNigh  pud  from  parish  funds,  from  can- 
Mmff  in  boroQghs,  and  he  stated  that  if 
q-  did  80  he  would  exercise  the  power 

poatessed  under  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
d'diimiBS  them  from  their  offices.  On 
i-yeaoiit  occasion  that  rule  had  not 
Ml  adhered  to.  It  was  not  alone,  how- 
questions  relating  to  the  Govem- 
ia  the  late  Parliament,  not  only  on 
aSifbnn  Bill  brought  in  by  them  and 
MMorored  by  the  House,  not  only  on 
i- AMolntion,  and  on  their  conduct  dur- 
f  Ihe  elections,  or  on  the  fact  of  their 
ing  in  a  minority  in  that  House,  that 

baaed  his  opposition  to  them,  but  on 
ittan  oonnected  with  the  administra- 
Q  aff  the  Government.  Ho  supported 
a  Amendment  clearly  and  distinctly  on 
OBads  eonnected  with  the  state  of  the 
ihGe  fioaaces,  and  the  improper  use  of 
laaa  inaaoes  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
MStrjy*  and  lastly,  without  waiting  for 
la  papan  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tan  had  taantingly  told  them  they  should 
pm,  ha  waa  satisfied  with  what  they  had 
paadjy  and  he  was  prepared  to  canvass 
rtain  points  in  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
nrenunent  from  their  own  admissions 
d  their  own  acts.      First,  with  regard 

the  condition  of  the  public  finances. 
I  doubt  if  they  looked  only  at  the 
Uic  accounts  and  the  statements  of 
a  Cbaocellor  of  the  Exchequer  the 
Uic  might  fancy  that  we  were  in  a 
inpaiatively  flourishing  condition.  A 
ghi  examination  would,  however,  show 
at  we  were  not  only  not  in  a  flourishing 
nditiony  but  that  the  course  taken 
'  the  Ghnremment  last  year  had  placed 
>  in  a  dangerous  position.  In  the 
at  place  the  Government  had  for  some 
aa  gone  far  to  reverse  the  policy  which 
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that  House  had  followed  for  many  years 
past.  The  Government  had  allowed  a  large 
portion  of  the  income-tax  to  expire,  while 
the  amount  of  duty  placed  on  sugar,  as  a 
war  duty,  was  allowed  to  remain.  Of  the 
indirect  war  taxation  £3,000,000  had  been 
retained,  while  the  direct  taxation  had 
been  reduced  below  the  amount  raised  in 
time  of  peace.  Last  year  the  payment  of 
Government  bonds  was  postponed ;  and 
this  year  something  of  the  same  kind 
would  probably  be  done.  But  what  would 
be  the  state  of  the  revenue  next  year? 
The  duties  that  would  expire  next  year 
amounted  to  £9,000,000  ;  there  were,  no 
doubt,  Long  Annuities  to  the  amount  of 
£2.000,000  that  would  expire  also;  but  still 
there  would  be  a  deficiency  of  £6,000,000 
or  £7,000,000.  And  what  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, done  to  meet  the  difficulty  ?  Little 
or  nothing.  He  certainly  proposed  a  stamp 
duty  on  bankers'  cheques,  and  equalized  the 
Irish  spirit  duties.  But  the  proposed  stamp 
duty,  from  which  he  expected  £300,000, 
had  only  returned  £190,000 ;  and  as  re- 
garded Irish  spirits,  there  had  been  an  ac- 
tual diminution  of  receipts,  as  compared 
with  the  preceding  year,  of  £94,000  in 
place  of  an  increase,  as  anticipated,  of 
£500,000 ;  so  that  there  had  been  a  de- 
crease instead  of  an  increase;  and  whereas 
by  the  aid  of  the  estimated  increase  in 
the  duty  on  Irish  spirits,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  computed  the  return  from  the 
excise  at  £18,600,000,  there  was  a  defi- 
ciency of  £700,000  below  the  calculation, 
and  if  the  amount  gained  from  the  bankers' 
cheques  was  deducted  from  that  amount, 
there  would  still  be  a  deficiency  of  re- 
ceipt from  the  Excise,  as  compared  itith 
the  estimate,  of  £500,000.  With  all  these 
difficulties  staring  us  in  the  face,  with  taxes 
to  the  amount  of  £9,000,000  expiring  next 
year,  and  debt  accumulating  which  ought 
to  be  paid  off  in  1860,  no  preparation  had 
been  made  to  meet  the  coming  stato  of 
things,  except  these  two  attempts,  which 
had  proved  so  abortive  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  £500,000  less  than 
he  had  before.  He  should,  perhaps,  be 
told  that  there  was  a  considerable  excess 
of  income  over  expenditure,  and  that  the 
annual  accounts  showed  a  sum  of  £600,000 
in  that  respect.  But  this  arose  from  acci- 
dental circumstances — among  others,  by  the 
sale  of  old  stores  for  a  sum  of  £1,194,000; 
a  sum  of  £2,125,000  had  been  received 
from  accidental  sources,  which  could  not 
be  calculated  on  in  future  years.  In  shorty 
G  [First  Night. 
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the  permanent  income  had  failed  the  right '  pared  to  hind  Parliament  proBpecti?ely  for 
hon.  Gentleman,  whilst  the  accidental  re- !  five  years,  and  to  ignore  all  chance  of  im- 
ceipts  had  hcen  greater  than  he  had  ex-  provomcnts  that  might  he  made  in  steam 
pected.  The  Customs'  receipts  had  hcen  navigation  in  that  time.  There  were 
in  his  favour  in  a  great  measure,  owing  other  reasons  for  this  refusal.  The  Tret- 
to  the  accidental  hut  eitraordinarily  large  |  sury  had  just  entered  into  &  contract  with 
consumption  of  sugar.  But  if  the  House  an  Irish  Company  and  the  London  ud 
looked  to  the  expenditure  tlioy  would  .  North- Western  Company  to  accelerate  tbe 
find  it  very  much  exceeded  the  estimate  of  ■  communication  with  Ireland  ;  and  thera 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  j  was  under  consideration  the  question  cf 
of  the  Exchequer.  The  interest  on  the  j  communication  with  America  from  H$ 
public  debt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cal-  j  West  of  Ireland.  The  Great  Eaatm 
calatcd  would  be  £28,400,000 ;  it  turned  steam  ship  was  also  in  progress,  iii 
out  to  bo  £28,527,000,  or  an  increase  of '  they  were  justified  in  looking  to  the  pro* 
£127,000.  There  was  an  increase  in  re-  j  habilities  of  improvements  being  made  ii 
gard  to  the  charges  on  the  Consolidated  j  steam  communication.     What  did  the  pre 


Fmid  of  £40,(K)0  ;  and  in  the  army  expen- 
diture of  £762,04:h).  besides  £782,000  in 


sent  Government  do  when  they  came  into 
office  ?  Ho  was  informed  that  one  of  tbe 


respect  to  the  Chinese  and  Russian  wars.  '  first  things  they  did  was  to  renew  pros- 
There  was  an  increase  of  £.^l[^000  in  the  pcctively  the  contract  with  Cunard  which 
civil  service— on  all  the  heads  an  increase  .  had  been  refused  ;  there  was  also  an- 
of  £1.880,000.  On  two  points  the  right  other  reason  why  the  late  Treasury  rs* 
hon.  Gentleman  was  within  his  estimate,  and  ,  fused  that  contract.  When  it  was  agreed 
a  saving  of  £645,000  had  been  etfected ;  that  £191,000  a  year  should  be  pMd  for 
bat  there  had  been  a  balance  upon  the  that  contract,  it  was  made  on  behalf  of 
whole  against  the  Treasury,  or  at  least  J  this  country  and  of  the  Colonies  also,  bit 
against  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer *s  in  the  meantime  the  Canadian  Government 
estimate,  of  no  less  a  sum  than  £1,050,000.  '  entered  into  a  contract  of  their  own,  grut* 
On  these  deficiencies  he  would  remark  that  ing  a  subsidy  of  £50,000  a  yeBr,  and  if 
in  the  case  of  the  public  debt  there  could .  the  contract  had  been  renewed,  it  aa^t 
be  no  excuse  for  the  dilfcrence  between  the  to  have  been  made  with  reference  te  tfaeee 
real  amount  and  the  amount  anticipated  special  circumstances.  The  preseat  Go- 
by the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  the  vcrnment  having  renewed  this  contrsctbidi 
charge  could  have  hcen  calculated  to  a  besides,  entered  into  a  contract  with  the 
penny.  The  packet  service  had  also  risen  Galway  and  American  Companj  witbost 
to  the  sum  of  £l,000,Oi.X)  sterling  a  year.  >  having  advertised  for  tenders  or  aacerisii- 
It  was  full  time  that  the  House  should  ed  which  was  the  best  port  for  a  commi* 
look  at  the  principle  on  which  this  im-  nication  between  the  West  of  Ireland  ssd 
roense  expenditure  was  based.  In  the  year  America,  and  this  in  spite  of  all  the 
1854  a  Commission  was  appointed  to  dc-  rules  laid  down  and  the  Report  ci  the 
termine  the  principles  on  which  this  great  Commission.  The  Secretary  to  the  Ties* 
branch  of  public  expenditure  should  be  re-  sury,  in  the  discussion  on  this  sabjeet  at 
gulated,  and  it  reported  that  no  contract  the  close  of  the  last  Parliamentv  isid 
ought  to  be  entered  into  by  the  Govern-  that  this  was  not  merely  a  postal  eer- 
ment  for  a  term  exceeding  five  years,  and  vice,  but  had  reference  to  the  iutmiiite  of 
none  except  by  public  competition.  Had  Ireland,  and  especially  with  refereaes  to 
those  conditions  been  complied  with  by  tl.e  emigration,  but  that  was  not  a  SflSeisnt 
OoTemment  ?  Before  he  (Mr.  Wilson)  loft  excuse  for  the  granting  of  m  Bvhmij  oC 
the  Treasury  an  application  was  made  by  £70,000  or  £SO,000  to  a  companj  for 
.  Canard  for  an  extension  of  his  con-  ]»03tai  service.  [Cries  oj  "  Qnestioa."] 
ct  for  the  great  Atlantic  service.     The    When  any  one  was  undertaking  tbe  duty 

ication  was  mado  in  the  regular  way   of  impeaching  the  conduct  of  the  Gorera- 

xh  the  Admiralty,  and  was  looked  at    inont  it  ought  to  be  done  on  solid  gnmndit 

B  Ijbythem.    But  the  contract  then    :ind  not  on  vague  statements,  and  he  was 

B  years  to  run  ;  it  did  not  expire  till   endeavouring  to  show  how  the  finances  and 

i        ,  and  when  application  was  made  to   expenditure  of  the  country  had  been  dealt 

L^  7  to  renew  it,  what  answer  could    wiih.     He  would  now  refer  to  one  or  two 

I  negative  ?     The  application    remarks   upon  points  conneetad  with  tbe 
made,  and  the  answer  was   f  'reign  policy  of  the  Government,     There 
Treasury  was  not  pro-   could  be  no  doubt  that  both  in  aad  out  of 
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tt»  HoQfte  thero  were  two  grea^  priAoi- 
plet  whieh  it  wa«  wiahed  abould  bo  main- 
taiiMd-^nevtrality  ou  the  one  hand  and 
petea  oa  the  other ;  and  ho  wished  to 
■kew  how  far  oonfidonoo  ought  to  be  re- 
yoaed  in  the  Government  as  regarded  their 
paver  of  maintaining  either  peace  or  neu- 
taiKty.  There  waa  no  hon.  Member  who 
had  aat  in  the  last  Parliament  but  who 
Biai  remember  the  25th  of  February, 
vken  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an- 
ipered  a  question  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
Aa  Member  for  Tiverton  had  given  no- 
tioe.  It  was  one  of  the  most  solemn  oc- 
fiaiona  that  he  remembered.  There  was  j 
%  general  impression  that  wo  were  on 
the  OTO  of  war,  and  when  the  noble  Lord 
nve  notice  of  his  question  it  excited  an 
i^tereat  not  only  in  this  country,  but  in 
Paria  and  in  Europe  generally,  of  no  ordi- 
aaiy  kind.  The  Chancellor  of  tho  Ezche- 
faar  aaid : — 

"I  hftTe  the  ftatisfaction  of  informing  tho  noblo 
and  tho  Houso  that  we  have  received  oom- 
■tlons  which  give  us  reason  to  believe  that 
iMf  tho  Roman  States  will  bo  evacuated  by 
tta  mnoh  aiid  Austrian  troops,  and  that  with 
tta  eoaenrrence  of  tho  Papal  Government.  Under 
thaa  dnumstances,  Lord  Cowley,  who  enjoys  the 
aalhe  eonfldenco  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Ml  nmured  to  Vienna  in  a  confidential  capacity. 
The  House  will  not  press,  nor  expect  me  to  enter 
ibCo  aay  details  as  to  the  precise  character  of  his 
■iirion,  or  the  nature  of  tho  insti*uctions  which 
Hap  Mi^jesty  has  been  pleased  to  give  to  her 
9KfOf,  Enough  for  mo  to  say  that  it  is  a  mis- 
tkm,  of  pemce  and  conciliation."  —  [3  IJansard, 
^9  p.  880.] 

When  these  words  were  uttered,  the  im- 
pmBum  tbey  made  on  the  House  and  on 
jfivrope  wftB  one  of  astonishment,  as  well 
a*  COQgrfttulation.  but  nowhere  was  the 
aatoaUhment  greater  than  at  tho  Tuileries 
and  the  Poreign  Office  of  Vienna.  It  was 
a  ffrare  thing  to  challenge  a  statement  of 
a  Jiioiiter  of  the  Crown  and  in  a  way 
that  would  imply  a  distrust  in  tho  state- 
ment when  it  was  made.  But  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  justifiGd  in  making 
that  Btatement  hy  anything  which  had  oc- 
eorrod  ?  No  one  could  say  so  now.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  say  that 
Lord  Cowley  had  proceeded  to  Vienna.  The 
fur  inference  was,  and  it  was  drawn  by 
the  nohle  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London,  that  in  consequence  of  negotia- 
tions carried  on  hy  the  Government,  the 
aracaation  of  the  Roman  States  by  foreign 
troops  would  take  place,  and  that  in  consc- 

Sience  Lord  Cowley  had  gone  to  Vienna. 
nt  instead  of  this  heing  tho  case.  Lord 
Cowlej  reoeiyed  this  information  by  tele- 


graph, and  reeeived  it  with  a.HtoniBhment. 
Loi^  Cowley,  they  were  told,  had  gone  to 
Vienna,  having  the  full  confidence  of  the 
Emperor  of  tho  French  and  of  Her  M^jes* 
ty's  Government,  On  the  return  of  Lord 
Cowley  to  London,  but  before  his  arrival 
in  Paris,  the  Government  received  infor- 
mation from  the  Government  of  France, 
that  Russia  had  proposed  a  Congress. 
Without  waiting  for  the  two  days  which 
wero  provided  for,  the  Government  anti- 
cipated the  action  of  Russia,  and  wrote 
to  tho  French  Government  agreeing  to  a 
Congress.  Lord  Cowley  had  never  there- 
fore had  the  opportunity  of  laying  his  pro- 
posal before  the  French  Government,  but 
was  thrown  over  by  the  Government  in 
favour  of  the  Russian  proposal.  The  Go- 
vernment, although  believing  their  plan  to 
be  tho  best,  accepted  tho  Congress  saying 
that  they  would  not  take  the  responsibility 
of  rejecting  any  opportunity  of  obtaining 
the  object  in  view.  The  result  was,  that  tho 
negotiations  for  a  Congress  were  put  an  end 
to  by  the  Vienna  Proclamation  and  the 
breaking  out  of  the  war.  He  did  not  believe 
that  by  this  vacillating  policy  tho  Govern- 
ment had  acted  in  the  manner  best  calcu- 
lated to  prevent  war.  It  would  have  been 
infinitely  better  if  the  Government  before 
they  sent  an  envoy  to  Vienna  to  negotiate, 
had  stated  in  writing  the  objects  of  the 
nej^otiation.  At  the  close  of  the  last  Par- 
liament  there  were  expressions  dropped  by 
Members  of  the  Government  calculated  to 
raise  a  suspicion  as  to  what  were  their 
views.  In  "  another  plaCe**  tho  Earl  of 
Derby  said : — 

*'  War  once  broken  out  in  Italy,  it  is  hopeless 
to  imagino  that  it  will  be  confined  within  the 
compass  of  that  peninsula.  Other  passions  will 
bo  aroused,  other  conflictinpr  nationalities  will 
arise,  and  other  nations  bo  called  on  to  interfere 
in  the  conflict  ;  and  war  once  originated  in  Italy 
would  at  no  distant  period  extend  throughout  its 
centre  and  to  its  frontiers,  and  wrap  the  whole  of 
Europe  in  one  general  conflagration.  It  would 
not,  my  Lords,  be  diflicult  to  trace  the  stops,  nor 
would  it  be  wise  to  do  so,  by  which  such  an 
extension  would  necessarily  come  ;  but  I  will 
only  say  that  even  for  this  country  it  would  be 
impossible  to  look  with  total  inditl'erenco  at  any 
alteration  of  the  occupation  of  tho  shores  of  tho 
Adriatic.  Our  interest  and  power  on  the  waters 
of  the  Mediterranean,  and  the  possible  conse- 
quences of  any  such  catastrophe  arc  such  as 
would  require  tho  most  careful  vigilance  and  tho 
most  earnest  attention  on  our  part  to  guard 
.igainst  any  possible  contingency  from  the  side  of 
any  Power  whatever."  —  [3  Uamard,  cliii.  p. 
1855. 

Since  those  words  were  spoken  a  large 
fleet  had  been  sent  to  the  Mediterranean , 
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as  we  were  told,  in  addition  to  our  fleet 
already  there,  which  was  powerful  enough 
for  all  useful  purposes.  This  had  created 
no  little  excitement  and  alarm  in  the  public 
mind,  coupled  with  the  Earl  of  Derby's 
allusion  to  the  shores  of  the  Adriatic. 
He  would  ask  what  shores  of  the  Adriatic 
the  noble  Lord  referred  to  ?  If  he  meant 
the  Western  shores  of  the  Adriatic,  and 
the  coast  about  Venice,  that  would  confine 
us  strictly  within  the  limits  of  the  Italian 
war.  If  he  meant  the  opposite  shores  of 
the  Adriatic  and  intimated  that  an  attack 
upon  Trieste  or  any  part  of  the  territory 
of  the  German  Confederation  would  be 
ground  for  our  interference,  that  was  a 
very  dangerous  doctrine,  and  entirely  con- 
trary to  the  views  of  the  country  at  large. 
No  doubt  we  were  all  agreed  that,  so 
long  as  the  war  was  strictly  confined  to 
Italy,  there  was  no  reason  for  the  inter- 
ference of  any  other  power  than  those 
actually  engaged  in  it.  It  was  well  known, 
however,  that  if  the  war  extended  to  the 
territory  of  the  German  Confederation,  all 
the  German  powers  would  be  bound  to  as- 
sist Austria  ;  but  even  in  that  case,  there 
could  be  no  necessity  for  this  country  to 
break  through  its  neutrality,  and  be  drawn 
into  -the  contest.  That  he  believed  was 
the  opinion  of  a  large  majority  both  in 
the  House  and  in  the  country.  He  could 
not  help  feeling  some  apprehension  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  on  this 
subject.  He  hoped  the  neutrality  which 
we  meant  to  preserve  would  at  any  rate 
not  be  such  as'  might  be  inferred  from 
a  speech  made  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  in  the  last  Parliament,  when 
ho  censured  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Falmerston)  for  not  having  supported  a 
proposed  settlement  by  which  Venice 
would  be  restored  as  its  condition  to  the 
Austrian  dominion.  He  hoped  no  British 
Government  would  now  be  a  party  to 
such  a  bargain,  to  induce  Venice  to  give 
up  any  advantages  of  freedom  which  she 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  winning,  in 
order  that  Lombardy  or  any  other  part 
of  Italy  should  purchase  liberty  at  that 
price.  It  had  been  urged  as  a  reason 
for  reposing  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment, that  they  would  be  able  to  carry 
a  Reform  Bill  through  Parliament,  which 
no  liberal  Government  could  hope  to  do. 
But  such  a  statement  as  that  must  have 
reference  rather  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  than  to  this.  Were  they  to 
be  told,  however,  that  the  House  of  Lords 
had  no  higher  view  of  their  functions  and 

Mr.  Wilson 


duties  than  that  they  would  be  willing  to 
carry  a  measure  proposed  by  one  set  of 
statesmen  which  they  would  not  carry  if 
proposed  by  another  set  of  statesmen  ?  He 
had  heard  hard  things  said  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  many  attacks  made  upon 
them,  but  never  such  an  attack  as  this. 
If  it  could  be  truly  said  of  them  that  they 
were  actuated  by  such  a  motive,  then  he 
believed  that  nothing  could  be  more  calcu- 
lated to  shake  the  just  influence  of  that 
august  assembly  over  the  minds  of  the 
People  of  England. 

Mr.  DIGBY  SEYMOUR  said,  the  ques- 
tion now  at  issue  was  not  the  duty  on  Irish 
spirits,  the  merits  of  the  west  coast  of 
Ireland,  the  distance  between  Cork  or 
Galway  and  Liverpool,  or  the  subsidies  of 
rival  lines  of  steamers.  He  had  heard 
with  considerable  surprise  the  introduction 
of  such  topics  as  these,  and  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  course  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport  (Mr.  Wilson)  had 
adopted  in  occupying  the  time  of  the  House 
with  such  paltry  details.  Were  they  or 
were  they  not  at  that  moment  deciding  the 
fate  of  a  powerful  Ministry,  and  about  to 
give  judgment  on  an  issue  which  effected 
the  dearest  interests  of  the  country  ?  He 
(Mr.  Digby  Seymour)  was  an  indepen- 
dent Member  of  that  House.  [Laughter 
and  cheers.]  Yes,  he  repeated  it  fear- 
lessly, an  independent  Member.  He  had 
gone  down  to  a  great  constituency,  without 
hereditary  or  other  influence,  but  addressed 
himself  simply  to  a  frank  exposition  of  his 
views  upon  social  and  political  Reform,  and 
to  vindicate  those  views  ho  had  been  sent 
to  this  House.  He  had  come  here  un- 
pledged, but  determined  in  his  heart  of 
hearts  to  support  that  policy  which  he 
believed  would  best  conduce  to  the  in- 
terests of  Reform.  The  question  had 
been  asked  that  night,  where  was  the 
Solicitor  General  ?  Could  anything  be 
more  absurd  ?  The  Solicitor  General  was 
an  eloquent  and  distinguished  man,  and  he 
was  too  good  a  lawyer  not  to  know  that 
it  was  not  for  those  who  had  to  prove  a 
negative  to  speak  first,  but  that  the  onus 
prohandi  rested  upon  those  who,  in  a  crisis 
like  the  present,  met  the  Government  with 
a  Resolution  such  as  that  now  before  the 
House.  He  protested  against  the  heredi- 
tary leaders  of  the  Liberals  assuming  that 
he  and  other  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  who  held  the  same  independent 
opinions,  were  prepared  to  follow  them  like 
a  flock  of  sheep  acrOss  the  floor  of  the 
House.     Tho  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
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Kferton  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
tar  London  said  that  the  Oovemment  of 
the  Earl  of  Derby  were  not  entitled  to 
the    confidence  of  the    House    and    the 
ooontrj.   Notwithstanding  the  Government 
dedged  themselves  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  and  through  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Siehequer  to-night,  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  bring  in  a  substantial  and  honest 
meMDre  of  Reform  next  Session,  do  those 
■oUe  Lords  cry,  *'  Out  with  them,"  with- 
ent  telling  the  country  first  what  they  will 
do  if  we  put  them  out?     Is  this  a  fair 
iMoe  ?    Is  this  fair  play  ?  Will  those  noble 
Lords  pledge  themselves  to  more  liberal 
neasores  if  they  are  restored  to  office  ? 
The  Government  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  had 
made  certain  promises  relative  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Reform,  and  had  been  true  to  them. 
They  had  laid  a  Bill  upon  the  table  which 
seo^gniied  the  great  principle  of  giving  to 
the  intelligence  of  the  country  a  greater 
share  in  the  representation.     He  did  not 
Bean  to  say,  as  an  independent  Liberal, 
thai  he  was  satisfied  with  the  details  of 
that  measure,  but  certainly  it  recognized 
the  imneiple  for  which  ho  contended,  and 
lookny  to  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech 
and  the   Chancellor  of    the  Exchequer's 
explanation,  at  this  moment  the  Liberals 
were  offered  more  by  the  Government  than 
they    were    by    hon.  Gentlemen  on  their 
own  aide  of  the  House.     If,  however,  the 
Goremment  did  not  propose  to  give  enough, 
what*  he  repeated,  were   the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  and  the  noble  Viscount 
(Yiaeonot  Palmerston)  prepared  to  give  ? 
He  hoped  the  noble  Lords,  before  asking 
him  as  an  independent  Member  to  give  a 
TOte  which,  as  the  issue  now  stood,  seemed 
to  him  unfair,  un-English,  and   factious, 
would  redeem  their  conduct  by  putting  their 
issne  upon  a  constitutional  and  intelligible 
basis*  and  telling  the  House  how  far  they 
were  prepared  to  go  themselves.    He  must 
say  that  he  sympathized  deeply  with  the 
Dohle  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  who, 
in  his  present  position,  reminded  him  of  the 
lines  of  Moore — 

"  One  mom  a  Peri  at  the  gate 
Of  Eden  stood,  disconsolate." 

If,  then,  the  noble  Lord  were  admitted 
within  the  gate  of  office,  would  he  give 
diem  a  better  Reform  Bill  ?  Will  he  legis- 
late more  speedily  or  more  decisively  ? 
What  offering  will  he  bring  to  unbar  the 
portals  of  the  political  paradise  ?  Will  he 
bring  the  Ballot?  No!  He  is  already 
pledged  against  it.  Will  ho  bring  man- 
hood suffrage  ?     No  !      He  had  declared 


the  people  not  ripe  for  it.  Will  he  bring 
a  promise  to  realize  his  own  views  of  last 
Session  ?  If  he  did,  he  (Mr.  Digby  Sey- 
mour) and  other  members  would  support 
him,  for  the  issue  will  then  be  one  of 
principle,  ond  not  one  of  party.  Unless  the 
leaders  of  the  Liberal  party  were  prepared 
to  answer  that  question  in  the  spirit  in 
which  he  had  put  it,  and  to  answer  it 
satisfactorily,  he,  for  one,  should  give  his 
vote  heartily  and  sincerely  to  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  LAING   said,  that  when  he  had 
formerly  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House 
he  had  ranked  with  independent  Liberals, 
although  he  had  never  considered  himself 
much  of  a  party  man;  indeed,  he  sacrificed 
his  scat  in  the  last  Parliament  because  he 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  vote  contrary  to  the 
leaders  of  his  party.     Having  now  been  re- 
elected as  a  Liberal  he  had  considered  the 
question  referred  toby  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Digby  Seymour),  and  he 
had   come  to  a  completely  opposite  con- 
clusion to  that  at  which  he  seemed  to  have 
arrived.     There  were  two  great  questions 
— Reform  and  our  foreign  policy — which 
they  had  to  consider  in  dealing  with  the 
subject  before  them.    As  regarded  Reform, 
he  believed  the  conclusion  which  the  country 
had  arrived  at  was,  that  the  Bill  brought 
in  by  the  Government  was  one  which  could 
not  be  accepted.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  told  them  that  night  that 
they  were  ready  to  consider  the  question 
of  the  borough  franchise.     If  so,  why  was 
Parliament  dissolved  ?     The  borough  fran- 
chise was  not  a  new  question,  it  had  long 
been  before  the  country — two  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  colleagues,  who  had 
left  the  Government,  were  willing  to  ex- 
tend the  franchise  in  boroughs,  and  yet  it 
was  only  now  that  they  were  informed  the 
Government  were  ready  to   consider   the 
subject.    As  he  had  said,  he  was  not  much 
of  a  party  man,  and  wished  he  could  seo 
good  reason  for  not  disturbing  the  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  ;  but  he  must  say, 
he  did  not  feel  it  to  be  consistent  with  per- 
sonal honour  to  call  himself  a  Liberal,  and 
sit  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House,  and 
yet  oppose  the  great  party  to  which  he  no- 
minally belonged.     And  he  could  not  but 
remember  that  it  was  the  old  leader  of  the 
Liberal  party,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London,  who  had  saved  the 
country  from  having  the  question  of  Re- 
form closed  upon  that  inadequate  basis  to 
which  he  had  alluded.     As  for  foreign  po- 
licy, his  convictions  were  strongly  in  favour 
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of  peace.  If  tho  preicnt  Govcinment  bad 
succeeded  in  maintaininj^  tho  poaco  of 
Europe,  that  would  have  been  a  ground  for 
his  refusing  to  join  in  this  Totc  of  want  of 
confidence.  A  short  time  ago  wo  woro 
told  that  keeping  tho  Earl  of  Malmcsbury 
in  office  was  a  guarantee  for  peace.  Events 
bad  falsified  that  assumption,  and  tho  Go- 
vernment had  been  unlucky  in  well-meant 
efforts;  with  cvcr^  advantage  in  their  fa- 
vour the  war  had  broken  out  which  they 
bad  failed  to  prevent.  The  question  whicli 
arose,  therefore,  was  whether,  having  failed 
to  maintain  the  peace  of  Europe,  there  was 
any  guarantee  for  the  assertion  that  their 
continuance  in  power  was  necessary  to  pre- 
vent this  country  from  being  involved  in  the 
war  ?  The  evidence  upon  that  point  was 
not  yet  before  the  House  ;  but  from  the 
declarations  which  bad  been  made  in  Par- 
liament by  leading  members  of  the  cabinet, 
he  dreiv  tho  conclusion  that  so  far  as  Eng- 
land was  concerued,  peace  was  more  like- 
ly to  be  maintained  by  having  a  Liberal 
Administration  in  power.  lie  took  it  for 
certain  that,  if  this  country  were  involved 
in  the  war,  it  would  not  be  on  the  side  of 
France,  and  that  we  should  not  go  into  it 
deliberately,  but  drift  into  it  by  the  influence 
of  German  sympathies,  and  by  some  ill- 
advised  and  premature  attempts  at  media- 
tion, with  a  viow  to  save  Austria  and  Ger- 
many, by  which  we  might  be  led  into  a 
quarrel  witb  France,  and  so  be  involved  in 
a  war  which  probably  no  one  of  cither 
party  would  propose  deliberately  to  enter 
upon.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that  a 
change  of  Ministry  would  bo  more  likely  to 
entertain  that  alliance  or  good  understand- 
ing with  Franco  which  he  believed  to  be 
the  keystone  of  the  permanent  peace  of 
Europe,  and  essential  to  the  true  interests 
of  civilization.  He  gave  tho  Government 
every  credit  for  their  good  intentions,  but 
be  oould  not  hesitate  to  follow  his  old 
leaders  on  the  old  principles  of  Reform, 
peace,  and  non-intervention,  unless  ho  did, 
what  he  was  not  prepared  to  do,  abandon 
his  party  and  go  over  to  the  other  side  of 
the  House. 

Viscount  PALMERSTONr  —  Sir,  I 
think  if  any  man  could  entertain  a  doubt 
with  respect  to  the  Motion  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  made,  calling  on  tho  House  to 
express  their  want  of  confidence  in  the 
GoTernment,  the  course  the  debate  has 
taken  this  evening  would  be  the  most  con- 
elusive  proof  of  its  justice.  How  can  tho 
House  have  confidence  in  a  Government 
who  have  no  confidence  in  themselves? 
Mr.  Lamg 


How  can  tho  House  have  confidence  in  the 
Groverimient  of  a  party  who,  while  boasting 
of  the  numbers  of  which  thoj  are  composed, 
cannot  find  moro  than  one  advocate  daring 
enough  to  come  forward  and  defend  them 
in  the  course  of  this  long  debate  f  Why, 
their  silonce  on  this  occasion  is  sufficient 
of  itself  to  warrant  judgment  by  deftnlt, 
and  is  tho  most  conolusivo  avowal  thtt 
they  are  undeserving  of  tho  confidence  of 
this  House.  Sir,  I  admit  that  if  <m 
champion  was  alone  to  fight  their  hattle- 
if  tho  rest  of  tho  army  were  so  timid  om 
weak  and  powerless  that  they  did  not  don 
to  entor  into  the  arena,  they  made  good 
choice  of  a  champion. 

'*  81  Fergana  dextrft 
Dcfcndi  posscnt,  ctiom  b&o  deibnsa  fuiiaeDt'* 

No  doubt  that  right  hand  would  have  bees 
sufiicient ;  but  those  who  heard  the  speeek 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chaneellor 
of  the  Exchequer  must  havo  feitt  if  the 
rest  of  tho  Government  had  anything  to 
say  in  opposition  to  the  Amendment  of  mj 
noble  Friend,  that  that  speech ,  eloquent  ai 
it  was,  and  full  of  unpleasant  taunts  sad ' 
disagreeable  reflections — attack  on  the  one 
hand,  and  jest  on  the  other — was  wboHj 
in  sufiicient  as  au  answer  to  that  Amend- 
ment, which  has  been  so  ably  moved  and 
seconded.     I  think  it  is  a  most  eitraordi- 
nary  spectacle  that  a  GoYcrnmcnty  charged 
in  the  face  of  this  House  with  beinf  uade* 
serving  of  tho  confidence  of  Parlinmeatttd 
the  country,  should  have  sat  silent  as  tliej 
have  done  this  evening.     One  would  hsfO 
thought  that  man  after  man  of  the  lensin- 
ing  Members  of  the   Cabinet  —  deserted 
though  they  bo  by  two  of  their  most  re- 
spectable and  distinguished   colleagties— 
would   havo   pressed   forward  with  eager 
emulation  to  defend  and  justify  the  con- 
duct  which   has  been   arraigned  by  the 
Motion  of  my  noble  Friend.     But|  Sir,  it 
seems  they  arc  only  anxious  to  eoaehde 
this  debate.     They  entreat  the  Home  ts 
tako  them  upon  trust,  for  nrp^meat  we 
havo  not  heard  from  them.     They  have 
nothing    to    Fay   for    themselvos,   ezcepi 
*'  For  Heaven's  sake,  lot  the  debate  be  as 
short  as  possible  ;  let  us  come  to  a  division 
to-night,  when  we  have  got  our  frieuds  up; 
don't  talk  about  our  conduct,  the  less  said 
about  that  tho  better  ;  don't  discuss  ear 
misdeeds  ;  come  to  a  vote ;  and  then  after- 
wards, if  we  have  a  majority,  you  can  talk 
about  them  ns  long  as  you  like."    Siiv 
this  is  too  grave  a  matter  to  bo  dispossd 
of  in  that  light  and  airy  way.     The 
tion  is,  whether  tho  Administration  of 
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of  the  ffreateat  countries  in  the  world  is  or 
ii  not  defterving  of  tho  confidcnco  of  Par- 
litment  and  the  country.  That  is  not  a 
^■etdon  to  be  dealt  lightly  with,  and  least 
^  ftU  at  a  moment  when  the  flames  of  war 
«re  raging  in  Europe,  and  when  no  man 
ftela  certain  how  far  this  country  may,  or 
JMJ  not*  under  the  guidance  of  those  who 
at  present  rule,  be  affected  by  the  conflict 
now  being  waged  in  Italy.  I  say,  when 
great  European  and  national  interests  are 
M  etal^Oy  it  is  disgraceful  for  a  Government 
■o  to  treat  the  questions  raised  by  the 
Amendment  before  the  House,  and  to  de* 
/oUne  aelf-Tindication.  Then  I  say  that  on 
aferj  ground  tho  House  ought  to  come  to 
the  TOte  that  is  proposed  for  their  acccpt- 
ence.  I  think,  having  regard  to  tho  man- 
■er  ia  which  the  Government  was  formed, 
to  the  course  they  pursued,  to  their  mis- 
takes jenj  defaults  in  domestic  legislation, 
to  their  errors  in  foreign  policy,  and  to  the 
eourae  they  took  in  regard  to  the  dissolu- 
tien^  ■  upon  all  these  grounds  tho  House  is 
jpitiiied  in  withholding  from  them  that  con- 
SieMe  without  which  a  Government  cannot, 
vilh  dignity  or  cfliciency,  hope  to  conduct 
the  s/hirn  of  the  country.  I  don't  like  to 
IfHWt  offensively  to  events  connected  with 
the  ferniation  of  tho  Government;  but  on 
.this  oeoasion  I  must  speak  out.  I  say, 
thej  came  into  ofBco  by  a  Parliamentary 
ynancduvre — by  a  manoeuvre  justified  per- 
haps by  tho  ordinary  tactics  of  Parliamen- 
tary warfare,  but  which  was  not  a  founda- 
tion on  which  they  were  entitled  to  claim 
the  confidence  of  the  House.  When  the 
Conspiracy  to  Murder  Bill  was  under  dis- 
cussion, about  one  hundred  Members  of  the 
Liberal  party  differed  from  the  then  Go- 
Tomment.  I  lamented  the  course  they 
took  on  that  occasion,  but  they  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  pursue  that  course,  and  with 
the  opinions  they  held  they  did  but  perform 
a  public  duty  in  voting  against  the  intro- 
dnctiim  of  the  measure.  But  what  was 
the  course  token  by  tho  leading  Members 
of  the  Opposition  on  that  occasion  ?  Did 
they  disapprove  that  measure  ?  Did  they 
notf  on  Uie  contrary,  in  this  House  and  in 
the  other,  urge  on  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill,  and  did  they  not,  on 
the  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  it  in,  vote,  to 
a  man,  with  the  Government  for  laying  it 
on  tho  table  ?  But  afterwards,  when  they 
.sew  a  division  among  tho  Liberal  party — 
when  the^  saw  a  large  number  of  tho  Libc- 
.rals  were  opposed  to  the  measure — then, 
yielding  to  that  desire  for  oflicc  which  I  do 
not  blame  in  itself,  but  with  which  they 


\  now  reproach  those  who  oppose  them,  they 
I  abandoned  their  old  opinions,  and  voted 
against  tho  Bill  which  they  had  repre- 
sented to  bo  necessary  to  the  honour  of 
the  country,  and  to  the  maintenance  of  a 
good  understanding  with  a  great  neigh- 
bouring Power,  and  by  that  manoeuvrp 
they  obtained  Power.  Well,  then,  1  aay 
their  origin  was  bad;  it  was  not  credit- 
able to  them  as  a  party,  and  they  ought, 
I  think,  to  have  felt  more  gratitude  for  tho 
forbearance  with  which  those  who  were  tho 
objects  of  that  manmuvre  abstained  from 
twitting  them  with  their  conduct.  Being 
in,  in  tii2^t  way,  what  was  the  conduct  of 
hen.  Gentlemen  on  this  sido  of  the  House  ? 
Did  we  harass  them  with  any  factious  or 
vexatious  Motions  ?  On  the  contrary,  they 
confessed  that  they  were  in  a  minonty  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  Tho  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  tho  Government,  I  think, 
admitted  in  his  pl^^ce  in  Parliament  that 
his  Government  was  only  supported  by  a 
minority  in  this  House;  and  if  his  Govern- 
ment, notwithstanding,  has  been  able  to 
support  its  existence  so  long,  that  simple 
fact  alone  is  a  proof  that  they  have  been 
treated  with  much  forbearance.  A  Go- 
vernment standing  so,  cannot  by  possibi- 
lity pursue  their  own  course,  or  act  upon 
their  own  opinions.  But,  at  least,  when 
such  a  Government  do  adopt  measures 
which  they  take  up  in  deference  to  the 
opinion  of  the  majority,  they  ought,  if  they 
be  a  Government  deserving  by  their  capa- 
city of  the  confldenee  of  the  country,  toframe 
measures  which  will  carry  into  effect  the 
great  principles  they  have  adopted  from 
their  opponents  in  a  manner  acceptable  to 
public  opinion.  In  this,  unfortunately, 
the  present  Government  did  not  succeed. 
There  were  two  great  matters  upon  which 
they  had  to  introduce  Bills.  There  was 
the  transfer  of  the  Government  of  India  to 
the  Crown,  and  the  Keform  of  the  Repre- 
sentation of  tho  People  in  this  House. 
They  adopted  tho  transfer  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  from  the  Company  to  the 
Crown,  although  out  of  oflice  they  had 
opposed  it.  They  had,  up  to  the  last 
moment,  resisted  that  transfer  ;  but  in 
office  they  immediately  adopted  it.  This 
was  very  laudable,  no  doubt,  because,  being 
in  a  minority,  the  only  consideration  of 
their  existence  was,  that  they  should  sub- 
mit, in  great  measures,  to  the  will  of  the 
majority.  But  then,  so  unfortunate  were 
they  in  devising  and  framing  the  measure 
which  should  carry  out  that  great  arrange- 
ment, that  the  measure  they  proposed  was 
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met  with  uniTersal  ridicule,  and  was  with- 
drawn without  the  slightest  hesitation,  and 
another  substituted  in  its  placo.      That 
second    measure,    undoubtedly,    at    last 
passed   the  House  with   considerable   al- 
terations; but  I  may  be  allowed  to  think 
that  that  second  measure,  although  framed 
on  the  pattern  of  that  which  we  had  intro- 
duced, was  less  well  adapted  for  working 
the  system  introduced.     Their  first  mea- 
sure  of  legislation  thus  utterly  and   en- 
tirely failed.     Then  they  had  to  deal  with 
another  great  question  —  Parliamentary 
Reform.     In  that  also  they  had,  out  of 
office,  been  opposed  to  the  carrying  of  the 
measure  which  they  in  office  immediately 
undertook  to  propose.      They  had  been 
an ti- Reformers  ;    but  feeling,   as   I   said 
before,  that  the  condition  of  existence  of 
a  Oovemment  resting  on  a  minority  was, 
that  it  must  adopt  the  principles  of  the 
majority,  they  became  Parliamentary  Re- 
formers, and  produced  their  Bill.     Those 
who  had  watched   the   progress  of  their 
India  Bill  foretold  that  their  Reform  Bill 
would  be  an  equal  failure.     People  said, 
*'No,  men  don't  fall  twice  into  the  same 
mistake  ;    they  will  not  twice  make  the 
same  blunder;  they  must  have  means  of 
judging  of  public  opinion  and  of  opinion  in 
this   House.     Depend  upon  it,  they  will 
introduce  a  measure  that,  with  some  mo- 
difications, will  be  acceptable  to  the  ma- 
jority of  the   Representative   Chamber." 
And  they  brought  forward  a  measure  which, 
I  believe,  not  one  man  in  the  House  out  of 
the  Cabinet  thought  deserving  to  pass  into 
law.     There  was  hardly  an  hon.  Member 
on  their  own  side  of  the  House  that  spoke 
in  the  long  discussion  who  did  not  for  one 
reason  or  another  find  fault  with  the  mea- 
sure they  proposed.     At  last  came  a  Reso- 
lution moved  by  my  noble  Friend  which 
was  calculated  to  redress  two,  at  least,  of 
the  leading  defects  of  the  Bill  they  had  in- 
troduced.    That  was  carried  by  a  majority 
sufficient  to  prove  that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood, 
could  not  go  on  through  its  other  stages. 
Well,  here  was  a  second  failure  in  regard  to 
an  important  matter  of  domestic  legislation. 
And  when  you  see  a  Government  which  in 
the  course  of  twelve  months  tries  its  hand 
at  two  great  and  important  measures,  and 
on  both  of  them  fails,  I  think  it  is  not 
assuming  too  much  to  say  that  that  Oovern- 
ment  is  not  one  in  w1     h  this  House  can  be 
d     osed  to  plaee       ndence.     Then  what 
1  <nqne  1     J  ]    -sued  on  that  occa- 
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solution  was  carried  they  should  view  it  as 
a  vote  of  censure.  Sir,  they  had  no  right 
to  view  it  as  a  vote  of  censure.  It  was  a 
vote  of  censure  on  a  measure,  but  it  was 
not  a  vote  of  censure  on  them,  excepting  in- 
as-far  as  you  may  say  it  is  a  censure  on 
a  Government  to  declare  that  a  measure 
which,  after  grave  and  long  deliberation, 
they  have  produced,  is  not  fit  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  House.  They  stated  that  tbej 
had  two  courses  between  which  to  chooie 
— namely,  resignation  or  a  dissolution.  I 
contend  that  they  were  not  called  upon  to 
pursue  either  of  those  courses,  but  that 
there  was  a  third  alternative  which  they 
ought  to  have  adopted.  Being  a  Govern- 
ment resting  on  a  minority — being  a  Go- 
vernment, and  avowedly  dependent  on  the 
acquiescence  of  the  majority,  I  say  the 
condition  of  their  existence  was  that  tbej 
should  shape  their  conduct  in  accordanoe 
with  the  opinions  and  feelings  of  the  ns- 
jority.  They  ought,  on  that  occasion,  to 
have  done  the  same  as  they  did  in  regpid 
to  the  Indian  Bill.  They  should  bare  with- 
drawn their  objectionable  Reform  Bill,  and 
brought  in  another  framed  on  principles 
which  the  debates  in  this  House  had  desriy 
shown  to  be  in  harmony  with  the  genenl 
opinion  of  Parliament.  If  they  haa  done 
this,  and  produced  such  a  Bill,  my  belief  ii 
that  it  would  have  passed,  and  would  attUi 
very  moment  have  been  the  law  of  thelssd. 
But  it  was  reported  of  them  that  they  ssid 
they  had  done  that  before,  and  could  not 
repeat  a  course  which  they  had  once  ven- 
tured upon.  Why,  they  have  made  two 
mistakes.  What  they  refused  to  do  s 
second  time  was  to  correct  the  mistake 
and  put  themselves  right.  To  be  twice  in 
the  wrong  they  had  no  objection  ;  but  to 
be  twice  in  the  right  was  repagnaot  to 
their  feelings.  Another  reason  was  given 
for  their  conduct,  and  a  precious  reason  it 
was.  It  was  said  that  I  taunted  thssi— 
that  I  bade  them  withdraw  their  Bill  sod 
bring  in  another,  and  that  they  woald  lot 
do  my  bidding.  Why,  Sir,  are  they  msa  ' 
or  children?  It  might  be  a  very  good  aign- 
ment  for  a  naughty  child,  when  told  to  do 
a  thing,  to  say,  "  I  won't,  because  yw 
have  told  me  to  do  it ;"  but  for  men.  lor 
the  statesmen  of  a  great  country  dealing 
with  an  important  question,  to  Bay  tbsy 
will  not  do  what  is  right,  became,  ibr- 
800 th,  one  of  their  opponents  told  them 
to  do  it,  in  a  manner  which  they»  perfaapi» 
did  not  like,  is  cither  too  jocose  or  too 
serious,  I  know  not  which.  Gertaiidy, 
men  acting  on  such  a  principle  ought  Mt 
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to  hare  charge  of  the  interestB  of  a  great 
Empire  like  this.  Then  they  dissolved. 
And  I  should  like  to  know  how  many  men 
in  this  House  approved  that  proceeding.  I 
am  not  speaking  now  of  the  personal  in- 
eonTenieDoe  to  which  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  have  been  put,  but  of  the  con- 
dition in  which  that  dissolution  placed  the 
GoTernmeot  of  this  country  in  a  great 
erius  of  European  affairs.  Many  things 
hare  happened  which  show  that  what- 
other  gifts  the  Government  may 
at  least  they  are  not  endow- 
ed wiUi  the  gift  of  prophecy.  If  they 
had  been  able  to  foretell  that  during  the 

Emod  when  the  country  was  deprived  of  a 
arliament,  and  when  the  Ministry  were 
eonsequently  without  the  support  which 
Parliament  could  give  them,  all  Europe 
iroold  agree  to  be  quiet  and  to  rest  in 
bwathlesB  expectation  for  the  result  of  t^ie 
fnolntion,  they  might,  perhaps,  have  had 
lomething  to  say  for  the  course  they  pur- 
Mad.  But  men  who  looked  with  a  states- 
■■nliVe  eye  at  the  state  in  which  Europe 
vai  and  might  probably  be  before  Parlia- 
BMntaould  again  assemble — men  who  con- 
tonpiated  those  measures  which  they  found 
tbantelvea  compelled  by  a  sense  of  duty  to 
take  without  the  consent  of  Parliament, 
and  which  ought  not  to  have  been  taken 
without  that  consent — I  allude  to  the  esta- 
Uiahments  of  the  country  —  men  gifted 
with  foresight,  I  say,  would  have  felt  that 
nothing  hut  inevitable  necessity  justified 
them  in  depriving  the  country  of  the  pre- 
aenee  of  Parliament  at  so  critical  a  moment 
aa  that  at  which  they  dissolved.  The 
eoorae  they  pursued  was  an  unconstitu- 
tional course,  because  to  add  materially 
to  onr  naval  and  military  establishments, 
when  Parliament  was  not  sitting,  unless 
thej  were  called  upon  to  do  so  by  some 
orermling  necessity,  is  not  a  measure  con- 
aonant  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution. 
Now,  what  that  overruling  necessity  was 
we  have  not  heard  to-night,  because  they 
keep  their  secrets  to  themselves.    We  shall 

Cibahly  hear  it  all  some  other  evening ; 
t  aa  jet  no  Member  of  the  Government 
haa  riaen  to  explain  to  us  what  imminent 
danger  to  the  country  required  an  increase 
to  he  made  to  our  establishments  when 
Parliament  was  not  assembled  to  give  its 
aanction  to  such  a  proceeding.  I  do  not 
mean  to  find  fault  practically  with  what 
thaj  did.  I  find  fault  with  them  for  having 
wantonly  and  unnecessarily  placed  them- 
aelfea  in  a  position  in  which  they  were 
obliged  to  do  it«    We  were  told  to-night 


by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  a 
delay  of  forty-eight  or  even  twenty-four 
hours  in  the  decision  of  this  House  will 
produce  some  unknown  and  awful  peril. 
If  a  doubt  existing  in  the  minds  of  Foreigu 
Governments  for  so  short  a  period  as  to 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  or 
have  not  the  support  of  Parliament  is  likely 
to  lead  to  such  fearful  results,  how  came  it 
that  they  thought  themselves  justified  in 
sending  away  Parliament,  and  placing 
themselves  for  six  weeks  or  two  months  in 
a  situation  in  which  grave  peril  must  arise 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  country  ?  No 
doubt,  the  position  in  which  they  stood 
before  was  one  calculated  to  lend  strength 
to  the  Government  in  its  foreign  relations, 
because  a  Ministry  which  exists  on  suf- 
ferance, which  is  liable  by  any  combina- 
tion of  a  majority  to  be  overthrown  from 
week  to  week,  or  from  fortnight  to  fort- 
night, cannot  possibly  expect  that  foreign 
Governments  entering  into  negotiations 
with  it  will  feel  any  confidence  that  the 
policy  it  begins  will  be  followed  up  by  its 
successors,  and  therefore  with  all  civility 
and  courtesy,  they  will  decline  the  advances 
which  such  a  ministry  may  make  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  about  any  great  Euro- 
pean arrangement.  And  so  it  was  with  the 
present  Ministry.  But  even  that  state  of 
things,  weak  as  it  renders  a  Government, 
much  as  it  deprives  it  of  that  proper  autho- 
rity without  which  it  is  impossible  either  to 
preserve  peace  or  put  an  end  to  war,  if 
they  had  only  brought  in  another  Reform 
Bill,  carrying  it  as  they  might  have  done 
with  the  concurrence  of  this  House,  would 
have  been  far  better  for  the  interests  of 
the  country  during  the  interval  that  has 
elapsed  since  then  than  the  total  absence 
of  Parliament,  and  the  more  than  doubt 
which  must  have  existed  in  the  mind  of 
every  man  in  Europe  whether  the  present 
Ministry  would  have  the  support  of  Parlia- 
ment. For  what  was  the  issue  they  took 
—  what  the  cause  they  assigned  for  the 
dissolution  ?  They  themselves  declared 
that  they  dissolved  Parliament  because 
they  had  not  the  support  of  a  majority  ; 
and  it  was  therefore  doubtful,  and  must 
have  remained  doubtful  till  Parliament  had 
again  met,  whether  the  elections  would 
furnish  them  with  the  majority  which  they 
then  had  not,  and  whether  they  would 
return  to  Parliament  a  Government  backed 
by  such  an  array  of  adherents  in  this 
House  as  would  give  stability  to  their  te- 
nure of  office,  and  steadiness  to  any  policy 
they  might  undertake.     I  say,  then,  that 
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the  dissolution  was  a  calpable  proceed- 
iDg.  I  saj  it  was  sacrificing  what  might 
eveDtaally  have  been  great  national  iote- 
rests,  in  order  to  scramble  for  a  few  votes 
at  different  hustings.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
spoke  with  great  levity  of  the  charges 
which  have  been  made  against  the  Govern- 
ment for  irregular  practices  at  the  elections 
in  certain  parts  of  the  country.  I  am  not 
going  to  enter  into  that  question  now.  But 
I  will  venture  to  tell  him,  that  before  any 
great  length  of  time  has  passed  th«re  will 
be  plenty  of  occasions — many  more,  per- 
haps, than  will  be  agreeable  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite — whoa  that  subject  will 
be  brought  under  our  notice.  If,  then. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are — as  I  con- 
tend they  have  shown  themselves  —  un- 
equal to  the  management  of  the  domestic 
legislation  of  the  country,  I  say  they  have 
shown  themselves  much  more  unequal  to 
manage  our  foreign  relations.  They  tell 
us,  *'  Oh!  you  must  not  form  or  express 
an  opinion  upon  that  point  because  we  have 
not  given  you  our  blue-book."  Why,  there 
is  a  black  cloud  hanging  over  the  south  of 
Europe  which  is  quite  sufficient  to  tell  us 
the  story  without  reference  to  a  blue-book. 
We  know  the  general  outline  of  what  has 
passed,  and — without  disputing  the  good 
intentions  of  the  Government,  for  I  have 
no  doubt  they  did  what  they  thought  best 
calculated  to  prevent  tho  war — I  must  say, 
my  conscientious  belief  is,  that  the  course 
they  pursued  brought  on  the  war,  and  that 
a  different  course  would  have  prevented  it. 
Why,  their  groat  notion  was,  that  the  dan- 
ger of  war  arose  from  France  and  Sardinia. 
Their  idea  was — instilled  into  them,  I  have 
no  doubt,  by  interested  parties — that  if 
they  could  only  hold  language  hostile  to 
France  and  Sardinia,  and  patronizing  to- 
wards Austria,  they  would  preserve  peace. 
That  is  the  secret  of  what  we  heard  in  this 
and  in  tho  other  House  of  Parliament; 
and  up  to  the  very  last  moment  their  be- 
lief was,  that  if  they  could  only  threaten 
France  with  hostilities  by  intimating  to 
Europe,  that  in  the  event  of  war  breaking 
out  they  would  be  found  acting  on  the  side 
of  Austria,  peace  would  be  preserved,  and 
war  would  be  avoided.  Why,  they  did  not 
know  that  while  they  were  entertaining 
such  opinions  Austria  had  been  accumulat- 
ing her  forces  in  Italy,  and  had  taken  the 
decision  for  war,  and  that  at  the  very  mo- 
ment when  in  this  House  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  talking  of  the  **  digni- 
fied conciliation"  of  Austria  and  tho  "  sus- 
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picious  and  equivocal"  conduct  of  Sardinia, 
that  summons  which  within  a  week  after- 
wards was  declared  by  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  at  a  dinner 
at  the  Mansion  House,  to  have  placed 
Austria  in  the  position  of  a  great  criminal 
was  on  its  way  to  Turin.  If  they  had 
known  that— if  they  had  been  aware  that 
Austria  had  then  determined  upon  war — 
that  although,  as  was  stated  to-night, 
France  and  Sardinia  had  agreed  to  the 
principle  of  disarmament,  as  a  preliminary 
to  a  Congress,  Austria  was  on  the  point  of 
sending  to  Sardinia  a  summons  which  it 
was  impossible  for  any  Government  enter- 
taining the  slightest  feeling  of  independ- 
ence or  self-respect  to  accede  to,  and  that 
the  negation  of  that  summons  was  in  three 
days  to  produce  an  inroad  into  Sardinia 
and  a  violation  of  the  peace  of  Europe*  I 
cannot  believe  that  they  would  have  talked 
of  the  "  dignified  concUiation"  of  Austria, 
or  the  *'  equivocal  and  suspicious"  conduct 
of  Sardinia.  It  is  quite  plain  that  tbey 
wero  ignorant  of  the  real  state  of  affairs; 
that  they  were  uninformed  as  to  what  was 
going  on;  that  they  were  under  a  delusion 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  different  pai^ies, 
and  that  they  believed  the  danger  of  war 
was  imminent  ou  the  part  of  France  and 
Sardinia,  while  there  was  no  such  danger 
on  the  part  of  Austria.  The  result  prov- 
ed that  Austria  was  prepared,  and  that 
France  was  not,  so  that  the  danger  was  low- 
ering upon  Lombardy  instead  of  descend- 
ing from  the  Alps.  They  ought  to  have 
known  that,  and  had  they  known  it,  perhaps 
you  would  not  have  found  them  threatening 
Austria  with  war,  even  if  they  had  supposed 
her  to  be  in  tho  wrong.  I  think  a  direat 
to  either  side  that  any  contingency  of  war 
was  to  involve  England  as  an  active  party  in 
the  contest  was  wrong  and  imprudent,  the 
more  especially  when  it  was  launched  at  a 
proud,  warlike,  and  independent  nation,  who 
must  have  understood  what  was  meant,  and 
would  doubtless  have  resented  it.  If  the 
Government  had  known  what  was  going 
on  at  Vienna  and  what  were  the  intentions 
of  the  Austrian  Government,  they  would 
have  held  different  language  to  Austria.  I 
cannot  but  believe  if,  at  that  time,  there 
had  been  in  this  country  a  Government  pos- 
sessing the  confidence  of  Parliament,  and 
resting  for  its  support  upon  a  majority  of 
this  House,  that  friendly,  firm,  but  tem- 
perate language  would  have  induced  Aus- 
tria to  pause,  and  to  abstain  from  that  act 
of  aggression  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
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iMDOf^  her  from  the  position  of  a  digni- 
M  eoneiliator  to  that  of  a  crimiDal.  It  is 
^hdn  Austria  was  alloginn;  that  her  treaty 
iif^tB  in  Lombardy  and  Venice  were  to  be 
hvmded.  The  Government  might  then 
kftfe  fairly  said  <'  Go  into  Congress.  Let 
ill  the  great  Powers  of  Europe  assemble, 
and  we  will  stand  by  you  in  negotiation, 
IB  mmintaining  your  unquestionable  treaty 
rights  ;  hut  do  you,  in  your  turn,  and 
Atttiee  consent  to  withdraw  all  military 
{■torference,  and  all  improper  administra- 
tive Infinence  from  countries  which  are  not 
jeiir  own.  Free  the  south  of  Italy  from 
nOitary  occupation  and  from  dictation  to 
SofernmontB,  and  let  the  Italians  and  their 
Goremments  deal  with  each  other  as  in- 
iepeodent  nations  invariably  do.  Leave 
thMB  to  settle  their  own  differences,  and 
fMAablj  the  settlement  will  load  to  your 
^m  prosperity."  I  cannot  persuade  my- 
Mlf  that  a  Government,  acting  on  states- 
Huudike  yiews  and  possessing  the  support 
it  Parliament  and  the  confidence  of  the 
itiy,  would  not  have  been  ablo  to  suc- 
at  that  moment  in  preventing  the 
of  the  war  which  is  now  raging 
«■  Ike  banks  of  the  Po  and  the  Ticino  ; 
iii  this  leads  mo  to  the  conclusion  that 
Ifae  present  Government  is  not  entitled  to 
die  confidence  and  support  of  Parliament 
m  tegjkT^  to  its  management  of  our  foreign 
ralftCions  any  more  than  it  is  with  respect 
to  onr  domestic  legislation.  Wo  are  told 
that  we  must  not  lose  a  moment  in  coining 
to  a  decision  upon  this  question.  Why, 
vhose  fault  is  it  if  there  has  been  delay  in 
this  matter  ?  If  the  Government  thought 
that  a  dissolution  was  necessary,  why  was 
that  dissolution  so  long  delayed  ?  The 
dissolution  might  havo  taken  place  several 
days  sooner  than  it  did  ;  and,  the  dissolu- 
tion being  determined  upon,  why  was  not 
Parliament  called  together  sooner  than  it 
has  been  assembled  ?  Parliament  might 
have  met  earlier  by  several  days.  In  that 
case  the  awful  and  mysterious  crisis  which 

yiears  now  to  exist,  and  in  consideration 
which  we  are  called  upon  hurriedly  and 
without  discussion  to  come  to  a  judg- 
nent  upon  the  merits  and  the  fate  of  the 
OoTemment,  would  at  all  events  have  been 
anticipated  by  at  least  a  week,  and  we 
might  have  had  full  time  to  discuss  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  Government  with- 
out being  accused  of  precipitating  awful 
and  dreadful  contingencies.  The  question 
is«  then,  whether  the  recent  elections  have 
faaTO  not  given  a  majority  to  the  Govern- 
ment.     I  think  that  is  a  matter   which 


the  country  is  entitled  to  have  cleared 
up  at  the  meeting  of  Parliament.  We 
havo  been  asked  •*  Why  hurry  that  deci- 
sion now  f  Why  not  pursue  the  ordin- 
ary course  of  loyalty  to  the  Crown  by 
agreeing  to  an  Address  responsive  to 
the  Royal  Speech  ;  and  why  not  wait  for 
blue-books  and  authorities,  and  allow  the 
Government  to  fill  up  their  ranks  with 
fresh  allies,  and  to  gain  voices  that  may 
be  heard  in  our  debates  ?  Why  call  upon 
us,  on  the  first  day  of  the  Session,  to 
entertain  a  Motion  of  this  kind?*'  I  say 
that  the  course  now  pursued  is  the  manly, 
courageous,  and  straightforward  course. 
We  have  had  an  appeal  to  tho  country.  It 
was  not  upon  the  Reform  Bill  ;  it  was  not 
on  the  question  of  foreign  policy  ;  it  was 
not  upon  one  measure  or  another,  it  was 
simply  nn  appeal  to  the  country  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  present  Government  does 
or  does  not  possess  the  confidence  of  Par- 
liament and  of  tho  peoplo.  I  say,  then, 
wo  should  be  neglecting  our  duty,  we 
should  be  shrinking  from  the  part  which, 
as  Members  of  this  House,  we  are  called 
upon  to  play,  wo  should  bo  disappointing 
the  expectations  of  the  country,  it  we  were 
to  sit  silent  here,  as  (pointing  to  the  Minis- 
terial Benches)  they  aro  now  sitting  silent 
there — if  wo  allow  judgment  to  go  against 
us  by  default,  and  if  wo  had  not  ventured 
boldly  to  put  tho  question  to  tho  House, 
whether  the  elections  have  or  have  not  given 
a  majority  to  tho  Government,  and  whe- 
ther, therefore,  the  country  as  well  as  this 
House,  has  or  has  not  confidence  in  the 
existing  Administration.  My  belief  is  that 
the  verdict  will  be  against  the  Government. 
That  is  my  opinion.  But  I  am  ready  to 
say  that,  let  the  question  bo  put  in  what- 
ever form,  a  vote  of  this  House  ought  to 
be  taken.  I  think  that  it  is  not  in  accord- 
ance with  tho  principles  of  tho  constitu- 
tion or  with  the  interests  of  the  country 
that  tho  Government  of  a  great  nation 
should  be  understood  and  believed  to  owe 
their  existence  to  the  suiferance  and  for- 
bearance of  the  House  of  Commons.  They 
are  weakened  for  any  purpose  of  domestic 
legislation  ;  they  cannot  pursue  or  carry 
out  their  own  opinions  ;  they  aro  tempted 
to  pick  up  stragglers  wherever  they  can 
find  them  ;  they  are  driven  to  depend  upon 
stray  votes  ;  they  are  compelled  to  take  a 
course  unworthy  of  a  Government,  and 
they  arc  prevented  from  acting  in  accord- 
ance with  the  system  and  principles  of  the 
party  by  which  they  are  supported.  W^hat- 
cver  may  be  tho  issue  of  this  debate,  I 
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think  that  this  is  a  proper  dehate  to  urge 
the  House  to  go  into.     If  the  decision  of 
the  House  should  be  adverse,  and  if  the 
result  of  the  division  should  be  a  change 
of  Government,  I  think  that,  following  tho 
comparison    that    the    CImncellor    ot    tho 
Exchequer  made,  but  without  going  into 
the  comparative  merits  of  individuals,  the 
ranks   of  the    Liberal    party    afford   the 
means  of  forming  a  Government  quite  as 
efficient  as  the  Government  sitting  upon 
the  benches  opposite — a  Government  which 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  has  lost  some  of 
its  ablest  Members.     One  noble  Lord  was 
thrown  over,  like  another  Jonas,  upon  the 
India  question  to  save  his  colleagues.   Two 
others  seceded  in   consequence   of  differ- 
ences upon  their  reform  measure.  I  lament 
not  to  see  in  his  place  a  fourth  Member  of 
the  Government  (Sir  E.  B.  Lytton)  who 
is  absent  from  reasons  which  we  all  most 
sincerely  regret,  and  which  wo  trust  will 
be   of  short  duration,   since  we   shall   be 
delighted   to  see  again   in   his  place   one 
who  has  30  often  charmed  us  by  his  elo- 
quence, however  we  may  differ  from  him 
in  his  conclusions.     Well,   Sir,  looking  to 
that   remnant  of    a   shattered    Adminis- 
tration,  I  think   it   is  not   too   much    to 
presume  on    the  part    of  the  Gentlemen 
who    sit   on    this    side  the    House    that 
it  will  be  possible   to  form   an  Adminis- 
tration, the    elements  of  which    are    as 
deserving  of  confidence  as  that  which  now 
sits  upon  the  Treasury  benches.    If  on  the 
other  hand,  the  Amendment  is   defeated 
and  if,  by  a   majority  of  votes,   the  exis- 
tence  of  the   Government   is  afHrmed,  I 
would  rather  that  result  should  take  place 
than  that  things  should  go  on  as  they  do 
now.     It  would  be  better  for  the  country 
that  the  present  Government  in  that  case 
should  be  seen  to  have  the  confidence  of 
the  House.   Their  hands  would  be  stronjrer. 
In  domestic  legislation  they  would  be  able 
to  carry  the  measures  they  might  think 
necessary.     They  would  be  better  able  to 
reconcile  contending    nations  abroad,   to 
arert  the  disaster  of  war,  and  to  establish 
peace  upon  a  basis  at  once  firm  and  hon- 
ourable.    I  am  not  in  the  least  daunted 
by  the  indications  that  have  come  to  us  in 
myatarions  and   inarticulate   sounds  from 
ibe  other  aide  to  the  effect  that  they  are 
in  a  majority.     I  should  much  rather  that 
they  ahould  be  in  a  majority,  and  that  we 
go  oat  to  be  counted  in  the  two 
than  that  we  should  go  on  in  the 
01       B     aal  condition  that  we  have 
b  I  irill  not  longer  trespass 
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upon   the  attention   of  the   House;    but 
this   I  will   say,  that  I  am  satisfied  this 
debate  cannot  be  brought  to  a  close  until 
many  Members  have  expressed  their  opin- 
ions.    It  is  a  matter  of  too  much  conse- 
quence to  the  country,  of  too  much  regard 
to  the  honour  and  interests  of  the  nation, 
to    pass  off  like    a   turnpike-bill  division 
at  four  o'clock  in  the  morning,   or  by  a 
'* scratch"  vote  taken  without  discussion. 
If  on  the  other  side  there  are  Members 
who  have  reasons  to  urge  why  you  should 
not  adopt  this  Amendment,  let  them  be 
heard,   and   they  will,  no    doubt,    be  an- 
swered by  many  who  are  capable  of  mak- 
ing a  defence  on  this  side.     Let  the  House 
and  the  nation  hear,  and  let  Europe  know, 
the  grounds  upon  which  you  think  yoo  are 
entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
A  vote  so  come  to  would  carry  weight  with 
it   as   the   decision   of    the   people,  and, 
whichever  way  it  turns  it  will   be  bettar 
than  the  present  state  of  things. 

Mb.  S£RJeant  DEASY  said  he  wodd 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  after  what  had  oconrred 
it  would  be  useless  to  oppose  the  adjourn- 
ment. It  would  be  better  to  adjourn  notil 
Thursday. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday* 

House  adjourned  at  half  ite 
Twelve  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  June  8, 1859. 

Minutes.]  Public  Bills. — 1°  Endowed  Sohooli; 
Jury  Trial  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment. 

EAST  INDIA  (CABUL  AND  AFFGIIANIS. 

TAN). 
MOTION   FOR   PRINTING   BETURN. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  moved  that  the  Re- 
turn relating  to  East  India  (Cabal  and 
Afghanistan),  presented  the  24th  of  Marehi 
be  printed.  He  stated  that  he  made  a 
similar  Motion  during  the  late  Session,  bat 
the  Government  opposed  it  on  the  gronnd 
of  expense.  He  had  since  ascertained  that 
the  printing  would  cost  no  more  than  £125, 
and,  as  tho  papers  were  of  great  hiatorieal 
interest,  and  would  throw  light  on  an  awfdl 
tragedy  which  arose  out  of  the  Affghan  war, 
he  hoped  tho  Government  would  now  o&r 
uo  opposition  to  his  Motion. 
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Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  seconded 
Ae  Motion. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said. 
be  did  not  rise  to  oppose  the  Motion  on 
behalf  of  the  OoTemment ;  but,  on  behalf 
of  the  Printing  Committee,  lie  had  to  sny 
ibetv  in  their  opinion,  there  was  no  suffi- 
cient reason  for  puttiug  tlie  country  to  the 
ezpenee  of  printing  these  papers,  which 
were  not  wanted  for  a  practical  purpose. 
The  papers  were  in  the  library,  and  were 
.  aeeesaihle  to  any  hon.  Member  who  might 
with  to  hare  them  copied  or  published. 

Sib  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  if 
he  felt  that  the  papers  were  merely  of 
Uatorieal  interest,  he  should  not  have 
leeonded  the  Motion ;  but  it  was  alleged 
diat  they  had  been  garbled  and  muti- 
latedt  and  misrepresented  the  conduct  of 
Satingaished  persons  in  India.  It  was, 
therefore*  important  that  they  should  be 
prmtedy  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
uey  were  in  the  same  shape  as  when 
ihef  reached  this  country. 

Mb.   SOTHERON  ESTCOURT  sug- 

Cedt  that  before  the  expense  of  printing 
■apers  was  incurred,  the  hon.  Member 
Ar  iShcffield  should  examine  them,  and 
aieertain  whether  there  was  any  ground 
Ar  the  allegation  (hat  they  were  garbled. 
Eren  if  he  should  find  that  to  be  the  case, 
the  printing  of  extracts  from  them  might 
aoawer  the  hon.  Meniber*s  purpose. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  continued  to  press  his 
Motion. 

Betam  to  be  printed, 

Hoose  adjourned  at  a  quarter- 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  9,  1859. 

MuiUTM.]  Sat  First  in  Parliament. — The  Lord 
l^frone,  after  the  Death  of  his  Brother ;  The 
Lord  Conyers,  after  the  Death  of  his  Uncle 
the  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Tsok  the  Oatib.— Several  Lords. 

Ffepuo    Bills  :  —  1^     Vexatious   Indictments  ; 

Debtor  and  Creditor;  The  Companies  (1859). 

9*.  Law  of  Property  and  Trustees  Relief  Amend- 


IHK  OATHOLIC  UNIVERSITY  OF  DUBLIN. 

QUESTION. 

The  Eael  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
he  wished  to  put  a  Question  to  the  noble 
EM  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  upon 


a  subject  which  had  excited  public  atten- 
tion. He  doubted  not  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  misunderstanding  and  mis- 
representation with  regard  to  it,  and  he 
thought  the  Government  should  give  some 
explanation  of  their  real  intentions  as  to 
the  rumoured  grant  of  a  charter  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  University  in  St.  Stephen's 
Green,  Dublin.  Attention  was  first  called 
to  the  matter  by  the  language  which  had 
been  used  on  the  occasion  of  a  deputation 
which  waited  on  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  just  before  the  dissolution,  and 
subsequently  by  a  speech  which  had  been 
delivered  by  Mr.  Bowyer.  lie  wished  to 
set  these  doubts  at  rest,  and  for  that  pur- 
pose he  would  now  ask,  in  the  words  of  a 
notice  which  he  had  sent  to  the  noble  Earl, 
Whether  it  be  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  advise  the  grant  of 
a  charter  to  the  Roman  Catholic  University 
of  St.  Stephen's  Green,  Dublin,  or  whe- 
ther any  negotiations  are  pending  with 
that  object  ? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  :  I  have  no 
diiEculty,  my  Lords,  in  answering  the  ques- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend,  by  saying  that  it 
is  not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  advise  the  Crown  to  grant 
such  a  charter.  With  regard  to  **  nego- 
tiations," I  can  only  say  that  the  reply 
from  mo  as  to  whether  negotiations  have 
taken  place  depends  upon  what  the  noble 
Karl  means  by  the  word.  It  is  undoubt- 
ed! v  true  that  on  two  occasions  memorials 
have  been  presented  to  the  Government 
by  Roman  Catholic  gentlemen,  expressing 
their  wish  that  a  charter  should  be  granted ; 
but  no  promise  has  been  given,  and  no  ex- 
pectation has  been  held  out  that  the  re- 
commendations of  the  memorialists  would 
be  complied  with.  With  respect  to  another 
portion  of  the  noble  Earl's  statement,  I 
have  to  say  that  until  after  I  received  no- 
tice of  this  Question,  I  did  not  know  what 
had  been  said  in  conversation  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ;  but  since  receiving  notice  of  the 
Question,  I  have  mode  inquiry  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  have  been  told  by 
him  that  he  had  seen  a  deputation  on  the 
subject,  and  had  promised  that  the  matter 
should  be  taken  i^to  consideration. 

THE  QUEEN'S  ANSWER  TO  THE 
ADDRESS. 

The  LORD  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (the  Marquess  of  Exeter), 
brought  up  the  following  gracious  Message 
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from   Her  Majesty,  ia  Answer  to 
Address  : — 


f LORDS} 
the 
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•*  My  Lords, 

"  I  thank  3'ou  sincerely  for  your  loyal 
and  dutiful  Address. 

•*  It  is  very  gratifying  to  Mo  to  bo  as- 
Rurctl  tliat  the  Measures  of  1c£:a1  and  social 
Improvement  which  will  be  again  brought 
before  you  will  receive  your  careful  Con- 
sideration :  and  I  rely  with  Confidence  on 
your  cordial  Assistance  in  My  Endeavours 
to  preserve  to  My  People  the  inestimable 
Blessings  of  Peace." 

DEBTOR  AND  CRKDITOR  BILL.— TUE 
COMrANlKS  BILL(IS51)). 

BILLS  rKEeENTED  AND  READ  P. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  presented 
thcso  Bills  and  said  that,  with  their  Lord- 
ships* sanction,  he  would  pass  these  Bills 
through  the  House  with  as  much  rapidity 
as  the  forms  of  the  House  would  permit. 
The  Debtor  and  Creditor  Bill  underwent 


meet  on  Wednesday  next,  in  order  to  dis- 
pose of  some  judicial  business.  He  would 
thereforo  give  notico  that  to-morrow  he 
should  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
until  Wednesday  next,  with  tho  under- 
standing that  judicial  business  only  would 
bo  transacted  on  that  day. 

THE  VERNON  AND  TURNER  GALLERIES 
OF  PICTURES. 

CORKESPOl^EXCE  MOVED   FOR. 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY  moved, 

"  That  tliero  bo  laid  before  this  I  louse,  Copjr  of 
tlic  CorrcKponilence  between  tho  Trustees  of  tin 
National  (iallery  and  tho  Council  of  the  SodHjf 
for  the  encouragement  of  Arts,  MaDufactum^ud 
Comnicroe,  with  rcferenco  to  the  Opening  of  tki 
Vernon  and  Turner  (ralleries  of  Pictures  At  Boitk 
Kcnsin^on  of  an  Evening  ;  and  also  for  OoMi 
of  all  Letters  and  Memorials  on  the  sAme  SolgNi 
which  may  have  been  received  by  tho  said  Ini- 
t CCS  up  to  the  date  of  their  making  the  Retmi 
now  moved  for." 

The  Marquess  of   SALISBURT,  on 
behalf  of  the  GoTernment,  said,  he  should 
considerable  discussion  in  the  last  Parlia-  i  offer  no  ohjection  to  the  production  of  tha 
mcnt,  and  he  had  communicatetl  with  his  !  correspondence. 

noble  and  learned  Friends  who  took  great  |  After  a  few  words  from  Lord  MoST- 
intercst  in  it.     He  understood  that  one  of  eaole, 

his  noble  and  learned  Friends  (Lord  St.  I  ^^ohd  OVERSTONE  said,  that  thii 
Leonards)  proposed  to  introduce  a  clause  I  ^lotion  was  premature.  Ho  could  assan 
which  he  thought  was  absolntelr  neces- 1  ^^^cir  Lordships  that  the  Trustees  of  the 
sanr  to  make  the  Bill  complete.  He  pro-  ',  >'ational  Gallery  sought  to  promote  no 
poM?d  to  take  the  second  reading  of  both  other  end  than  that  the  treasures  in  their 
Bills  to-morrow,  and  his  noble  and  learned  custody  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  open 
Fneni  cou]d  more  his  clause  when  the :  ^o  the  public,  and  made  to  contribute  to 
Debtor  and  Creditor  Bill  was  in  Committee.  -  ^l^eir  rational  amusement  as  well  as  their 
The  other  Bill  was  acquiesced  in  so  com- 1  intellectual  improTcment,  but  always  con- 
plet«lr  by  their  Lordships  that  he  did  not  ^^stently  with  their  safe  custody  and  pre- 
antieipat«  anr  discussion  upon  it.  serration.    The  question  of  opening  picture 

Bills  rcad'l\  and  to  be  read   2*  To- 
morrow. 

TEE  WHITSrXTIPE  UuLYDA\>. 


galleries  in  the  evening  was,  howcTer, 
entirely  a  new  one,  and  before  such  a  step 
was  taken  the  effect  of  gaslight  upon  the 
paintings  ought  to  be  carefully  considered. 
The  Eael  or  DERBY  said  that,  ]  No  national  collection  of  pictures  in  the 
althoBph  he  did  not  suppose  their  Lord-  j  world  had,  he  belieTcd,  up  to  the  present, 
■hips  were  rery  much  exhausted  by  the  :  been  thrown  open  in  the  evening ;  bnt 
kbtmrs  of  the  present  Session,  yet  he  |  whether  that  might  be  done  withoot  any 
AoBld,  if  DO  bnnness  which  rendered  it  injurious  result  was,  no  donbt,  a  point 
ive  that  they  shonld  sit  in  the  early  '  deferring  of  attention.  Be  had  only  to 
of  next  week* arose,  propose  to-mor- '  add  that  he  had  attended  a  meeting  of  the 
ei  n^  that  the  House  should  then  Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  on  Ifon- 
.il  The  following  TLursd.'iv,  for  Jr»T  las:,  when  Sir  Charles  Eastlake  had 
tide  holvdavs.  !  ur.dertakcn  to  investigate  theqncsticm  with 


.     .  ,  --, = qncsticHi 

,  a  view  to  its  solution.     The  tmstees  had 

iUBL  OP  DERBY  said,  tiiat  he    received   a  vast   mass   of  letters  offering 

1         ih/t  sob!e  and   learned    suggestion  from   the   Secretaries  of  Me* 

»      ek  that  it  would  be   chanics  and   other   Institutes,  and  if  all 


should 


these  were  printed  he  thought 
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would  be  incurred  without  any  cor- 
mpondiDg  benefit.  He  would  not,  how- 
ever,  oppose  the  noble  Earl's  Motion,  if  he 
thought  proper  to  persevere  with  it. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  was  of  opinion 
diAt  great  danger  would  result  from  light- 
iBg  up  the  National  Gallery  or  any  other 
efoor  ffreat  picture  galleries  at  night. 
He  could  not,  also,  help  remarking  that 
llie  National  Gallery  was  even  at  present 
ued  for  the  purposes  of  conversation  and 
ttppouitinenty  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  if  the  galleries  in  question  were 
openal  in  the  evening  matters  might  be- 
•mo.itill  worse  in  that  respect. 

Xb  Eaal  of  derby  said,  there  could 
k  ao  sort  of  objection  to  the  papers  asked 
tar  br  his  noble  Friend  ;  but  the  present 
wia  nardlj  the  time  for  the  discussion  of 
flie  question  whether  the  gallery  should 
he  open  at  night  or  not. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
M  the  propriety  of  lighting  up  the  Gallery 
^Ak  gas  ;  but  be  would  remind  the  House 
flal  the  Sheepshanks'  Collection  was  now 
eihftited    at  night,  and   that  a  valuable 
boon  was  thus  granted  to  persons  who  had 
not  tiine  to  inspect  these  pictures  during 
the  daj.     He  would  suggest  to  the  Go- 
venment  whether  some  plan  might  not  be 
adopted  by  which  the  light  should  be  ad- 
mitted from  the  top,  as  in  the  House  of 
Cemmonsy  so  that  the  fumes  of  the  gas 
esidd  not  injure  the  pictures. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


THE  MILITIA.— QUESTION. 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE  asked, 
when  the  Report  of  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed last  year  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  Militia  of  the  United  Kingdom 
would  be  laid  on  the  table.  It  was  im- 
portant that  that  Report  should  be  pro- 
duced with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  be- 
euue  he  knew  that  in  various  militia  rcgi- 
iWDts  arrangements  were  kept  in  suspense 
■Rfil  ita  recommendations  could  bo  asccr- 
taioed. 

Thb  tfARQUESS  OF  SALISBURY  said, 
the  Commission,  of  which  he  was  a  mem- 
bers had  been  forced  to  adjourn  for  a  con- 
■iderablo  time,  but  would  renew  its  sittings 
on  Monday  next,  when  ho  believed  its 
Report  would  be  considered. 

IIoTiBO  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

holf-paBt  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  9,  1859. 

MiNDTES.]  PuBuc  BiLLS.—  1°  Church  Rates  Abo- 
lition ;  Edinburgh,  &c.  Annuity  Tax  Abolition; 
High  Sheriffs'  Expenses ;  Newspapers,  Ac. 

LORD'S  DAY  OBSERVANCE  ACT. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  T.  buncombe  begged  leave  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  to  Retam  No. 
192,  for  which  ho  moved  at  the  close  of  the 
last  Session,  relative  to  convictions  and 
penalties  inflicted  on  the  Poor,  under  the 
Act  29  Chas.' IL,  by  magistrates  of  the 
county  of  Southamption  for  selling  fruits 
or  sweets  under  the  value  of  ono  penny. 
The  first  case  was  that  of  John  Broom, 
who  for  having  sold  twopenny  worth  of 
sweets,  was  fined  15s,  Gd,  or  two  months 
in  the  stocks.  [Laughter],  Ho  begged 
pardon,  he  meant  to  say  for  two  hours 
in  the  stocks — [A  laugh] — and  that  was 
quite  as  absurd  in  sucli  a  case  as  a 
sentence  of  two  months.  The  second 
case  was  that  of  Joseph  Ward  who  was 
fined  15;.  Qd,,  or  two  hours  in  tho  stocks, 
for  selling  ono  farthing's  worth  of  apples 
and  two  farthing  candles.  Tho  third  caso 
was  that  of  Edwin  Dyer,  who  was  fined, 
135.  Qd,  or  two  hours  in  tho  stocks,  for 
having  sold  some  chestnuts,  some  rock, 
and  a  cocoanut.  The  last  case  was  that  of 
William  Tyer,  who  was  fined  13*.  Gd,,  or 
two  hours  in  tho  stocks,  for  having  sold  a 
certain  sweet  (not  worth  Id,)  called  buU's- 
cye.  Appended  to  tho  return  was  a  copy 
of  a  memorial,  signed  by  respectable  in- 
habitants in  the  neighbourhood  of  Gosport, 
against  tho  enforcement  of  these  penalties. 
The  Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home 
Department  must  be  awaro  that  apples, 
oranges,  newspapers,  and  many  other  things 
were  sold  in  the  streets  of  London  from 
morning  till  night  on  Sunday.  The  con- 
fectioners' and  the  tobacconists'  shops  were 
open  for  the  convenience  of  the  rich  on 
Sunday.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  know, 
whether,  the  Government  would  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  repeal  this  old  obsolete  Act  of  29 
Charles  II.,  or  so  to  amend  it  that  the  law 
should  be  administered  equally  to  the  rich 
and  the  poor  throughout  the  country. 

Mil.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT:  — 
Whenever  a  poor  man  was  subjected  to 
a  pecuniary  penalty,  it  necessarily  ap- 
peared to  bo  a  hardship,  but  he  could  not 
say  that  in  tho  four  cases  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  tho  hon.  Gentleman  there 
was   anything   improper  in  tho  conduct 
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either  of  the  police  who  bad  brought  the  House,  and  it  it  my  inteDtion  on  the  part 
matter  under  the  cognizance  of  the  magis-  of  the  Goremment  to  introduce  them  at 
trates,  nor  did  he  obserro  that  those,  in  the  earliest  opportunitj. 
their  decision,  had  gone  in  any  respect  be- 
yond the  ordinary  administration  of  justice.  LAW   OF   LANDLORD  AND  TENANT 
Sufficient  notice  of  the  question  had  not  (IRELAND).— QUESTION, 
been  given  to  enable  him  to  communicate  jj^^     gQULLY    asked    the    Attoraer 
with  the  magistrates  before    whom   this  General  for  Ireland  when  he  will  lav  befow 
transaction  took  place,  and  he  was  there-  ^^^  g^^^^  ^j,  promised  Bill  or  Bilk  to 
fore  unable  to  g.»e  an  opinion  w.tli  refer-  .^          ^^^  i^^i-^f  Landlord  and  Tenant 
ence  to  the  discretion  which  they  might  i„ 'ireland,  and  to  secure  compenaation  for 
ha»e  exercised.     He  presumed,  however  i^jprovements  to  evicted  tenanto  ? 
that   their  decision  was  not  prononnced  ^j^^    WHITESIDE  said,  he  piomiwd 
with  the  object  of  punishing  any  particular  j^^  Session  to  bring  in  a  Bill  n^atingto 
poor  man.  but  with  a  view  to  the  observance  tho  law  of  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ii«Ll 
of  the  law.  which,  though  spoken  of  as  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  jj^^^^  y^^  j^H  ^j^^  ^^ 

obsolete,  was  yet  the  law  of  the  land  ;  and  Bills  which  he  had  introduced  relative  io 

It  was  the  duty  of  al  persons  in  the  post-  j^j         ^^  ;„  i^eUnd.  and  to  the  manip. 

tion  of  magistrates  to  see  that  it  was  en-  ^^^^^  ^f  ^^^^^^^  ^    ^^^^^  appointedV 

forced.    With  regard  to  the  Question  tha  ^^^^  j^.^^  (jourt  of  Chancery,  ^t  wuhb 

had  been  put  to  him.  h«i  opinion  was  that  .^^^^^.^  ^^^.       ^            '^   g,,,^  ^^ 

so  long  as  the  Act  of  Charles  U  remained  j,,^  ^^8^  ^^^^  ^.^^    ^^^  ^ 

on  the  Statute-book  it  o«gl»t  to  be  uni-  [^^^  ^^^^    ^^j  ^.,    .^^  ^^^   pSdthe 

formly  and  evenly  observed      At  the  same  chancellor  of  the  Bxcheqaer  »»»«  l»n»W 

time,  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that   he  to  allow  him  to  introdu^  the  two  Billim 

thought  It  was  obligatory  that  anybody  .^^  ^^  ^^^    g^^^  Government  nigb 

selling  anything  on  the  Lord  s  day  should  2ft„  that  on  which  the  financial  aUtemSiit 

immediately  be  dragged  up  before  a  jus-  ^^^^^y  ^^  ^^^ 
tice — a  certain   amount  of  discretion   be 

^dtSlrn  o^%!.fw.%ltL".Ven!  WAR  IN  ITALY.    THE  BRITISH  OOMOS. 

tleman  having  put  a  question  to  him,  he 

might  in  return  ask  him  another.     As  he  address  fob  instruotiokb. 

was  clearly  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of  this  Mr.  T.  BUNCOMBE    moved   that  tt 

law,  would  he  undertake  to  try  the  ques-  Address  bo   presented   to  the  Crown  to 

tion  in  the  House  ?     Let  the  hon.  Gentle-  Copy  of  the  Instructions   giTon  to 


man  test  the  sense  of  the  House  and  the  officer  sent  hy  tho  British  Government  to 

country  on  the  subject,  and  he  would  pro-  the  hoad-quarters  of  the  armies  in  Italy,  of 

mise  to  give  to  his  proposition,  if  made,  Austria,    Sardinia,  and   France^  tggeUior 

his  best  consideration.     He  would  only  say  with  any  Correspondence  that  has  paiiai 

that  whatever  the  law  was,  it  ought,  in  his  between  the  Government  of  England  and 

opinion,  to  bo  uniformly  acted  on  through-  those  countries  relative  to  such  minioo. 

out  the  country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  believed  it 

was  quite  unprecedented  on  the  pari  flf  a 

TRANSFER  OF  LAND.  country  that  was  neutral  to  send  an  ofr 

QUESTION.  ccr  to  the  head-quarters  of  the  armiv  tf 

Mr.  SCULLY  asked  the  Solicitor  Gene-  belligerent  nations  for  the  purpose  of  flb* 

ral  whether  the  Bill  to  simplify  Title  to  tain iiig  reports  of  what  was  going  on  thsita 

Landed  Estates,  and  the  Bill  to  establish  a  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  establiiliiag  a 

Registry  of  Landed  Estates,  the  progress  sort  of  military  espionage  over  armiea  wilk 

of  which  was  interrupted  by  the  dissolution,  which    we  had  nothing  to  dov  and  witk 

are  among  thoso  measures  of  legal   and  whoso  contests  wo  professed  to  have  ■> 

social    improvement    referred    to    in    the  thing  to  do.      If  these   o£Beers   were  tt 

Speech  from  tho  Throne,  as  intended  on  report  to  the  Government,  and  the  eoullj 

tho  part  of  the  Government  to  be  again  had  to  pay  for  their  reports,  he  hoped,  at 

brought  under  the  consideration    of   the  all  events,  that  the  information  they  seat 

House  during  the  present  Session  ?  to  tho  Government  would  be  lud  OD  tbi 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL:    The  table  of  the  House  for  the  bane&ft  of  the 

Bills  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  country  at  large, 
are  quite  ready  for  introduction  into  the       The  Motion  was  agre^  lo. 

Mr,  Sotheron  Estcourt 
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terial  party  that  discipline  was  he  did  not 
think  it  equally  creditable  to  their  leader. 
He  did  not  think  it  a  fair  manoeuvre 
even  in  parliamentary  warfare.  In  a  new 
llouse  of  Commons,  just  called  in  answer 
to  an  appeal  to  tho  country,  it  was  not 
consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the  House, 
or  with  the  character  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  to  attempt  summarily  and 
speedily  to  force  a  precipitate  division.  Ho 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  that  no  time  should  be  lost,  not  even 
an  unnecessary  hour,  in  giving  a  verdict 
of  the  House  in  answer  to  that  appeal ; 
but  ho  did  think  that  neither  the  House 
nor  the  country  would  be  satisfied  by  a 
chance  majority  obtained  by  a  manoeuvre 
and  a  chance  surprise,  on  whichever  side 
it  might  be.  Ho  was  glad  that  the  ma- 
noeuvre had  been  defeated,  and  that  the 
surprise  had  failed;  and  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  decision  of  the  House,  whether 
for  Her  Mojestj's  Government  or  against, 
at  least  the  country  would  know  what  was 
tho  real  opinion  of  tho  House.  With  these 
preliminary  observations  ho  would  address 
himself  to  the  question  which  was  the  sub- 
ject of  their  discussion,  and  he  wished  in 
the  first  instance  to  allude — and  as  he  was 
the  representative  of  an  Irish  constituency 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  consider  him 
out  of  place  in  alluding  to  the  constitution 
and  conduct  of  tho  Executive  Government 
of  Ireland  under  the  Earl  of  Derby.  When 
tho  present  Government  was  placed  in 
power  he  entertained  serious  apprehensions 
for  the  social  condition  of  Ireland,  arising 
from  their  advent  to  power.  He  feared  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  reviving  and  em- 
bittering those  social  differences  and  re- 
ligious asperities  which  were  so  much  to 
be  dreaded,  because  they  had  been  produc- 
tive of  so  much  mischief  in  Ireland.  In 
that  respect,  he  was  willing  to  admit  his 
anticipations  had  not  been  realized.  His 
countrymen  had  borne  the  change  with 
greater  equanimity  than  he  anticipated, 
lie  made  the  admission  most  frankly,  and 
he  was  glad  of  it.  Ho  could  assure  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  he  entertained  so 
great  an  abhorrence,  not  only  on  personal 
grounds,  but  on  account  of  the  effect  on 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  of  any  re- 
vival of  religious  feuds  in  Ireland,  that  he 
would  not  willingly  purchase  any  advan- 
tage, either  to  himself  or  to  tho  party  to 
which  he  belonged,  at  so  serious  a  sacrifice. 
But  he  did  think  there  were  serious  objec- 
tions to  the  constitution  of  the  Executive 
Government  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  in  Ire- 
H  [Second  Night. 


THE  ABDRBSS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MA- 

JESTI'S  SPEECH.— AMENDMENT. 

BEBATE  BE8UMED.  (SECOND  NIGHT). 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  Question 
[7th  Jnne], 

■^That  aa  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Ifi^jetty,  to  oonvey  to  Her  Majesty  tho  Thanks 
of  this  HoDse  for  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Spaeeh  from  the  Throne.    "  To,  Ac.  [teep,  104]. 

And  which  Amendment  was,  at  the  end 
of  the  Qnestion,  to  add  the  words — 

*  Bat  we  beg  humbly  to  submit  to  Iler  Ma- 
jesty* that  it  is  essential  for  securing  satisfactory 
TCSnlts  to  omr  deliberations,  and  for  facilitating 
the  diieharae  of  Her  Majesty's  high  functions, 
tiuU  Her  Majesty's  Government  should  possess 
the  oanfldence  of  this  House  and  of  tho  Country  ; 
sad  we  deem  it  our  duty  respectfully  to  represent 
to  Her  Majesty  that  such  oonfidenoe  is  not  re- 
fosad  la  the  present  Advisers  of  Her  Majesty." 

QoesUon  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
woi^  be  there  added. 

Debate  resumed. 

Kb.  Serjeant  DEASY  said,  he  was 
sure  he  should  not  ask  in  vain  for  the 
kind  indolgence  of  tho  House  while  he  laid 
before  them  the  reasons  which  he  thought 
ought  to  influence  them  in  adopting  the 
Amendment  which  had  heen  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire in  a  speech  which  gave  such  great 
promise  of  future  excellence.  At  the^out- 
set  he  must  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer upon  the  admirable  state  of  discipline 
to  which  he  had  brought  his  Parliamentary 
forces.  Composed  as  they  were,  in  a  great 
meaaare,  of  what  might  be  called  raw  rc- 
cmita  recently  raised  in  the  country,  he 
thought  their  obedience  to  the  word  of 
eommand  was  highly  creditable  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  powers  of  drill.  There 
could  not  have  been  a  better  test  of  this 
than  what  occurred  last  Tuesday  night, 
for,  although  there  were  upon  the  benches 
opposite,  as  experience  in  the  Reform  de- 
bate had  shown,  gentlemen  representing 
counties — ^not  dumb,  bucolic  animals,  but 

Sntlemen  gifted  with  powers  of  addressing 
a  House  with  great  effect,  and  willing 
also  to  use  those  powers — yet  such  was  the 
state  of  discipline  of  the  party  opposite, 
thatv  in  obedience  to  the  wishes  of  their 
leader»  they  all  abstained  most  cautiously 
from  giving  expression  to  their  opinions; 
and  no  taunts,  no  arguments,  could  induce 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  to  break  the  spell 
which  had  been  thrown  around  them  by 
the  great  enchanter.  Now,  however  cre- 
ditable to  the  rank  and  file  of  the  minis- 

YOL.  CLIV.    [thibd  sebizs]. 
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land.  His  Lordship  placed  in  the  highest 
offices  of  the  State  two  gentlemen,  eminent 
in  their  profession,  gentlemen  i  whohad 
obtained  for  themselves  great  dist  notion  in 
that  House — gentlemen  to  whose  eloquence 
he  had  ever  listened  with  great  pleasure, 
excepting  only  when  that  eloquence  was 
directed  against  himself,  and  of  whose 
Buccess  he  had  himself  felt  proud — he 
meant  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  and  the  present  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  Unfortunately — he  meant  of 
course  not  the  slightest  disrepcct  to  those 
gentlemen,  never  having  had  a  personal 
difference  with  either — still  it  was  a  mis- 
fortune to  the  country  that  these  two 
gentlemen  should  have  been  placed  in  the 
highest  position  in  Ireland.  They  had 
uniformly  distinguished  themselves  in  de- 
bates in  that  Ilouse  on  Maynooth  and  on 
other  topics,  by  expressions  of  opinions,  no 
doubt  sincerely  and  conscientiously  enter- 
tained, but  which  were  hostile  to  the  opinions 
of  the  majority  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
Ireland.  They  were  also  connected  with  a 
party  the  recollections  of  whose  rule  in  Ire- 
land were,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  not  agree- 
able in  that  country.  The  consequence 
had  been,  that  since  their  advent  to  office 
the  distribution  of  the  patronage  of  the 
Crown  had  assumed  an  exclusive  charac- 
ter. Ho  did  not  blame  them  for  that.  It 
was  natural  that,  being  placed  in  power, 
and  having  an  uncertain  tenure  of  it,  they 
should  wish  to  advance  the  interests  of 
their  party.  It  might  not  bo  their  fault, 
but  it  was  their  misfortune  and  that  of  the 
country,  that  the  Executive  Government  in 
Ireland  should  be  so  constituted  as  to  re- 
gard with  jealousy  and  distrust,  and  to  bo 
regarded  with  jealousy  and  distrust  by,  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Irish  people ;  and  that 
those  who  constituted  the  majority  were 
excluded  from  all  patronage.  That  exclu- 
sion was  not  confined  to  the  patronage  of 
the  Crown  ;  but,  unfortunately  for  the  Go- 
Torumcnt  and  for  the  country,  the  same 
lystem  of  exclusion  had  pervaded  even  the 
fori  tion  of  juries  and  the  conduct  of  po- 
ll ai  prosecutions  both  in  the  south  and 
B  b;  for  whilst  in  Kerry  every  Roman 
i  die  had  been  excluded,  in  Belfast 
«r  '  Liberal  Protestant  had  been  ex- 
d.  and  ha  must  saj  that  he  could 
slataanents  which  had  been 
'  hv  tha  right  hon.  Gen- 
of  this  Exohaquar 
I  d  Attorney 
ting  to  any- 
sabttaotial 


measures  of  relief  were  contemplated  by 
the  Government.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
had  heard  with  regret  the  statement  which 
had  been  made  oy  tho  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  that  the  Govern* 
mcnt  intended  to  propose  an  alteration  in 
the  system  of  national  education  in  Ireland 
in  order  to  make  it  conformable  with  the 
views  of  the  Church  Education  Society  ia 
that  country.  For  these  reasons  he  should 
bo  anxious  to  substitute  for  the  present 
Irish  Executive  one  that  would  not  goveni 
by  and  through  and  for  a  minoritj,  but  by 
and  throuf^h  and  for  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people.  Now,  this  subject  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  was  not  only  relevant  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  but  wu 
of  peculiar  importance  on  the  presaotoe- 
casion.  Important  at  all  times,  it  derifsd 
paramount  importance  from  the  circam- 
Btances  in  which  the  country  was  now 
placed.  We  were  now  in  deep  water,  and 
we  might  approach  the  region  of  storms. 
War  had  broken  out  in  Europe,  the  pro- 
gress and  termination  of  which  no  man 
could  foresee;  and  he  would  tell  all  par- 
tics,  Liberals  and  Conservatives  alike,  that 
it  was  important  with  reference  ta  Impe- 
rial interests,  as  well  as  to  the  interests  of 
Ireland,  that  that  feeling  of  jealousy  and 
distrust  of  all  Governments  which  was  so 
deeply  implanted  in  the  Irish  mind  should 
be  removed  or  mitigated,  and  that  imme- 
diate measures  should  be  taken  for  its  re- 
moval ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  thit 
jealousy  and  distrust  could  be  removed  or 
mitigated  until  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  ceased  to  be  the  rulers  of  Ireland. 
He  might  be  told  that  the  result  of  the 
Irish  elections  was  rather  at  variance  with 
the  statement  ho  had  made,  but  he  con- 
fidently asserted  that  that  result  did  not 
represent  any  change  in  public  opinion  or 
public  feeling  in  Ireland.  He  admitted 
that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  Minis- 
terial gain  derived  from  the  late  dissolution 
had  come  from  Ireland ;  but  for  that  iac« 
cess  they  were  indebted  partly  to  the  ter- 
ritorial influence — he  did  not  speak  of  nn« 
duo  influence,  but  of  the  power  naturally 
exercised  over  electors  unprotected  by  the 
ballot  and  dependent  upon  the  will  of  their 
landlords  for  the  possession  of  their  farmSi 
and  on  the  possession  of  their  farms  for 
their  subsistence,  and  partly  to  the  feelinf 
of  disappointment  created  by  hopes  unfiu- 
filled  and  expectations  unrealised  under  tha 
Liberal  Governments  which  had  preceded 
them  in  Ireland.  They  were  also  mdebCed 
for  it  to  gentlemen  who  differed  from  Aaa 
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«poii  efvry  political  quMiion,  but  who, 
««TM*tb8le8i»  Mpptrted  them  tt  the  recent 
•leoftiDiis*  He  wm  glad,  howeycr,  to  hear 
the  Cfaftneellor  of  the  Ezoheqver  say  the 
other  night  that  that  support  was  not  ob- 
tained aa  the  result  of  any  compact  or  pro- 
■liaes  of  favonra  to  come ;  but  it  so  hap- 
pened that,  before  and  pending  the  late 
eleetions,  aftatements  were  made  by  gen- 
tfeflMn  who  were  aapposed  to  be  well  ac- 
fnainted  with  the  intentions,  and  to  be  in 
eomoranication  with  the  leading  Members 
of  the  OoTOmment,  in  which  it  was  alleged 
ihel  eonoesaions— and  large  concessions — 
were  contemplated,  and  those  statements 
were  not  diaarowed  until  after  the  returns 
bid  been  made.  He  quite  agreed  that 
ttere  wm  no  reason  why  there  should  not 
be  Roman  Catholic  Conservatives  as  well 
M  Roman  Catholic  Liberals;  but  he  had 
obaerred  with  pain  that  at  many  of  the  re- 
eent  English  elections,  when  men  who  had 
■Iwaja  been  the  champions  of  the  Catholic 
>  were  opposed  by  Conservatives,  the 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  electors  had 
giTen  against  their  old  friends.  He 
did  no^  think  that  ihat  was  consistent  with 
gratitude,  policy,  or  justice,  nor  could  he 
admit  that  the  concessions  which  had  been 
made  liberally  and  frankly  by  the  Secre- 
Urf  for  War— who,  he  believed,  had  been 
aetttftted  solely  by  a  sense  of  justice  to  the 
Oatfaolie  loldierB,  and  not  by  any  political 
metifea— afforded  a  sufficient  reason  for 
ibrgetting  the  services,  long  tried,  unpur- 
ehaaed,  and  unpurchaseable,  of  the  Libe- 
ral party.  There  were,  he  thought,  three 
gromida  upon  which  the  Amendment  before 
tbe  Home  could  be  maintained  and  might 
be  jnatifled.  They  were  asked  to  declare 
that  tbej  reposed  no  confidence  in  Her  Ma- 
jeaty'a  Ministers ;  and  in  answering  that 
fveadoa,  the  House  had  a  right  to  consider 
^-Antf  their  political  antecedents  previous 
te  tb«r  accession  to  power ;  secondly,  tbe 
or  failure  of  their  legislative  niea- 
■ince  they  had  occupied  the  benches 
OBpoBite ;  and  thirdly,  their  administrative 
Mininiinj,  and  particularly  their  foreign 
joBej*  With  respect  to  their  political 
aBteeedenta»  he  did  not  mean  any  dis- 
paragement to  them  ;  but  he  must  say  that 
tboae  antecedents  were  not  such  as  were 
tabulated  to  recommend  them  to  the  con- 
Mcnee  of  a  Liberal  House  of  Commons. 
Their  whole  lives  had  been  spent  in  op- 
fmiUg  ererj  measure  which  originated  with 
the  iJberal  psrtjt  cmd  which  had  been  buc- 
4mMlr  oftrried  by  that  party.  They  had 
thhirto  aotad  aa  the  party  of  resistance  ; 


and  it  would  have  been  better  for  their 
future  efficiency  and  for  tlie  cause  of  con- 
stitutional government  in  general,  if  they 
had  roniembered  their  antecedents  and 
never  abandoned  the  functions  of  the  party 
of  resistance  to  assume  the  functions  of  the 
party  of  progress.  With  regard  to  the 
success  or  failure  of  their  legislative  mea- 
sures, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  deprecated  the 
trial  of  the  Government  by  any  such  test 
as  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  their  failure  in  previous  Parliaments 
was  no  reason  for  refusing  them  confidence 
in  this.  Now,  that  was  an  argument  which 
he  could  well  understand  if  their  measures 
had  failed,  because  of  the  opposition  that 
had  been  offered  to  them  in  the  late  House 
of  Commons,  and  if  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  reintroduce  those  measures  into 
the  new  House  ;  but  if  that  failure  was 
to  be  ascribed  to  the  inherent  defects  of 
the  measures  themselves,  it  afforded  a  fair 
test  of  the  capacity  of  the  Government  and 
of  those  with  whom  the  measures  origi- 
nated. At  any  rate  he  should  apply  that 
test  to  them.  They  had  endeavoured  to 
introduce  three  important  Bills  in  the  last 
Parliament.  They  attempted  to  legislate 
on  the  Government  of  Lidia,  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Church  Rate  question,  and  the 
representation  of  the  people.  Each  and 
all  of  the  great  measures  which  they  had 
introduced  had  been  signal  failures.  The 
India  Bill  was  received  with  derision  and 
did  not  go  to  a  second  reading  ;  the  Church 
Rates  Bill  was  displeasing  alike  to  Church- 
men and  Dissenters  ;  and  the  Reform  Bill 
was  as  universally  condemned  as  any  mea- 
sure ever  introduced  into  that  House  ex- 
cept their  Indian  Bill.  Except  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Treasury  Bench  no  one  de- 
fended it  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Macaulay).  What 
course  had  the  Government  pursued  with 
respect  to  that  question  ?  When  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House  they  adhered  to  the 
standard  of  the  borough  franchise  as  fixed 
by  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832.  Rather  than 
depart  from  that  they  sacrificed  the  ser- 
vices of  two  of  their  colleagues,  who  now 
sat  behind  them  in  honourable  retirement. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
hon.  Members  who  sat  below  the  gangway 
were  supporting  revolutionary  projects,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  whose  eloquence  they  all  re- 
cognized, and  whom  he  deeply  regretted 
that  they  should  not  hear  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  warned  those  who  supported 
H  2  [Second  Night. 
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met  with  uniTersal  ridicule,  and  was  with- 
drawn without  the  slightest  hesitation,  and 
another  suhstituted  in  its  place.  That 
second  measure,  undouhtedlj,  at  last 
passed  the  House  with  considerable  al- 
terations; hut  I  may  be  allowed  to  think 
that  that  second  measure,  although  framed 
on  the  pattern  of  that  which  we  had  intro- 
duced, was  less  well  adapted  for  working 
the  sjstem  introduced.  Their  first  mea- 
sure of  legislation  thus  utterly  and  en- 
tirely failed.  Then  they  had  to  deal  with 
another  great  question  —  Parliamentary 
Reform.  In  that  also  they  had,  out  of 
office,  been  opposed  to  the  carrying  of  the 
measure  which  they  in  office  immediately 
undertook  to  propose.  They  had  been 
an ti- Reformers  ;  but  feeling,  as  I  said 
before,  that  the  condition  of  existence  of 
a  Government  resting  on  a  minority  was, 
that  it  must  adopt  the  principles  of  the 
majority,  they  became  Parliamentary  Re- 
formers, and  produced  their  Bill.  Those 
who  had  watched  the  progress  of  their 
India  Bill  foretold  that  their  Reform  Bill 
would  be  an  equal  failure.  People  said, 
**  No,  men  don  t  fall  twice  into  the  same 
mistake  ;  they  will  not  twice  make  the 
same  blunder;  they  must  have  means  of 
judging  of  public  opinion  and  of  opinion  in 
this  House.  Depend  upon  it,  they  will 
introduce  a  measure  that,  with  some  mo- 
difications, will  be  acceptable  to  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Representative  Chamber." 
And  they  brought  forward  a  measure  which, 
I  believe,  not  one  man  in  the  House  out  of 
the  Cabinet  thought  deserving  to  pass  into 
law.  There  was  hardly  an  bon.  Member 
on  their  own  side  of  the  House  that  spoke 
in  the  long  discussion  who  did  not  for  one 
reason  or  another  find  fault  with  the  mea- 
sure they  proposed.  At  last  came  a  Reso- 
lution moved  by  my  noble  Friend  which 
was  calculated  to  redress  two,  at  least,  of 
the  leading  defects  of  the  Bill  they  had  in- 
troduced. That  was  carried  by  a  majority 
sufficient  to  prove  that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood, 
could  not  go  on  through  its  other  stages. 
Well,  here  was  a  second  failure  in  regard  to 
an  important  matter  of  domestic  legislation. 
And  when  you  see  a  Government  which  in 
the  course  of  twelve  months  tries  its  hand 
at  two  great  and  important  measures,  and 
on  both  of  them  fails,  I  think  it  is  not 
assuming  too  much  to  say  that  that  Govern- 
ment is  not  one  in  which  this  House  can  be 
disposed  to  place  confidence.  Then  what 
was  the  course  they  pursued  on  that  occa- 
sion ?  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
India  stated  in  the  debate  that  if  that  Re- 
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solution  was  carried  they  should  view  it  as 
a  vote  of  censure.     Sir,  they  had  no  right 
to  view  it  as  a  vote  of  censure.     It  was  a 
vote  of  censure  on  a  measure,  but  it  was 
not  a  vote  of  censure  on  them,  excepting  in- 
as-far  as  you  may  say  it  is  a  censure  on 
a  Government  to  declare  that  a  measare 
which,  after  grave  and  long  deliberation, 
they  have  produced,  is  not  fit  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  House.     They  stated  that  they 
had  two  courses  between  which  to  choose 
— ^namely,  resignation  or  a  dissolution.     I 
contend  that  they  were  not  called  upon  to 
pursue  either  of  those  courses,  but   that 
there  was  a  third  alternative  which  they 
ought  to  have  adopted.     Being  a  Goveni- 
ment  resting  on  a  minority — being  a  Go- 
vernment, and  avowedly  dependent  on  the 
acquiescence  of  the  majority,  I  aaj  the 
condition  of  their  existence  was  that  they 
should  shape  their  conduct  in  accordance 
with  the  opinions  and  feelings  of  the  ma- 
jority.    They  ought,  on  that  occasion,  to 
have  done  the  same  as  they  did  in  regard 
to  the  Indian  Bill.  They  should  have  with- 
drawn their  objectionable  Reform  Bill,  and 
brought  in  another  framed  on  principles 
which  the  debates  in  this  House  had  clearly 
shown  to  be  in  harmony  with  the  general 
opinion  of  Parliament.     If  they  had  done 
this,  and  produced  such  a  Bill,  my  belief  is 
that  it  would  have  passed,  and  would  at  this 
very  moment  have  been  the  law  of  the  land. 
But  it  was  reported  of  them  that  they  said 
they  had  done  that  before,  and  could  not 
repeat  a  course  which  they  had  once  Ton- 
tured  upon.     Why,  they  have  made  two 
mistakes.     What   they  refused  to   do   a 
second  time  was  to  correct  the  mistake 
and  put  themselves  right.     To  be  twice  in 
the  wrong  they  had  no  objection ;  but  to 
be  twice  in  the  right  was  repugnant  to 
their  feelings.     Another  reason  was  given 
for  their  conduct,  and  a  precious  reason  it 
was.     It  was  said  that  I  taunted  them — 
that  I  bade  them  withdraw  their  Bill  and 
bring  in  another,  and  that  they  would  not 
do  my  bidding.     Why,  Sir,  are  they  men    i 
or  children?    It  might  be  a  very  good  argn- 
ment  for  a  naughty  child,  when  told  to  do 
a  thing,  to   say,  "  I  won't,  because  yon 
have  told  me  to  do  it ;"  but  for  men,  for 
the  statesmen  of  a  great  country  dealing 
with  an  important  question,  to  say  they 
will   not  do  what  is  right,  because,  for- 
sooth,  one  of  their  opponents  told  them 
to  do  it,  in  a  manner  which  they,  perhaps, 
did  not  like,  is  either  too  jocose  or  too 
serious,   I  know   not   which.      Certainly, 
men  acting  on  such  a  principle  ought  not 
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the  Cfharhi  et  Oearges,  in  the  sudden 
abandonment  of  the  propositions  for  me- 
diation submitted  through  Lord  Cowley  to 
Ae  French  and  Austrian  Emperors,  and 
the  eqoallj  sudden  adoption  of  the  Russian 
proposal  for  a  Congress,  to  which  was  im- 
mediately  ascribable  the  breaking  out  of 
hoatilities.  tliat  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try would  not  be  materially  prejudiced  by 
ue  remoTal  of  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury 
from  the  Foreign  Office.  With  respect  to 
the  otherdepartments,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  discharged 
Aeir  duties  with  great  zeal,  efficiency,  and 
anxiety  to  promote  the  public  service  ;  but 
it  was  DO  disparagement  to  them  to  say 
ibat  their  continuance  in  those  offices  was 
Bot  indispeneable  to  the  public  interest. 
They  had  also  discharged  their  duties  with 
ipeat  courtesy  ;  but  he  trusted  that  there 
)rere  to  be  found  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
nde  of  the  House  hon.  Gentlemen  of  equal 
ability  and  zeal,  who  could  discharge  their 
iatios  with  equal  efficiency  and  courtesy. 
The  question  had  been  asked  what  were 
Ae  eonscquences  to  result  from  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment,  and  the  Liberal 
party  had  been  taunted  with  their  disscn- 
aiona  ;  but  that  was  a  taunt  which  he 
thought  might  be  retorted  upon  hon.  Gen- 
fiemen  opposite.  Did  tho  noblo  Lord  the 
JBeeretary  for  India  (Lord  Stanley)  agree 
(DBall  important  political  subjects  even  with 
Ub  eolleagues  in  the  Cabinet?  In  the  last 
Filament  they  had  a  remarkable  proof 
Aat  he  did  not,  when  a  measure  relating 
toehnreh  rates  was  before  the  House.  Was 
there  no  diversity  of  opinion  between  the 
ff^t  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchc- 
over  and  many  of  those  who  sat  behind 
feimf  Take  the  two  hon.  Members  for 
Horth  Warwickshire  for  instance.  Was 
there  a  perfect  coincidence  of  opinion  on 
efery  important  question  between  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  them  ?  Of  course 
there  were  diversities  of  opinion  among  the 
UhernlSy  as  there  must  always  be  among 
gentlemen  who  were  not  bound  by  alle- 
)|panee  to  a  master,  but  were  attached  to  a 
eanse.  For  his  own  part  he  could  see  no 
^ieaaon  why, if  the  present  Government  were 
^plaeedy  as  he  hoped  they  would  be,  a 
'^otemment  more  strong,  efficient,  and 
Auable— >more  respected  by  foreign  powers, 
iMit  10  much  affected  with  Austrian  sym- 
equally  anxious,  and  more  able  to 
that  neutrality  which  all  so  much 
should  not  be  the  result  of  the 
He  was  sure  there  were  abundant 
fcrsnch  aQoTemment  both  above 
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and  below  the  gangway,  and  he  believed 
that  those  noble  Lords  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  incur  a  serious  responsibility 
if,  after  having  proposed  this  Amendment 
and  carried  it,  they  failed  to  present  to  the 
country  such  a  Government  as  he  had  re- 
ferred to.  On  the  other  hand  he  might 
ask  what  would  be  the  consequences  of 
failure.  If  the  Government  won  they  would 
be  indebted  for  it  to  the  votes  of  strogglers 
from  the  Liberal  side — Gentlemen  who  dif- 
fered from  them  on  all  political  questions. 
Now,  was  that  a  satisfactory  state  of  things? 
Was  a  Government  which  at  the  very  out- 
set of  a  new  Parliament  was  only  able  to 
protect  itself  from  censure,  if  it  did  pro- 
tect itself,  by  a  nominal  majority,  fit  to  in- 
spire respect  at  home,  or  add  weight  to  its 
suggestions  abroad  ?  Was  it  likely  to  have 
weight  in  the  Councils  of  pjurope  or  to 
preserve  to  us  the  blessings  of  peace  ? 
Suppose  that  it  was  able  to  drag  on  a  pre- 
carious and  feeble  existence  to  the  close  of 
the  present  Session — a  very  extreme  sup- 
position—  was  the  House  satisfied  to  en- 
trust in  the  hands  of  such  men  those  ne- 
gotiations for  peace  which  would  probably 
be  opened  up  during  the  recess  ?  He  con- 
fessed, for  his  part,  that  ho  saw  no  course 
out  of  tho  difficulties  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  involved  the  country  by  their  im- 
warrantable  dissolution,  except  by  agreeing 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord.  If  it 
failed,  though  he  did  not  anticipate  failure, 
he  believed  that  even  then  the  existence  of 
the  present  Government  would  not  be  of  long 
duration.  lie  would  address  tho  Liberal 
party  in  the  words  of  tho  Roman  poet — 
"  0  pass!  graviora;  dabit  Deus  Iiis  quoque  finem." 
But  whatever  the  consequences  might  be 
the  issue  to  him  was  clear  and  plain.  They 
had  given  the  Government  every  advantage 
in  the  attack,  with  every  disadvantage  to 
themselves.  In  military  language  they  had 
committed  themselves  to  an  assault  on  a 
strong  and  fortified  position;  to  use  a  legal 
phrase,  they  had  taken  upon  themselves 
the  onus  of  proof.  The  Governuiont  mi(;ht 
bo  satis6cd  in  this  case  with  a  verdict  of 
not  proven.  The  Liberals  must  obtain  a 
verdict  of  condemnation,  or  they  did  no- 
thing. He  therefore  asked  the  House  to 
register  the  decision  of  the  country.  There 
must  now  be  no  mistake  on  the  matter. 
The  question  was  one  of  confidence  or  no 
confidence  in  the  Earl  of  Derby.  In  such  a 
case  every  hon.  Gentleman  must,  of  course, 
decide  for  himself.  With  regard  to  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  him  (Irish  Members 
below  the  gangway),  he  had  no  doubt  that 
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those  of  tliem  who  meant  to  support  the 
GoTemment  were  actuated  by  a  sense  of 
public  duty  alone.  But,  for  himself,  his 
duty  was  plain.  From  the  first  he  had 
entertained  no  confidence  in  the  Earl  of 
Derby  ;  and,  believing  that  it  was  for  the 
interest  of  his  own  country  and  of  the  em- 
pire  at  large  that  his  rule  should  cease, 
and  that  the  reins  of  Goyernment  should 
fall  into  other  hands,  he  had  no  alternative 
but  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Colonel  DICKSON  said,  it  was  with 
no  ordinary  difiidence  that  he  ventured  to 
throw  himself  upon  the  indulgence  of  the 
House — a  diffidence  which  arose  from  his 
total  inexperience  of  Parliamentary  usages. 
But  he  felt  that  he  would  be  guilty  of  a 
reat  neglect  of  duty  if  he  allowed  that  in- 
experience to  interfere  with  the  expression 
of  his  conscientious  opinions.     It  had  been 
made  matter  of  reproach  to  that,  the  Mi- 
nisterial side  of  the  House,  that  they  had, 
on  the  former  evening,  allowed  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  to  monopolize  the 
whole  of  the  discussion.     They  had  been 
taunted  with  being  unable,  or  unwilling,  to 
explain  their  reasons  for  sitting  on   that 
Bide  of  the  House.     Though,  as  a  new 
Member,  he  might  he  supposed  not  the 
best  fitted  to  reply,  and  therefore  might 
not  feel  himself  individually  bound  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  debate,  he  was  unwilling  to 
decline    the  challenge   which    had    been 
thrown  out.     The  frank  admission  of  the 
noble  Lord,  who  moved  the  Amendment, 
left  no  doubt  that  this   was  decidedly  a 
party  move.     He  had  no  wish  to  assume 
the  authority  to  lay  down  any  standard  as 
to  the  principles  which  ought  to  charac- 
terise the  debates  of  the  House,  but  he 
felt  that  even  a  party  move  ought  to  have 
some  grounds  of  sense  and  show  of  reason 
on  which  to  found  it.    Now,  he  had  watch- 
ed the  whole  of  this  debate  ;  and  though 
the  party  opposite  had  had  the  sole  occu- 
pation of  the  battle-field,  he  had  not  heard 
ft  tingle  argument  that  went  to  prove  the 
ioe  of  the  Motion.  He  would  not  allude 
I      t  took  place  in  former  Parliaments. 
t  for  him  to  defend  the  policy  or 
I        of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers — it 
nr  him  to  defend  men  who  were 
botter  able  to  defend  themselves  ; 
H  bo  allowed  to  express  the  be- 
<      oil      n  of  Parliament  was 
conrto  which,  under 
could  have  pursued, 
nmatakea  tbe  straight- 
in  refnaing  to  carry 


on  the  Government  as  the  obedient  slaves 
of  an  opposing  majority.  Ho  believed 
they  had  acted  constitutionally  in  advising 
Her  Majesty  to  appeal  to  the  country  to 
send  to  her  assistance  such  a  body  of  re- 
presentatives as  would  enable  one  party  or 
another  to  rule  with  authority.  And  now 
that  the  House  had  met  it  was  their 
bounden  duty  not  to  impede  the  course  of 
loj^islation,  but  to  give  the  Government  a 
fair  chance  of  unfolding  and  carrying  the 
measures  they  thought  beneficial  for  the 
nation.  There  was  one  thing  above  all 
others  of  which  they  were  bound  to  take 
care — that  if  by  their  decision  they  noir 
declared  that  the  present  Government  were 
not  to  retain  the  reins  of  office,  they  should 
be  prepared  with  a  strong  Government  to 
take  their  places.  Now,  he  would  aak  boo. 
Gentlemen  to  look  round  on  the  other 
side  and  ask  themselves  where  that  Go- 
vernment was  to  come  from.  It  was 
now  said  that  the  diversities  which  they 
all  knew  to  have  existed  on  the  other  side 
had  been  arranged,  while  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  taunted  with  having  lately 
lost  two  of  their  ablest  colleagues.  Well, 
he  regretted  that;  but  when  he  contrasted 
this  honourable,  though  painful,  conduct 
with  these  arrangements  of  differences  in 
prospect  of  office  on  the  other  side,  he 
could  only  say  that  it  was  not  on  bis  side, 
at  any  rate,  that  men  consented  to  stifle 
their  principles  for  the  sake  of  place.  The 
two  noble  Lords  opposite  were,  it  was  laid, 
ready  to  act  together.  It  would  ill  become 
him  to  speak  with  any  but  feelings  of  the 
most  profound  respect  of  those  two  noble 
Lords,  but  he  might  ask,  were  the  antece- 
dents of  one  of  them — the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Tiverton  (Viscount  Palmerston) 
— such  as  to  lead  them  to  believe  him  gifted 
with  that  combination  of  energy,  discretioni 
and  consideration  for  the  feelings  of  foreign 
powers  which  would  enable  him  to  preserve 
that  strict  neutrality  which  the  country  so 
much  desired  ?  With  regard  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London,  he  might 
ask  whether  that  noble  Lord  would  take 
up  as  his  ground  of  action  the  broad  baaia 
of  the  English  constitution,  and  on  those 
principles  which  he  had  always  advocated  ; 
or  whether  he  would  extend  the  hand  of 
friendship  to  men  whom  he  knew  to  enter* 
tain  opinions  that,  however  honourably  and 
conscientiously  they  held  them,  were  op- 
posed to  the  feelings  of  the  large  AajofitT 
of  the  House  and  country  f  He  WOnla 
now  for  a  moment  refer  to  the  qneitidtt  of 
^that  support  which  it  Was  ttadle  mCCCtf  tff 
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compliAtKi  againit  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
Vetnbelv  thai  they  were  about  to  give  to 
the  Miiiisten.  It  could  not  be  said  of  him 
that  Irt  #tt  attached  to  anj  hierarchy,  but 
h^  feK  anbounded  pride  in  the  thought  that 
wMla  Ire  itood  there  as  a  sincere  Protestant, 
and  oAe  who,  as  was  known  to  all  who 
kadw  bins,  was  incapable  of  sacrificing  his 
prineipleB  to  his  interests,  yet  he  stood  in 
that  Hoirte  as  the  representative  and 
ehampion  of  a  great  Catholic  constituency. 
He  denied  most  emphatically  tliat  the 
Catholics  demanded  any  illegitimate  pre- 
ftoiJeranCe  whatever — he  hurled  back  with 
weiihi  the  impntation  that  they  were  pre- 
flttt/i  to  make  their  religion  a  matter  of 
IMto^iil  and  sale.  If,  then,  hon.  Members 
(fpfotlite  wished  to  know  why  it  was  that 
tai  Rofflail  Catholics  of  Ireland  had  sup- 
parted  the  Government  in  the  late  elections 
H  Woald  answer,  it  was  because,  disgusted 
inth  thtf  treachery  of  which  they  had  been 
afilAe  tha  yietims  by  other  parties,  they 
iM  n!td^  ttp  their  minds  to  give  a  fair 
lital  and  an  honourable  support  to  men 
tttfv  they  believed,  would  give  them  that 
MtotaHtial  justice  and  due  consideration  to 
Which  they  were  folly  entitled  as  an  im- 
iMHtamt  element  in  the  country.  He  would 
appeal  to  the  Irish  Members  of  Parliament 
— thOae  men  who  had  not  always  received 
doe  credit  for  their  conduct — men  whose 
talenta  had  not  always  met  in  that  House 
with  that  consideration  which  they  deserved 
^-men  who,  though  they  were  opposed  to 
Um  on  many  points,  yet  he  believed  had 
MmaeiaQtiously  devoted  themselves  to  the 
vetfiare  of  their  common  country — he  would 
■•k  them  had  they  forgotten  the  treatment 
th^  received  from  other  hands,  and  re- 
membering how  they  had  been  alternately 
eaaxed  and  insulted  and  on  almost  every 
otcanon  cajoled,  were  they  prepared  to  see 
their  oonntry  again  made  the  tool  of  fac- 
tioB  and  the  mere  shuttlecock  for  place  ? 
Let  iheiii  give  the  present  Government  a 
fur  trial ;  and  if  on  that  trial  they  were 
HMmd  #atitin^  he  would  be  among  the  first 
td  joTtt  With  them  in  an  attempt  to  remove 
Aetik  tftftX  6ftce.  But  until  that  were 
plfaHAt  he  Aftked  his  countrymen  to  join 
irtKh  bilak  ita  jfiving  a  cordial  support  to  men 
iMldf  Aii  he  conscientiously  believed,  were 
ftVpntei  t6  maintain  our  due  influence  in 
flM  eiHilicifa  of  Europe  and  uphold  the 
iliteifrftT  of  this  great  empire. 
*  U.  OltANT  DUFF  said,  that  of  the 
atttty  Wdak  points  which  th^  position  of  the 
Ahftafment  presented,  he  would  select 
oiif  <Mi6 — the    eitraordioary   incapacity. 


not  to  us6  a  stronger  term,  which  had  been 
shown  in  the  conduct  of  our  foreign  rela- 
tions. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved 
the  Addrcm  had  observed  that  the  feeling 
of  the  country  in  favour  of  neutrality  had 
been  so  unequivocally  declared  that  it  waa 
impossible  to  withstand  it.  Was  this  quite 
true  ?  Were  the  days  of  English  states- 
manship so  completely  gone  by,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  were  to  be  now  and 
henceforward  nothing  more  than  the  middle- 
men who  transmitted  the  commands  df 
popular  opinion,  as  proclaimed  throngh  the 
daily  press,  to  the  clerks  in  the  public 
offiees?  It  would,  he  conceived,  be  ad* 
mitted  on  all  hands  that  the  one  object  of 
every  Englishman  who  interested  himself 
in  contemporary  polities,  from  the  first  of 
January  in  thia  year  to  the  day  when  it 
was  announce  that  the  Aostrians  had 
crossed  the  Ticih6,  was  to  preserve,  by 
every  possible  means,  the  peace  of  Europe ; 
but  was  it  so  certain  that  this  could  be 
best  effercted  by  a  prematOre  declaration 
of  absolute  neutrality  ?  What  if  Lord 
Malme^bury  had  tried  the  effect  of  a  little 
moral  pressure  upon  Austria?  Would 
Russia  have  been  unwilling  i6  assist  in 
squeezing  the  interesting  patient  ?  Would 
Prussia,  after  a  little  bluster,  have  been  Ho 
very  sorry  to  dee  her  nearest  and  bitterest 
enemy  stripped  of  her  Italian  possessions  f 
He  said  that  he  knew  some  one  would  tell 
him  that  this  Was  impossible.  Even  ndw 
they  would  say  the  feeling  in  Germany  la 
all  but  uncontrollable.  The  Various  Go- 
vernments can  hardly  prevent  the  whole 
fatherland  rushing  across  the  Rhine.  All 
this  story  of  German  enthusiasm  was  full 
of  wild  exaggeration.  True  it  was  that  the 
Aughbiird  Gazette  published  ft-antic  articles 
against  France,  and  the  Augsburg  Ga- 
zette is  called  The  Times  of  Germany;  but 
names  ofceo  Remain  in  this  Wotld  WheA 
realities  have  passed  away,  and  the  Aujfi' 
burg  Gazette  Was  not  ndw  a  fair  exponent 
of  German  opinion.  The  Augsburg  Oa* 
zette  was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  an 
Austrian  paper,  although  published  in 
Bavaria.  The  great  majority  of  its  sub- 
scribers lived  in  Austria,  atid  it  was  obliged 
to  write  so  as  to  be  acceptable  to  the 
Austrian  censorship.  Any  one  who  wished 
to  know  tfie  real  state  of  feeling  in  Ger- 
many should  consult  the  Cologne  Gazette, 
which  was  now  by  far  the  most  influential 
German  newspaper.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  copy  of  that  paper,  of  date  June  5th. 
In  it  he  found  an  article  in  which  the 
editor,   after    quoting   at    length    the  re- 
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cent  leader  in  The  Times,  which  de- 
scribed in  such  strong  language  the  feel- 
ing of  Germany,  went  on  to  state  that 
we  in  England  were  altogether  mistaken 
about  the  state  of  things  beyond  the 
Rhine  ;  that  in  truth  such  excitement  as 
there  was,  was  the  result  partly  of  phiio- 
Austrian  intrigues,  and  partly  of  an  in- 
vasion panic,  similar  to  those  with  which 
we  in  England  are  often  visited,  and  one  of 
which,  it  is  amusing  to  learn,  is  now  raging 
in  the  north  of  France,  where,  it  appears, 
they  expect  a  visit  from  our  Guards  and 
Militia.  He  would  read  an  extract  from 
a  leading  article  of  the  National  Gazette  of 
Berlin,  which  had  just  reached  him.  It 
was  in  these  words : — 

"We  muBb  admit  that,  while  no  power  beyond 
the  limits  of  Germany  has  given  ua  the  smallest 
cause  of  offence,  the  behaviour  of  Austria  and  of 
some  of  the  smaller  German  States  is  a  tissue  of 
indisoretions." 

The  German  States  principally  alluded  to 
were,  he  believed,  Bavaria  and  Hanover. 
The  Austrian  sympathies  of  Bavaria  were 
of  course  easily  accounted  for.  Bavaria 
was  a  Catholic  country,  and  the  clergy 
there  very  erroneously,  as  he  conceived, 
imagined  that  the  maintenance  of  the  status 
quo  in  Italy  was  essential  to  the  Roman 
Church.  When,  however,  people  spoke  of 
Germany,  they  generally  thought  of  Pro- 
testant Germany.  Hanover,  indeed,  was 
a  Protestant  country,  but,  for  the  Austrian 
sympathies  of  Hanover,  there  were  special 
reasons  ;  an  exceptionally  large  amount  of 
Austrian  securities  was  held  in  that  coun- 
try, and  most  of  the  Hanoverian  families 
of  consideration  had  relatives  in  the  Aus- 
trian service.  He  would  venture  to  say, 
that  the  only  organ  of  public  opinion  of 
much  repute  in  Germany,  which  held 
strongly  Austrian  views,  was  the  notorious 
Kreuz  Zeitung,  and  those  who  remembered 
the  part  which  that  journal  took  during 
the  Russian  war,  knew  to  what  section  of 
politicians  it  belonged,  and  would  care  little 
for  its  opinion.  When,  then,  the  feeling 
of  Germany  was  such  as  he  had  described, 
when  Russia  stood  affected  as  she  does 
stand  affected,  would  it,  he  again  asked, 
have  been  so  very  impossible  to  have  ex- 
ercised some  moral  pressure,  and  to  have 
forced  her  to  abandon  so  much  of  her  pre- 
tensions in  Italy  as  to  have  prevented  a 
war?  "  Oh!  but,"  he  was  told,  "this 
would  have  been  playing  the  game  of 
French  ambition."  Would  it  indeed  ?  The 
Government  well  knew  that  it  was  not  from 
motives  of  mere  ambition  that  the  Frcocli 
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Emperor  entered  Italy.  He  did  not  stand 
there  to  defend  the  Emperor  ;  far,  indeed, 
from  that ;  he  did  not  pretend,  for  a 
moment,  that  the  campaign  was  commenced 
from  any  high  motives,  but  the  Government 
knew  well  the  sequence  of  events ;  they 
remembered  the  state  into  which  the  Em- 
peror had  been  thrown  by  the  Orsini  at- 
tempt ;  they  knew  that,  for  a  time,  he  had 
been  perfectly  unmanned  ;  they  knew  that 
soon  after  that  period  the  picking  of  a 
quarrel  with  Austria  had  positively  been 
determined  on,  unless  some  great  and  tan- 
gible advantage  could  be  gained  for  Italian 
freedom.  From  the  1st  of  January  on- 
wards, well-informed  foreigners  in  London 
had  continually  asserted  that  war  was 
merely  a  question  of  time  if  Austria  did 
not  yield  to  diplomacy.  The  war  had  now 
commenced,  but  he  fully  believed  that, 
whatever  circumstances  might  force  him 
to,  the  present  intentions  of  the  Emperor 
towards  Italy  were  tolerably  honeat.  The 
same  pressure  from  the  Carbonari^  or  their 
representatives,  which  compelled  an  inter- 
vention, would  insure  that.  Why,  then, 
when  the  Government  knew  all  this,  did 
they  declare  so  unnecessarily  early  for  the 
absolute  neutrality  of  England  ?  They  did 
so  for  the  same  reason  which  has  actuated 
almost  the  whole  of  their  conduct  since 
they  came  into  power.  They  have  been 
guided,  not  by  what  they  thought  right, 
but  by  what  they  thought  temporarily  ex- 
pedient. They  feared  that  if  they  did  not 
immediately,  in  obedience  to  the  cry  of  the 
hour,  announce  an  absolute  neutralitj,  that 
they  might  give  us,  who  sit  on  thia  aidei 
some  party  advantage,  and  Bothejaaerifieed 
the  substance  of  peace  to  its  ahadow,  and 
preserved  at  best,  for  a  little  time,  the  base 
tenure  of  the  offices,  instead  of  conferring 
upon  Europe  a  great  and  bloodless  benefit 
Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  :  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  (Vis- 
count Palmerston)  made  a  complaint  the 
other  night  that,  as  he  said,  we  had  left 
all  the  argument  to  the  other  atde,  and 
that  it  rested  with  the  unsupported  apeaeh 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  ChaBcellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  vindicate  the  pdioj  of 
the  Government.  It  is  tme.  that  mm 
the  able  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Amendment,  the  debate  wat 
continued  principally  from  the  <^porite 
benches  in  somewhat  desultory'apaeebea ; 
but  I  appeal  to  all  who  heard  the  debate 
of  that  evening  whether,  thongfa  the  pr^ 
ponderance  of  numbers  might  rest  with 
hun.  Gentlemen  opposite,  victorj  and  no- 
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did  DOt  rest  with  my  right  hon.  Friend? 
Indeed,  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  be  of 
thftt  opioion  himself,  when,  iu  a  debate 
of  thie  importance,  on  the  Terjr  first  night 
he  felt  eonstrained  himself  to  enter  the 
lieU  to  restore  the  unequal  fight,  aud  to 
inspirit  again  the  flagging  courage  of  his 
part  J.  The  noble  Lord  took  up  a  position 
which  has  been  followed  by  nearly  all  the 
•peaken  on  the  other  side  —  that  this 
HoDse  of  Commons  ought  to  refuse  its 
eonfidenee  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
on  the  ground  of  their  failure  both  in  do- 
nestie  legislation  and  iu  the  administra- 
tion of  our  foreign  relations.  With  re- 
ference to  the  first  point,  the  noble  Lord 
■aid  that  through  the  whole  course  of  the 
past  Session  we  had  found  ourselves  un- 
able to  corry  those  measures  which  we  con- 
•idered  desirable  for  the  public  service, 
and  nnable  to  carry  out,  as  a  Government, 
thoae  opinions  which  he  had  expressed  iu 
Opposition.  But  the  noble  Lord  may  be 
reminded  that  a  failure  to  carry  measures, 
thought  to  be  necessary  to  the  welfare  of 
the  country,  is  not  incidental  to  the  career 
of  the  present  Government  only.  The 
noble  Lord  may  be  reminded  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  attempted  to  settle 
the  question  of  church  rates  and  failed, 
that  question  had  also  been  unsuccessfully 
treated  by  our  predecessors.  The  noble 
Lord  has  been  reminded,  that  if  we  were 
unauccessful  in  our  measure  of  Reform, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
has  been  twice  in  the  same  predicament. 
And  although  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Palmerston)  himsdf  is  not  open  to  the 
same  remark,  he  is  not  open  to  it  solely 
upon  this  account,  that  although  he  pro- 
mised to  the  House  a  measure  of  Reform, 
he  was  not  able  to  redeem  that  promise. 
But  we  are  told,  too,  that  we  were  not 
able  to  carry  our  first  India  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord,  however,  was  also  in  the  same 
poaition.  Night  after  night  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Lord  appeared  to  no  purpose 
upon  the  notice  paper,  and  if  I  recollect 
lightly  the  history  of  the  India  Bill  which 
was  actually  carried,  some  of  its  most  im- 

gortant  provisions  were  stoutly  and  stiffly 
ut  unsuccessfully  combated  by  the  noble 
Lord.  But  it  appears  to  me,  that  looking 
at  the  origin  of  the  present  Government, 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  is  rather 
distinguished  for  its  ingenuity  than  its 
weight.  Under  what  circumstances  did 
the  Government  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  come 
into  office?  They  came  into  office  be- 
cause,  not  more  by  Ihe  vote  of  this  House 


than  by  the  unanimous  and  indignant  de- 
cision of  the  whole  people  of  England,  the 
noble  Lord  was  expelled  from  power.  The 
Earl  of  Derby  was  compelled,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  take  upon  himself  the 
responsibilities  of  office,  knowing  that  he 
was  not  supported  by  a  majority  in  this 
[louse,  because  in  the  position  in  which 
tlio  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton 
placed  the  affairs  of  this  country,  no 
other  administration  seemed  at  the  time 
to  be  possible.  And  the  argument  of 
the  noble  Lord  comes  to  this,  that,  be- 
cause in  the  last  Session  the  Earl  of 
Derby  had,  in  obedience  to  the  commands 
of  the  Sovereign,  undertaken  to  form  a 
Government  which  did  not  possess  the  con- 
fidence of  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  is  the  duty  of  this  House  also 
to  refuse  to  us  its  confidence.  But  the  noble 
Lord  says,  further,  that  we  are  not  entitled 
to  the  confidence  of  this  House,  because  we 
have  not  been  able  to  carry  into  effect  in 
office  the  opinions  which  we  expressed  in 
Opposition.  Now,  I  beg  to  point  out  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  application  of  which 
that  argument  is  capable.  We  are  told 
that  if  this  Amendment  should  be  carried 
a  Government  is  to  be  formed  upon  a  wide 
basis.  It  is  to  embrace,  I  will  not  say  all 
sections  of  the  Liberal  party,  because, 
although  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
Amendment  savs  that  the  various  sections 
of  that  party  differ  only  upon  details,  and 
not  upon  principles,  I  venture  to  state  that 
I  see  upon  the  Opposition  benches  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  differ  more  widely  in 
opinion  from  the  noble  Lord  than  the  noble 
Lord  differs  from  the  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  But  we  are  told  that 
the  new 'Government  is  to  be  formed  upon 
the  principle  of  mutual  concession.  Now 
I  think  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  have  a  right  to  know  by  whom 
those  concessious  have  been  made,  to  whom 
they  have  been  made,  and  what  is  their 
general  character.  I  would  ask  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  who  did  such  good 
service  to  the  Conservative  cause  during 
the  last  autumu  and  winter  by  going  about 
from  town  to  town  and  propounding  schemes 
that  startled  and  alarmed  the  whole  country 
— I  would  ask  whether  in  this  new  coalition 
that  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  carry  into  effect 
in  office  the  opinions  which  he  expressed  in 
Opposition  ?  Of  this  at  least  I  am  sure, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  will  not  extend  their  confidence  to 
any  Government  that  may  be  formed—- 

ISecond  Night 
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from   Her  Majesty,  in  AoBwer  to  the 
Address  :— 

"My  Lords, 

'*  I  thank  jou  sincerely  for  your  loyal 
and  dutiful  Address. 

"  It  is  very  gratifying  to  Mo  to  be  as- 
sured that  the  Measures  of  legal  and  social 
Improvement  which  will  be  again  brought 
before  you  will  receive  year  careful  Con- 
sideration :  and  I  rely  with  Confidence  on 
your  cordial  Assistance  in  My  Endeavours 
to  preserve  to  My  People  the  inestimable 
Blessings  of  Peace." 

DEBTOR  AND  CREDITOR  BILL.— THE 

COMPANIES  BILL  (1859). 

BILLS  FREBENTED  AND  READ  1^. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  presented 
these  Bills  and  said  that,  with  their  Lord- 
ships' sanction,  he  would  pass  these  Bills 
through  the  House  with  as  much  rapidity 
as  the  forms  of  the  House  would  permit. 
The  Debtor  and  Creditor  Bill  underwent 
considerable  discussion  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  had  communicated  with  his 
noble  and  learned  Friends  who  took  great 
interest  in  it.  He  understood  that  one  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friends  (Lord  St. 
Leonards)  proposed  to  introduce  a  clause 
which  he  thought  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  make  the  Bill  complete.  He  pro- 
posed to  take  the  second  reading  of  both 
Bills  to-morrow,  and  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  could  move  his  clause  when  the 
Debtor  and  Creditor  Bill  was  in  Committee. 
The  other  Bill  was  acquiesced  in  so  com* 
pletely  by  their  Lordships  that  ho  did  not 
anticipate  any  discussion  upon  it. 

Bills  read  1%  and  to  bo  read  2*  To- 
morrow. 

THE  WHITSUNTIDE  HOLYDAYS. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  said  that, 
although  he  did  not  suppose  their  Lord- 
ships were  very  much  exhausted  by  the 
labours  of  the  present  Session,  yet  he 
should,  if  no  business  which  rendered  it 
imperative  that  they  should  sit  in  the  early 
part  of  next  week  arose,  propose  to-mor- 
row evening:  that  the  House  should  then 
adjourn  until  the  following  Thursday,  for 
the  Whitsuntide  holydays. 

Afterwards, 

The  Earl  op  DERBY  said,  that  ho 
understood  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  that  it  would  be 
convenient    that  their  Lordships    should 


meet  on  Wednesday  next,  in  order  to  dis- 
pose of  some  judicial  business.  He  would 
therefore  give  notice  that  to-morrow  he 
should  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
until  Wednesday  next,  with  the  under- 
standing  that  judicial  busineas  only  would 
be  transacted  on  that  day. 

THE  VERNON  AND  TURNER  GALLERIES 
OF  PICTURES. 

CORRESPOlfpENOE  MOVED  FOE, 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY  moved, 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy  of 
the  CorreBDondence  between  the  Trustees  of  tbt 
National  Gallery  and  the  Counoil  of  the  Soeie^ 
for  the  encouragement  of  Arts,  Manufactum^  ud 
Commerce,  with  reference  to  the  Opening  of  the 
Vernon  and  Turner  Galleries  of  Picturei  at  Sontk 
Kensington  of  an  Evening  ;  and  also  £or  Obfin 
of  all  Letters  and  Memorials  on  the  same  Salgeot 
which  may  liave  been  received  by  the  said  IVbi- 
tcos  up  to  the  date  of  their  making  the  Betam 
now  moved  for." 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY,  on 
behalf  of  the  GoverumoDt,  said,  Le  ifaooU 
offer  no  objection  to  tho  production  of  tho 
correspondence. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Host- 
eagle, 

Lord  OVERSTONE  said,  that  ik 
Motion  was  premature.  He  could  assvs 
their  Lordships  that  tho  Trusteos  of  the 
National  Gallery  sought  to  promote  no 
other  end  than  that  the  treasures  in  tboir 
custody  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  open 
to  the  public,  and  made  to  contribute  to 
their  rational  amusement  as  well  as  their 
intellectual  improvement,  but  always  con- 
sistently with  their  safe  custody  and  pre- 
servation. Tho  question  of  opening  picture 
galleries  in  the  evening  was,  howerer, 
entirely  a  new  one,  and  before  such  a  step 
was  taken  tho  effect  of  gaslight  upon  the 
paintings  ought  to  be  carefully  considered. 
No  national  collection  of  pictures  in  the 
world  had,  ho  believed,  up  to  the  present, 
been  thrown  open  in  tho  evening ;  but 
whether  that  might  be  done  without  any 
injurious  result  was,  no  doubt,  a  peint 
deserving  of  attention.  He  had  omj  to 
add  that  he  had  attended  a  meeting  of  the 
Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  on  Mon- 
day last,  when  Sir  Charles  Eastlake  had 
undertaken  to  investigate  the  question  with 
a  view  to  its  solution.  The  trustees  had 
received  a  vast  mass  of  letters  offering 
suggestion  from  the  Secretaries  of  He« 
chanics  and  other  Institutes,  and  if  all 
these  woro  printed  he  thought  grsti  ei- 
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pense  would  be  incurred  without  any  oor- 
responding  benefit.  He  would  Dot,  bow- 
erer,  oppose  the  noble  Earl's  Motion,  if  he 
thought  proper  to  perseyere  with  it. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  was  of  opinion 
that  great  danger  would  result  from  light- 
ing up  the  National  Gallery  or  any  other 
or  our  great  picture  galleries  at  night. 
He  could  not,  abo,  help  remarking  that 
the  National  Gallery  was  even  at  present 
used  for  the  purposes  of  couTcrsation  and 
appointment,  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  if  the  galleries  in  question  were 
opened  in  the  evening  matters  might  be- 
come still  worse  in  that  respect. 

The  Eaal  of  DERBY  said,  there  could 
be  no  sort  of  objection  to  the  papers  asked 
for  by  his  noble  Friend  ;  but  the  present 
was  hardly  the  time  for  the  discussion  of 
the  question  whether  the  gallery  should 
be  open  at  night  or  not. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
on  the  propriety  of  lighting  up  tho  Gallery 
with  gas  ;  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  Sheepshanks'  Collection  was  now 
exhibited  at  night,  and  that  a  valuable 
boon  was  thus  granted  to  persons  who  had 
not  time  to  inspect  these  pictures  during 
the  day.  He  would  suggest  to  the  Go- 
vernment whether  some  plan  might  not  be 
adopted  by  which  tho  light  should  be  ad- 
mitted from  the  top,  as  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  so  that  tho  fumos  of  the  gas 
could  not  injure  tho  pictures. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


THE  MILITIA.— QUESTION. 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE  asked, 
when  the  Report  of  tho  Commission  ap- 
pointed last  year  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  tho  Militia  of  tho  United  Kingdom 
would  be  laid  on  the  table.  It  was  im- 
portant that  that  Report  should  be  pro- 
duced with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  be- 
cause he  knew  that  in  various  militia  regi- 
ments arrangements  were  kept  in  suspense 
until  its  recommendations  could  bo  ascer- 
tained. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  Commission,  of  which  he  was  n  mem- 
ber, had  been  forced  to  adjourn  for  a  con- 
siderable time,  but  would  renew  its  sittings 
on  Monday  next,  when  he  believed  its 
Report  would  be  considered. 

IIouso  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  9,  1859. 

Minutes.]  Pubuc  Bills.—  l^  Church  Rates  Abo- 
lition; Edinburgh,  &c.  Annuity  Tax  Abolition; 
High  Sheriffs'  Expenses ;  Newspapers,  &c. 

LORD'S  DAT  OBSERVANCE  ACT. 
QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  T.  DUNCOMBE  hogged  leave  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  to  Return  No. 
192,  for  which  he  moved  at  the  close  of  the 
last  Session,  relative  to  convictions  and 
penalties  inflicted  on  the  Poor,  under  the 
Act  29  Chas,'  IL,  hy  magistrates  of  the 
county  of  Southamption  for  selling  fruits 
or  sweets  under  the  value  of  one  penny. 
The  first  case  was  that  of  John  Broom, 
who  for  having  sold  twopenny  worth  of 
sweets,  was  fined  15«.  Gd.  or  two  months 
in  the  stocks.  [Laughter],  Ho  hogged 
pardon,  he  meant  to  say  for  two  hours 
in  the  stocks— [il  laugh] — and  that  was 
quite  as  absurd  in  such  a  case  as  a 
sentence  of  two  months.  The  second 
case  was  that  of  Joseph  Ward  who  was 
fined  15s.  6d.,  or  two  hours  in  the  stocks, 
for  selling  one  farthing's  worth  of  apples 
and  two  farthing  candles.  The  third  case 
was  that  of  Edwin  Dyer,  who  was  fined, 
13«.  Qd,  or  two  hours  in  the  stocks,  for 
having  sold  some  chestnuts,  some  rock, 
and  a  cocoanut.  The  last  case  was  that  of 
William  Tyer,  who  was  fined  13*.  (yd,,  or 
two  hours  in  tho  stocks,  for  having  sold  a 
certain  sweet  (not  worth  Id.)  called  hull's- 
eye.  Appended  to  the  return  was  a  copy 
of  a  memorial,  signed  by  respectable  in- 
habitants in  the  neighbourhood  of  Gosport, 
against  the  enforcement  of  these  penalties. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home 
Department  must  be  awaro  that  apples, 
oranges,  newspapers,  and  many  other  things 
were  sold  in  the  streets  of  London  from 
morning  till  night  on  Sunday.  The  con- 
fectioners' and  the  tobacconists'  shops  wcro 
open  for  the  convenience  of  the  rich  on 
Sunday.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  know, 
whether,  the  Government  would  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  repeal  this  old  obsolete  Act  of  29 
Charles  II.,  or  so  to  amend  it  that  the  law 
should  bo  administered  equally  to  the  rich 
and  the  poor  throughout  tho  country. 

Mr.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT:  — 
Whenever  a  poor  man  was  subjected  to 
a  pecuniary  penalty,  it  necessarily  ap- 
peared to  be  a  hardship,  but  he  could  not 
say  that  in  the  four  cases  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  there 
was   auythiDg   improper  in  tho  conduct 
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either  of  the  police  who  had  brought  the  House,  and  it  is  my  intention  on  the  part 
matter  under  the  cognisance  of  the  magie-  of  the  Gorernment  to  introduce  them  at 
trates,  nor  did  he  observe  that  these,  in  the  earliest  opportunity, 
their  decision,  had  gone  in  any  respect  be- 
yond the  ordinary  administration  of  justice.  LAW   OF   LANDLORD  AND  TENANT 
Su£Scient  notice  of  the  question  had  not  (IRELAND).— QUESTION, 
been  given  to  enable  him  to  communicate  jj^     SCULLY    asked    the   Attorney 
with  the  magistrates  before    whom   this  General  for  Ireland  when  he  will  lay  bcfoi; 
transaction  took  place,  and  he  was  there-  ^y^^  ^^^^  ^5^  promised  Bill  or  BilU  to 
fore  unable  to  give  an  opinion  with  refer-  j^  ^^^^^  ^^^  j^^^^j  Landlord  and  Tenant 
ence  to  the  discretion  which  they  might  ;„  "ireland.  and  to  secure  compenaation  for 
have  exercised.     He  presumed,  however,  improvements  to  evicted  tenanta  « 
that   their   decision  was  not  pronounced  J^^    WHITESIDE  said,  he  promised 
with  the  object  of  punishing  any  particular  j^gt  Session  to  bring  in  a  Bill  relating  to 
poor  man.  but  with  a  view  to  the  observance  the  law  of  landlord  and  tenant  ia  Irelaiid 
of  the  law.  which    though  spoken  of  as  ^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  g^^^^  ^^  j^U  ^j^^  ^^ 
obsolete,  was  yet  the  law  of  the  land  J  and  BilU  which  he  had  introduced  relative  to 
.t  was  the  duty  of  al  persons  in  the  posi-  judgments  in  Ireland,  and  to  the  manage, 
tion  of  magistrates  to  see  that  '*  was  en-  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^    ^^^i^^^  appointedV 
forced.    With  regard  to  the  Question  tha  ^y^^  j^.^^  Court  of  Chancery.  ^  wm  lib 
had  been  put  to  him.  h.s  opinion  was  that  j^j^^^.^^  ^^.       4,,^            ^j   g^^  ^ 
solongastheActofCAarfe.  II  remained  ^^^^^  j,,^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^.^^    ^^^  ^ 
on  the  Statute-book  it  ought  to  be  uni-  [^^^^  g;,,    ^^^  ^j^  right  hon.  Frierfthe 
formly  and  evenly  observed      At  the  same  chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  prowMd 
tiiue,  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that  he  to  allow  him  to  introduce  the  two  Bill.  i» 
thought  It  was  obligatory  that  anybody  ^^^^j^^  ^„  ^^^   g^^^   Government  night 
selling  anything  on  the  Lord  s  day  should  ^^^^  ^,,^j^^  ^j^j^^  ^^^  g^^^j^  sUtemSrt 
immediately  be  dragged  up  before  a  jus-  ^j^^^y  ^  ^^^ 
tice — a  certain  amount  of  discretion   he 

understood  to  be  left  to  those  having  the  ^^  italT.-THE  BRITISH  COMOS. 

administration  of  the  law.     The  hon.  ijen-  STONERS 
tleman  having  put  a  question  to  him,  he 

might  in  return  ask  him  another.     As  he  address  fob  iNSTBUOTiOHa, 

was  clearly  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of  this  Mb.  T.  BUNCOMBE    moved   that  u 

law,  would  he  undertake  to  try  the  ques-  Address  be   presented   to  the  Crown  for 

tion  in  the  House  ?     Let  the  hon.  Gentle-  Copy  of  the  Instructions   given  to  6Mh 

man  test  the  sense  of  the  House  and  the  officer  sent  by  the  British  Goveroment  to 

country  on  the  subject,  and  he  would  pro-  the  head-quarters  of  the  armies  in  Italy,  of 

mise  to  give  to  his  proposition,  if  made,  Austria,    Sardinia,  and   France*  tog^tbor 

his  best  consideration.     He  would  only  say  with  any  Correspondence  that  has  paiood 

that  whatever  the  law  was,  it  ought,  in  his  between  the  Government  of  Bngland  aad 

opiuion,  to  be  uniformly  acted  on  through-  those  countries  relative  to  suoh  miouoa. 

out  the  country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  believed  it 

was  quite  unprecedented  on  the  part  of  a 

TRANSFER  OF  LAND.  country  that  was  neutral  to  send  an  ofi- 

QUESTiON.  cer  to  the  bead-quarters  of  the  armies  of 

Mb.  SCULLY  asked  the  Solicitor  Gene-  belligerent  nations  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
ral  whether  the  Bill  to  simplify  Title  to  taining  reports  of  what  was  going  on  theie. 
Landed  Estates,  and  the  Bill  to  establish  a  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  establishing  a 
Registry  of  Landed  Estates,  the  progress  sort  of  military  espionage  over  armies  witk 
of  which  was  interrupted  by  the  dissolution,  which  we  had  nothing  to  do*  and  witk 
are  among  those  measures  of  legal  and  whose  contests  wo  professed  to  ba?e  no- 
social  improvement  referred  to  in  the  thing  to  do.  If  these  oflSeers  were  Is 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  as  intended  on  report  to  the  Government,  and  the  eonatiy 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  be  again  had  to  pay  for  their  reports,  he  hoped*  at 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the  all  events,  that  the  information  thej  soni 
House  during  the  present  Session  ?  to  the  Government  would  be  laid  on  the 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  :    The  table  of  the  House  for  the  benefit  of  the 

Bills  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  country  at  large, 

are  quite  ready  for  introduction  into  the  The  Motion  was  agreed  fo. 

JUr.  Sotheran  Estcawrt 


BXBATE  BE8U1IED.    (SECOND  NIGHT). 

Order  read,  for  resaming  adjoarncd  De- 
bate on  Amendmeot  proposed  to  Question 
[7th  June], 

**TbMt  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler 
imettjt  to  eonyey  to  Her  Majesty  the  Thanks 
of  this  House  for  Her  Majest/s  Most  Gracious 
Spteoh  from  the  Throne.    *<  To,  Ac.  Iseep,  104]. 

And  which  Amendment  was,  at  the  end 
of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words — 

**  But  we  beg  humbly  to  submit  to  Her  Ma- 
jmitjf  that  it  is  essential  for  securing  satisfactory 
fimlts  to  our  deliberations,  and  for  facilitating 
the  disoharse  of  Iler  Majesty's  high  functions, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  should  possess 
the  eonfldence  of  this  House  and  of  the  Country  ; 
and  we  deem  it  our  duty  respectfully  to  represent 
to  Her  Majesty  that  such  oonfideooo  is  not  re- 
poasd  In  the  present  Adnsers  of  Her  Majesty." 

Qoestion  again  proposed,  *'  That  those 
woi^a  be  there  added. 

Debate  resumsd. 

11b.  Serjeant  DEASY  said,  he  was 
Bare  he  should  not  ask  in  vain  for  the 
kind  indulgence  of  the  House  while  he  laid 
before  them  the  reasons  which  he  thought 
ODght  to  influence  them  in  adopting  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire in  a  speech  which  gave  such  great 
promise  of  future  excellence.  At  the^out- 
set  he  most  congratulate  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer npon  the  admirable  state  of  discipline 
to  which  he  had  brought  his  Parliamentary 
forces.  Composed  as  they  were,  in  a  great 
measure,  of  what  might  be  called  raw  rc- 
ernits  recently  raised  in  the  country,  he 
thought  their  obedience  to  the  word  of 
oomroand  was  highly  creditable  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  powers  of  drill.  There 
conid  not  have  been  a  better  test  of  this 
than  what  occurred  last  Tuesday  night, 
for,  although  there  were  upon  the  benches 
opposite,  as  experience  in  the  Reform  de- 
bate had  shown,  gentlemen  representing 
counties — not  dumb,  bucolic  animals,  but 
gentlemen  gifted  with  powers  of  addressing 
the  House  with  great  effect,  and  willing 
also  to  use  those  powers — yet  such  was  the 
state  of  discipline  of  the  party  opposite, 
that,  in  obedience  to  the  wishes  of  their 
leader,  they  all  abstained  most  cautiously 
from  giving  expression  to  their  opinions; 
and  no  taunts,  no  arguments,  could  induce 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  to  break  the  spell 
whioh  had  been  thrown  around  them  by 
the  great  enchanter.  Now,  however  cre- 
ditable to  the  rank  and  file  of  the  minis- 

VOL.  CLIV.    [iHiaD  SEBiEs]. 
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THE  ABDBSSS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MA-  |  terial  party  that  discipline  was  he  did  not 
JESTX'S  SPEECH.— ABfENDMENT.  think  it  equally  creditable  to  their  leader. 

He  did  not  think  it  a  fair  manoeuvre 
even  in  parliamentary  warfare.  In  a  new 
House  of  Commons,  just  called  in  answer 
to  an  appeal  to  tho  country,  it  was  not 
consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the  House^ 
or  with  the  character  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  to  attempt  summarily  and 
speedily  to  force  a  precipitate  division.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  that  no  time  should  be  lost,  not  even 
an  unnecessary  hour,  in  giving  a  verdict 
of  the  House  in  answer  to  that  appeal ; 
but  he  did  think  that  neither  the  House 
nor  the  country  would  be  satisfied  by  a 
chance  majority  obtained  by  a  manoeuvre 
and  a  chance  surprise,  on  whichever  side 
it  might  be.  He  was  glad  that  the  ma- 
noeuvre had  been  defeated,  and  that  the 
surprise  had  failed;  and  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  decision  of  the  House,  whether 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  or  against, 
at  least  the  country  would  know  what  was 
the  real  opinion  of  the  House.  With  these 
preliminary  observations  he  would  aJdresi 
himself  to  the  question  which  was  the  sub- 
ject of  their  discussion,  and  he  wished  in 
tho  first  instance  to  allude — and  as  he  was 
the  representative  of  an  Irish  constituency 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  consider  him 
out  of  place  in  alluding  to  the  constitution 
and  conduct  of  the  Executive  GK)vernment 
of  Ireland  under  the  Earl  of  Derby.  When 
the  present  Government  was  placed  in 
power  he  entertained  serious  apprehensioni 
for  the  social  condition  of  Ireland,  arising 
from  their  advent  to  power.  He  feared  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  reviving  and  em- 
bittering those  social  differences  and  re- 
ligious asperities  which  were  so  much  to 
be  dreaded,  because  they  had  been  produc- 
tive of  so  much  mischief  in  Ireland.  In 
that  respect,  he  was  willing  to  admit  his 
anticipations  had  not  been  realized.  His 
countrymen  had  borne  the  change  with 
greater  equanimity  than  he  anticipated, 
lie  made  the  admission  most  frankly,  and 
he  was  glad  of  it.  He  could  assure  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  he  entertained  so 
great  an  abhorrence,  not  only  on  personal 
grounds,  but  on  account  of  the  effect  on 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  of  any  re- 
vival of  religious  feuds  in  Ireland,  that  he 
would  not  willingly  purchase  any  advan- 
tage, either  to  himself  or  to  the  party  to 
which  he  belonged,  at  so  serious  a  sacrifice. 
But  he  did  think  there  were  serious  objec- 
tions to  the  constitution  of  the  Executive 
Government  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  in  Ire- 
H  [Second  Night. 
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land.  His  Lordship  placed  in  the  highest 
offices  of  the  State  two  gentlemen,  eminent 
in  their  profession,  gentlemen  i  whohad 
obtained  for  themselves  great  dist  notion  in 
that  House — gentlemen  to  whose  eloquence 
he  had  ever  listened  with  great  pleasure, 
excepting  only  when  that  eloquence  was 
directed  against  himself,  and  of  whose 
success  he  had  himself  felt  proud — he 
meant  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  and  the  present  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  Unfortunately — he  meant  of 
course  not  the  slightest  disrepeot  to  those 
gentlemen,  never  having  had  a  personal 
difference  with  either — still  it  was  a  mis- 
fortune to  the  country  that  these  two 
gentlemen  should  have  been  placed  in  the 
ighest  position  in  Ireland.  They  had 
uniformly  distinguished  themselves  in  de- 
bates in  that  House  on  Maynooth  and  on 
other  topics,  by  expressions  of  opinions,  no 
doubt  sincerely  and  conscientiously  enter- 
tained, but  which  were  hostile  to  the  opinions 
of  the  majority  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
Ireland.  They  were  also  connected  with  a 
party  the  recollections  of  whose  rule  in  Ire- 
land were,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  not  agree- 
able in  that  country.  The  consequence 
had  been,  that  since  their  advent  to  office 
the  distribution  of  the  patronage  of  the 
Crown  had  assumed  an  exclusive  charac- 
ter. He  did  not  blame  them  for  that.  It 
was  natural  that,  being  placed  in  power, 
and  having  an  uncertain  tenure  of  it,  they 
should  wish  to  advance  the  interests  of 
their  party.  It  might  not  be  their  fault, 
but  it  was  their  misfortune  and  that  of  the 
country,  that  the  Executive  Government  in 
Ireland  should  be  so  constituted  as  to  re- 
gard with  jealousy  and  distrust,  and  to  be 
regarded  with  jealousy  and  distrust  by,  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Irish  people;  and  that 
those  who  constituted  the  majority  were 
excluded  from  all  patronage.  That  exclu- 
sion was  not  confined  to  the  patronage  of 
the  Crown ;  but,  unfortunately  for  the  Go- 
vernment and  for  the  country,  the  same 
system  of  exclusion  had  pervaded  even  the 
formation  of  juries  and  the  conduct  of  po- 
litical prosecutions  both  in  the  south  and 
north ;  for  whilst  in  Kerry  every  Roman 
Catholic  had  been  excluded,  in  Belfast 
every  Liberal  Protestant  had  been  ex- 
cluded, and  he  must  say  that  he  could 
not  regard  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  that  evening  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqoer 
and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  as  amounting  to  any- 
thing liko  a  promise  that  any  substaotjal 
Mr,  Serjeant  Deaiy 


measures  of  relief  were  contemplated  by 
the  Government.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
had  heard  with  reeret  the  statement  which 
had  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  that  the  Govern* 
ment  intended  to  propose  an  alteration  in 
the  system  of  national  education  in  Ireland 
in  order  to  make  it  conformable  with  the 
views  of  the  Church  Education  Society  in 
that  country.  For  these  reasons  he  should 
be  anxious  to  substitute  for  the  present 
Irish  Executive  one  that  would  not  govern 
by  and  through  and  for  a  minority,  but  by 
and  throuprh  and  for  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people.  Now,  this  subject  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  was  not  only  relevant  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  but  waa 
of  peculiar  importance  on  the  prea«iit  oe- 
casion.  Important  at  all  times,  it  derived 
paramount  importance  from  the  circam- 
stances  in  which  the  country  was  now 
placed.  We  were  now  in  deep  water,  and 
we  might  approach  the  region  of  storms. 
War  had  broken  out  in  Europe,  the  pro- 
gress and  termination  of  which  no  man 
could  foresee;  and  he  would  tell  all  par- 
ties. Liberals  and  Conservatives  alike,  that 
it  was  important  with  reference  t»  Impe- 
rial interests,  as  well  as  to  the  interests  of 
Ireland,  that  that  feeling  of  jealousy  and 
distrust  of  all  Governments  which  was  so 
deeply  implanted  in  the  Irish  mind  should 
be  removed  or  mitigated,  and  that  imme- 
diate measures  should  be  taken  for  its  re- 
moval ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  that 
jealousy  and  distrust  could  be  removed  or 
mitigated  until  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  ceased  to  be  the  rulers  of  Ireland. 
He  might  be  told  that  the  result  of  the 
Irish  elections  was  rather  at  variance  with 
the  statement  he  had  made,  but  he  con- 
fidently asserted  that  that  result  did  not 
represent  any  change  in  public  opinion  or 
public  feeling  in  Ireland.  He  admitted 
that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  Minis- 
terial gain  derived  from  the  late  dissolution 
had  come  from  Ireland ;  but  for  that  sue* 
cess  they  were  indebted  partly  to  the  ter- 
ritorial influence — he  did  not  speak  of  un- 
due influence,  but  of  the  power  naturally 
exercised  over  electors  unprotected  by  the 
ballot  and  dependent  upon  the  will  of  their 
landlords  for  the  possession  of  their  farms, 
and  on  the  possession  of  their  farms  for 
their  subsistence,  and  partly  to  the  feeling 
of  disappointment  created  by  hopes  nnfui- 
fiUed  and  expectations  unrealised  under  the 
Liberal  Governments  which  had  preeede4 
them  in  Ireland.  They  were  also  indebted 
for  it  to  gentlemen  who  differed  from  tfijem 
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upon  6f«ry  political  quMtion,  but  who, 
aavrHniosi,  uipportod  them  at  the  recent 
«leoliow«  He  waa  glad,  however,  to  hear 
the  OhaneeHor  of  the  Ezolieqaer  say  the 
olher  night  that  that  support  was  not  ob- 
tained as  the  result  of  any  compact  or  pro- 
Biiaea  of  favours  to  come ;  but  it  so  hap- 
pened that,  before  and  pending  the  late 
eleotiona,  statements  were  made  by  gen- 
tlenen  who  were  supposed  to  be  well  ac- 
fnainted  with  the  intentions,  and  to  be  in 
eommnnication  with  the  leading  Members 
of  the  OoTomment,  in  which  it  was  alleged 
tbftt  coneessions — and  large  concessions — 
were  oontemplated,  and  those  statements 
were  not  disavowed  until  after  the  returns 
had  been  made.  He  quite  agreed  that 
tliere  wai  no  reason  why  there  should  not 
be  Roman  Catholic  Conservatives  as  well 
as  Boman  Catholic  Liberals;  but  he  had 
observed  with  pain  that  at  many  of  the  re- 
eent  English  elections,  when  men  who  had 
always  been  the  champions  of  the  Catholic 
eanae  were  opposed  by  Conservatives,  the 
Tetes  of  the  Roman  Catholic  electors  had 
been  given  against  their  old  friends.  He 
did  not^  think  that  that  was  consistent  with 
gratitude,  policy,  or  justice,  nor  could  he 
admit  that  the  concessions  which  had  been 
made  liberally  and  frankly  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  War — who,  he  believed,  had  been 
actuated  solely  by  a  sense  of  justice  to  the 
Catholic  soldiers,  and  not  by  any  political 
motifes-— afforded  a  sufficient  reason  for 
forgetting  the  services,  long  tried,  unpur- 
chased,  and  unpurchaseable,  of  the  Libe- 
ral party.  There  were,  he  thought,  three 
grounds  upon  which  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  could  be  maintained  and  might 
be  justified.  They  were  asked  to  declare 
that  they  reposed  no  confidence  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers ;  and  in  answering  that 
question,  the  House  had  a  right  to  consider 
•—first,  their  political  antecedents  previous 
to  their  accession  to  power ;  secondly,  the 
soeeess  or  failure  of  their  legislative  mea- 
sures since  they  had  occupied  the  benches 
opposite  ;  and  thirdly,  their  administrative 
efficiency,  and  particularly  their  foreign 
policy.  With  respect  to  their  political 
antecedents,  he  did  not  mean  any  dis- 
paragement to  them  ;  but  he  must  say  that 
those  antecedents  were  not  such  as  were 
calculated  to  recommend  them  to  the  con- 
fidence of  a  Liberal  House  of  Commons. 
Their  whole  lives  had  been  spent  in  op- 
posing every  measure  which  originated  with 
the  Liberal  party,  and  which  had  been  suc- 
cessfully carried  by  that  party.  They  had 
hitherto  acted  as  the  party  of  resistance  ; 


and  it  would  have  been  better  for  their 
future  efficiency  and  for  the  cause  of  con- 
stitutional government  in  general,  if  they 
had  remembered  their  autecedenta  and 
never  abandoned  the  functions  of  the  party 
of  resistance  to  assume  the  functions  of  the 
party  of  progress.  With  regard  to  the 
success  or  failure  of  their  legislative  mea« 
sures,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  deprecated  the 
trial  of  the  Government  by  any  such  test 
as  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  their  failure  in  previous  Parliaments 
was  no  reason  for  refusing  them  confidenoe 
in  this.  Now,  that  was  an  argument  which 
he  could  well  understand  if  their  measures 
had  failed,  because  of  the  opposition  that 
had  been  offered  to  them  in  the  late  House 
of  Commons,  and  if  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  reintroduce  those  measures  into 
the  new  House  ;  but  if  that  failure  was 
to  be  ascribed  to  the  inherent  defects  of 
the  measures  themselves,  it  afforded  a  fair 
test  of  the  capacity  of  the  Government  and 
of  those  with  whom  the  measures  origi- 
nated. At  any  rate  he  should  apply  that 
test  to  them.  They  had  endeavoured  to 
introduce  three  important  Bills  in  the  last 
Parliament.  They  attempted  to  legislate 
on  the  Government  of  India,  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Church  Rate  question,  and  the 
representation  of  the  people.  Each  and 
all  of  the  great  measures  which  they  had 
introduced  had  been  signal  failures.  The 
India  Bill  was  received  with  derision  and 
did  not  go  to  a  second  reading  ;  the  Church 
Rates  Bill  was  displeasing  alike  to  Church- 
men and  Dissenters  ;  and  the  Reform  Bill 
was  as  universally  condemned  as  any  mea- 
sure ever  introduced  into  that  House  ex- 
cept their  Indian  Bill.  Except  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Treasury  Bench  no  one  de- 
fended it  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Macoulay).  What 
course  had  the  Government  pursued  with 
respect  to  that  question  ?  When  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House  they  adhered  to  the 
standard  of  the  borough  franchise  as  fixed 
by  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832.  Rather  than 
depart  from  that  they  sacrificed  the  ser- 
vices of  two  of  their  colleagues,  who  now 
sat  behind  them  in  honourable  retirement. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
hon.  Members  who  sat  below  the  gangway 
were  supporting  revolutionary  projects,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  whose  eloquence  they  all  re- 
cognized, and  whom  he  deeply  regretted 
that  they  should  not  hear  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  warned  those  who  supported 
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tho  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City,  that  the  principle 
for  which  they  contended  would  inevitably 
lead  to  the  abolition  of  small  boroughs  and 
pave  the  way  for  the  advent  of  democracy. 
The  Amendment  was  adopted,  and  against 
the  remonstrances  of  their  own  friends — of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge,  who  was  their 
colleague — of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
whom,  if  report  spoke  true,  they  desired 
for  a  colleague,  and  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  recently  contested  the  West 
Biding  of  Yorkshire — the  Ministers  re- 
commended a  dissolution  of  Parliament. 
The  result  of  that  dissolution  had  been  that 
they  had  gained  an  accession  to  their  num- 
bers of  30.  By  what  means  that  was  ob- 
tained he  did  not  inquire,  because  there 
were  no  materials — no  evidence  on  which 
to  decide.  That,  of  course,  was  a  matter 
yet  to  be  investigated.  He  would  not, 
therefore,  make  any  charge.  He  had  no 
evidence  against  them  of  having  exercised 
any  other  than  that  legitimate  influence 
which  all  Governments  were  in  the  habit 
of  using.  The  Liberals  in  that  House  now 
xnet,  he  admitted,  with  diminished  num- 
bers, though  he  hoped  not  with  diminished 
■trength.  *•  The  pressure  from  without" 
WAS  calculated  to  produce,  and  he  hoped 
had  produced,  greater  cohesion  within — a 
cohesion  not  obtained  by  any  sacrifice  of 
principle  above  or  below  the  gangway,  but 
by  mutual  concessions — yes,  by  such  mu- 
tual concessions  as  those  who  had  not 
sworn  to  the  words  of  any  one,  who  had 
not  bound  up  their  allegiance  with  any 
particular  leader, 

"  Nullius  addictus  jarare  in  verba  magistri," 
must  necessarily  make  in  order  to  secure 
combined  action  in  the  conduct  of  public 
business.  And  what  was  the  conduct  pur- 
sued by  the  Government  on  the  first  night 
of  the  Session,  after  a  vote  of  want  of  con- 
fidence had  been  proposed  by  the  Liberal 
majority  of  the  House  ?  They  said,  first 
vaguely  through  the  lips  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Mover  of  the  Address,  and  then 
more  explicitly  through  the  lips  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  they 
were  prepared  in  a  future  Session  to  adopt 
that  very  principle  of  the  reduction  of  the 
borough  franchise  which  they  had  pre- 
viously described  as  revolutionary  and  stig- 
matized as  paving  the  way  for  democracy. 
Why  was  not  that  announcement  made 
before,  and  why  was  it  made  now  ?  It  was 
not  made  before  simply  to  admit  of  their 
Jfr.  Serjeant  Deasy 


candidates  presenting  themselves  at  the 
hustings  with  some  pretence  to  the  charac- 
ter as  well  as  to  the  name  of  Conservatives. 
It  was  made  now  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing, if  possible,  some  few  stray  votes.  In 
one  instance,  he  hoped  a  solitary  one — 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Southampton  (Mr.  Digby  Seymour) — this 
declaration  had  obtained  a  vote  ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  example  would  be 
followed  by  many.  He  hoped  and  trusted 
that  it  would  not.  He  would,  however, 
appeal  to  the  gentlemen  of  England  whe- 
ther this  was  conduct  of  which  they  could 
approve,  and  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  and  his  colleagues  he  might  ad- 
dress the  question  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  once  addressed  to  an 
eminent  statesman  when  seated  on  the 
Treasury  Bench :  '*  You  call  youraelvei 
Conservatives  ?  Conservative  of  what  ?" 
They  were  certainly  not  Conservative  of  our 
Parliamentary  constitution,  because  they 
proposed  to  destroy,  or  so  greatly  to  en- 
large the  basis  of  that  constitution.  Such, 
then,  had  been  the  course  of  their  domestic 
legislation.  With  regard  to  their  foreign 
policy,  when  last  Parliament  met,  peace, 
though  precarious,  had  not  been  broken  ; 
the  Government  presented  themselves  in 
the  character  of  mediators,  and  they  told 
the  House  and  the  country  that  upon  their 
continuance  in  office  depended  the  pre- 
servation of  peace  in  E  urope.  They  warned 
the  House  against  any  change  of  Govern^ 
ment,  lest,  thereby,  tranquillity  might  be 
endangered,  and  they  said  that  negotia- 
tions were  pending  by  which  they  hoped 
to  ensure  the  continuance  of  tranquillity. 
That  that  prediction  had  not  been  verified 
was  proved  by  the  event.  The  danger 
they  had  warned  the  House  of  had  occur- 
red. War  had  broken  out ;  one  fair  por- 
tion of  Europe  was  already  desolated  by  its 
horrors  ;  and  no  one  could  say  where  or 
when  it  would  terminate.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that  failure  did 
not  necessarily  imply  incompetency,  and  he 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  also  said,  and  he  was  right,  that  the 
House  had  not  as  yet  before  them  all 
the  particulars  of  the  negotiations  which 
had  eventuated  in  so  unfortunate  a  result. 
It  was  true  that  the  House  had  not  the 
papers  before  them  which  would  enable 
them  to  judge  of  the  conduct  of  these 
negotiations  ;  but  surely  those  who  read 
the  public  prints  had  seen  quite  enough  to 
enable  them  to  form  some  opinion  upon  the 
subject.     They  bad  seen  in  the  affair  of 
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the  CharUi  et  Oearges,  in  the  sudden 
abandonment  of  the  propositions  for  me- 
diation submitted  through  Lord  Cowley  to 
llie  French  and  Austrian  Emperors,  and 
the  equally  sudden  adoption  of  the  Russian 
proposal  for  a  Congress,  to  which  was  im- 
mediatelj  ascribable  the  breaking  out  of 
hostilities,  that  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
trj  would  not  bo  materially  prejudiced  by 
the  removal  of  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury 
firom  the  Foreign  Office.  With  respect  to 
theotherdepartments,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  discharged 
their  duties  with  great  zeal,  efficiency,  and 
anxiety  to  promote  the  public  service  ;  but 
it  was  no  disparagement  to  them  to  say 
that  their  continuance  in  those  offices  was 
not  indispensable  to  the  public  interest. 
Thej  had  also  discharged  their  duties  with 
great  courtesy  ;  but  he  trusted  that  there 
were  to  be  found  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
ride  of  the  House  hon.  Gentlemen  of  equal 
ability  and  zeal,  who  could  discharge  their 
duties  with  equal  efficiency  and  courtesy. 
The  question  had  been  asked  what  were 
the  consequences  to  result  from  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment,  and  the  Liberal 
party  had  been  taunted  with  their  disscn- 
rions  ;  but  that  was  a  taunt  which  he 
thought  might  be  retorted  upon  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  Did  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  India  (Lord  Stanley)  agree 
on  all  important  political  subjects  even  with 
his  colleagues  in  the  Cabinet?  In  the  last 
Parliament  they  had  a  remarkable  proof 
that  he  did  not,  when  a  measure  relating 
to  church  rates  was  before  the  House.  Was 
there  no  diversity  of  opinion  between  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  many  of  those  who  sat  behind 
him?  Take  the  two  hon.  Members  for 
North  Warwickshire  for  instance.  Was 
there  a  perfect  coincidence  of  opinion  on 
OTory  important  question  between  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  and  them  ?  Of  course 
there  were  diversities  of  opinion  among  the 
Liberals,  as  there  must  always  be  among 
gentlemen  who  were  not  bound  by  alle- 
giance to  a  master,  but  were  attached  to  a 
cause.  For  his  own  part  he  could  see  no 
reason  why,  if  the  present  Government  were 
displaced,  as  he  hoped  they  would  be,  a 
Oovernment  more  strong,  efficient,  and 
durable — more  respected  by  foreign  powers, 
not  so  much  affected  with  Austrian  sym- 
pathies, equally  anxious,  and  more  able  to 
-preserve  that  neutrality  which  all  so  much 
desired,  should  not  be  the  result  of  the 
change.  He  was  sure  there  were  abundant 
materials  for  such  a  Government  both  above 


and  below  the  gangway,  and  he  believed 
that  those  noble  Lords  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  incur  a  serious  responsibility 
if,  after  having  proposed  this  Amendment 
and  carried  it,  they  failed  to  present  to  the 
country  such  a  Government  as  he  had  re- 
ferred to.  On  the  other  hand  he  might 
ask  what  would  be  the  consequences  of 
failure.  If  the  Government  won  they  would 
be  indebted  for  it  to  the  votes  of  stragglers 
from  the  Liberal  side — Gentlemen  who  dif- 
fered from  them  on  all  political  questions. 
Now,  was  that  a  satisfactory  state  of  things? 
Was  a  Government  which  at  the  very  out- 
set of  a  new  Parliament  was  only  able  to 
protect  itself  from  censure,  if  it  did  pro- 
tect itself,  by  a  nominal  majority,  fit  to  in- 
spire respect  at  home,  or  add  weight  to  its 
suggestions  abroad  ?  Was  it  likely  to  have 
weight  in  the  Councils  of  Europe  or  to 
preserve  to  us  the  blessings  of  peace  ? 
Suppose  that  it  was  able  to  drag  on  a  pre- 
carious and  feeble  existence  to  the  close  of 
the  present  Session — a  very  extreme  sup- 
position—  was  the  House  satisfied  to  en- 
trust in  the  hands  of  such  men  those  ne- 
gotiations for  peace  which  would  probably 
be  opened  up  during  the  recess  ?  He  con- 
fessed, for  his  part,  that  he  saw  no  course 
out  of  the  difficulties  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  involved  the  country  by  their  un- 
warrantable dissolution,  except  by  agreeing 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord.  If  it 
failed,  though  he  did  not  anticipate  failure, 
he  believed  that  even  then  the  existence  of 
the  present  Government  would  not  be  of  long 
duration.  He  would  address  the  Liberal 
party  in  the  words  of   the  Roman  poet — 

'*  Opassigraviora;  dabitDeus  his  quoque  finem." 
But  whatever  the  consequences  might  be 
the  issue  to  him  was  clear  and  plain.  They 
had  given  the  Government  every  advantage 
in  the  attack,  with  every  disadvantage  to 
themselves.  In  military  language  they  had 
committed  themselves  to  an  assault  on  a 
strong  and  fortified  position;  to  use  a  legal 
phrase,  they  had  taken  upon  themselves 
the  onus  of  proof.  The  Government  mif»ht 
bo  satis6ed  in  this  case  with  a  verdict  of 
not  proven.  The  Liberals  must  obtain  a 
verdict  of  condemnation,  or  they  did  no- 
thing. He  therefore  asked  the  House  to 
register  the  decision  of  the  country.  There 
must  now  bo  no  mistake  on  the  matter. 
The  question  was  one  of  confidence  or  no 
confidence  in  the  Earl  of  Derby.  In  such  a 
case  every  hon.  Gentleman  must,  of  course, 
decide  for  himself.  With  regard  to  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  him  (Irish  Members 

below  the  gangway),  he  had  no  doubt  that 
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those  of  them  who  meant  to  support  the 
Grovernmeot  were  actuated  by  a  sense  of 
public  duty  alone.  But,  for  himself,  his 
duty  was  plain.  From  the  first  he  had 
entertained  no  confidence  in  the  Earl  of 
Derby  ;  and,  believing  that  it  was  for  the 
interest  of  his  own  country  and  of  the  em- 
pire  at  large  that  his  rule  should  cease, 
and  that  the  reins  of  Government  should 
fSail  into  other  hands,  he  had  no  alternative 
bnt  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Colonel  DICKSON  said,  it  was  with 
DO  ordinary  difiidence  that  he  ventured  to 
throw  himself  upon  the  indulgence  of  the 
House — a  diffidence  which  arose  from  his 
total  inexperience  of  Parliamentary  usages. 
But  he  felt  that  he  would  be  guilty  of  a 
reat  neglect  of  duty  if  he  allowed  that  in- 
experience to  interfere  with  the  expression 
of  his  conscientious  opinions.  It  had  been 
made  matter  of  reproach  to  that,  the  Mi- 
nisterial side  of  the  House,  that  they  had, 
on  the  former  evening,  allowed  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  to  monopolize  the 
whole  of  the  discussion.  They  had  been 
taunted  with  being  unable,  or  unwilling,  to 
explain  their  reasons  for  sitting  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  Though,  as  a  new 
Member,  he  might  be  supposed  not  the 
best  fitted  to  reply,  and  therefore  might 
not  feel  himself  individually  bound  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  debate,  he  was  unwilling  to 
decline  the  challenge  which  had  been 
thrown  out.  The  frank  admission  of  the 
noble  Lord,  who  moved  the  Amendment, 
left  no  doubt  that  this  was  decidedly  a 
party  move.  He  had  no  wish  to  assume 
the  authority  to  lay  down  any  standard  as 
to  the  principles  which  ought  to  charac- 
terise the  debates  of  the  House,  but  he 
felt  that  even  a  party  move  ought  to  have 
some  grounds  of  sense  and  show  of  reason 
on  which  to  found  it.  Now,  he  had  watch- 
ed the  whole  of  this  debate  ;  and  though 
the  party  opposite  had  had  the  sole  occu- 
pation of  the  battle-field,  he  had  not  heard 
a  single  argument  that  went  to  prove  the 
justice  of  the  Motion.  He  would  not  allude 
to  what  took  place  in  former  Parliaments. 
It  was  not  for  him  to  defend  the  policy  or 
the  acts  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers — it 
was  not  for  him  to  defend  men  who  were 
BO  much  better  able  to  defend  themselves  ; 
but  he  must  be  allowed  to  express  the  be- 
lief that  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  was 
the  only  constitutional  course  which,  under 
the  circumstances  they  could  iMwe*  pursoed. 
He  believed  they  had  taken  tlm  straight^ 
forward  line  of  policy  in  refotiog  to  carry 
Mr.  Sefj^nt  Deasy 


on  the  Government  as  the  ebedient  slaTCs 
of  an  opposing  majority.  He  befiered 
they  had  acted  constitutionally  m  advising^ 
Her  Majesty  to  appeal  to  the  ceuntnr  to 
send  to  her  assistance  sneh  a  body  or  re- 
presentatives as  would  enable  one  party  or 
:  another  to  rule  with  authority.  And  now 
ithat  the  House  had  met  it  it^as  therr 
bounden  duty  not  to  impede  the  course  of 
legislation,  but  to  give  the  Government  a 
fair  chance  of  unfolding  and  carrying  the 
measures  they  thought  beneficial  for  the 
nation.  There  was  one  thing  above  all 
others  of  which  they  were  bound  to  take 
care — that  if  by  their  decision  they  now 
declared  that  the  present  Government  were 
not  to  retain  the  reins  of  office,  they  should 
be  prepared  with  a  strong  Government  to 
take  their  places.  Now,  he  would  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  look  round  on  the  other 
side  and  ask  themselves  where  that  Go- 
vernment was  to  come  from.  It  was 
now  said  that  the  diversities  which  they 
all  knew  to  have  existed  on  the  other  side 
had  been  arranged,  while  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  taunted  with  having  lately 
lost  two  of  their  ablest  colleagues.  Well, 
he  regretted  that ;  but  when  he  contrasted 
this  honourable,  though  painful,  conduct 
with  these  arrangements  of  differences  in 
prospect  of  office  on  the  other  side,  he 
could  only  say  that  it  was  not  on  his  side, 
at  any  rate,  that  men  consented  to  stifle 
their  principles  for  the  sake  of  place.  The 
two  noble  Lords  opposite  were,  it  was  said, 
ready  to  act  together.  It  would  ill  become 
him  to  speak  with  any  but  feelings  of  the 
most  profound  respect  of  those  two  noble 
Lords,  but  he  might  ask,  were  the  antece- 
dents of  one  of  them — tlie  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Tiverton  (Viscount  Palmenlton) 
— such  as  to  lead  them  to  believe  him  gifted 
with  that  combination  of  energy,  discretiopi 
and  consideration  for  the  feelings  of  foreign 
powers  which  would  enable  him  to  preserve 
that  strict  neutrality  which  the  country  so 
much  desired  ?  With  regard  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London,  he  might 
aak  whether  that  noble  Lord  would  take 
up  as  his  ground  of  action  the  brdad  basis 
of  the  English  constitution,  and  on  thoie 
principles  which  he  had  always  adyocilted  ; 
or  whether  he  would  extend  the  hand  of 
friendship  to  men  whom  he  knew  to  enter- 
tain opinions  that,  however  honourably  and 
conscientiously  they  held  them,  were  op^- 
posed  to  the  feelings  of  the  lafj^  AaJoriVj' 
I  of  the  House  and  country  f  He  itiam 
'now  for  a  moment  refer  to  the  ^eitiMf  of 
|that  support  which  it  WAs  ttoiA  vMXiSt  <t 
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against  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
MeAbera  thai  they  were  about  to  give  to 
the  MinistefB.  It  could  not  be  said  of  him 
that  ht  ittk  attached  to  any  hierarchy,  but 
ht  felt  unbounded  pride  in  the  thought  that 
wlnto  be  itood  there  as  a  sincere  Protestant , 
and  one  who,  as  was  known  to  all  who 
kn6#  him,  was  incapable  of  sacrificing  his 
prlncipleB  to  his  interests,  yet  he  stood  in 
that  House  as  the  representative  and 
ehampion  of  a  great  Catholic  constituency. 
He  denred  most  emphatically  that  the 
Catholica  demanded  any  illegitimate  pre- 
jMmderanCe  whatever—he  hurled  back  with 
aeofn  the  impntation  that  they  were  pre- 

C;red  to  make  their  religion  a  matter  of 
iTj^m  and  sale.  If,  then,  hon.  Members 
Oppoaite  wished  to  know  why  it  was  that 
w  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  had  sup- 

Sarted  the  Government  in  the  late  elections 
d  woulcl  answet,  it  was  because,  disgusted 
#!tli  the  treachery  of  which  they  had  been 
dttde  the  victims  by  other  parties,  they 
bad  madd  up  their  minds  to  give  a  fair 
trial  and  an  honourable  support  to  men 
nUktit  they  believed,  would  give  them  that 
aabstantial  justice  and  due  consideration  to 
which  they  were  fully  entitled  as  an  im- 
portant clement  in  the  country.  He  would 
appeal  to  the  Iri^h  Members  of  Parliament 
—those  men  who  had  not  always  received 
doe  credit  for  their  conduct — men  whose 
talents  had  not  always  met  in  that  House 
with  that  consideration  which  they  deserved 
—men  who.  though  they  were  opposed  to 
him  on  many  points,  yet  he  believed  had 
conscientiously  devoted  themselves  to  the 
welfare  of  their  common  country — he  would 
ask  them  had  they  forgotten  the  treatment 
they  received  from  other  hands,  and  re- 
membering how  they  had  been  alternately 
coaxed  and  insulted  and  on  almost  every 
occasion  cajoled,  were  they  prepared  to  see 
their  country  again  made  the  tool  of  fac- 
tion and  the  mere  shuttlecock  for  place  ? 
Let  them  give  the  present  Government  a 
fair  trial ;  and  if  on  that  trial  they  were 
fourtd  wanting  he  would  be  among  the  first 
te  join  with  them  in  an  attempt  to  remove 
them  fr6m  o£Sce.  But  until  that  were 
proted,  he  asked  his  countrymen  to  join 
with  him  in  giving  a  cordial  support  to  men 
Whd,  as  he  conscientiously  believed,  were 
prepared  to  maintain  our  due  influence  in 
the  councils  of  Europe  and  uphold  the 
integrity  of  this  great  empire. 
'  Mb.  grant  duff  said,  that  of  the 
many  weak  points  which  th^  position  of  the 
Government  presented,  he  would  select 
only  one — the    extraordinary   incapacity. 


not  to  use  a  stronger  term,  which  had  been 
shown  in  the  conduct  of  our  foreign  rela- 
tions.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved 
the  Addresr*  had  observed  that  the  feeling 
of  the  country  in  favour  of  neutrality  had 
been  so  unequivocally  declared  that  it  waa 
impossible  to  withstand  it.  Was  this  quite 
true  ?  Were  the  days  of  English  statto- 
manship  so  completely  gone  by,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  were  to  he  now  and 
henceforward  nothing  more  than  the  middle*^ 
men  who  transmitted  the  commands  ef 
popular  opinion,  as  proclaimed  through  the 
daily  prees,  td  the  clerks  in  the  public 
offices*  It  WduM,  he  conceived,  be  ad- 
mitted on  ail  hands  that  the  one  object  <A 
every  Englishman  who  ittfcrested  himself 
in  contemporary  polities,  from  the  first  of 
January  in  thie  year  to  the  day  when  it 
was  announce  that  th6  Austrrans  hid 
crossed  the  Ticin6,  was  to  preserve,  by 
every  possible  means,  the  peace  of  Europe ; 
but  was  it  so  certain  that  this  could  be 
best  effected  by  a  prematdre  declaration 
of  absolute  neutrality  ?  What  if  Lord 
MatmeEfbury  had  tried  the  effect  of  a  little 
moral  pressure  upon  Austria?  Would 
Russia  have  been  unwilling  te  assist  in 
squeezing  the  interesting  patient  ?  Would 
Prussia,  after  a  little  bluster,  have  been  M 
very  Sorry  to  see  her  nearest  and  bitterest 
enemy  stripped  of  her  Italian  possessions  ? 
He  said  that  he  knew  some  one  would  tell 
him  that  this  Was  impossible.  Even  new 
they  would  say  the  feeling  in  Germany  la 
all  but  unconti'ollable.  The  Various  Go- 
vernments can  hardly  prevent  the  whole 
fatherland  rushing  across  the  Rhine.  All 
this  story  of  German  enthusiasm  was  full 
of  wild  exaggeration.  True  it  was  that  the 
Aug^hurg  Gazette  published  frantic  articles 
against  France,  and  the  Augsburg  Oct- 
zette  is  called  The  Times  of  Germany;  but 
names  often  Remain  in  thid  Wotid  Wheil 
realities  have  passed  a  Way,  and  the  Auge- 
burg  Gazette  was  net  new  a  fair  exponent 
of  German  opinion.  The  Augsbutg  Oct* 
zette  was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  an 
Austrian  paper,  although  published  in 
Bavaria.  The  great  majority  of  its  sub- 
scribers lived  in  Austria,  and  it  was  obliged 
to  write  so  as  to  be  acceptable  to  the 
Austrian  censorship.  Any  one  who  wished 
to  know  the  real  state  of  feeling  in  Ger* 
many  should  consult  the  Cologne  Gazette, 
which  was  nOw  by  far  the  most  influential 
German  newspaper.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  copy  of  that  paper,  of  date  June  5th. 
In  it  he  found  an  article  in  which  the 
editor,   after    quoting  at    length   the  re« 
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cent  leader  in  The  Times,  which  de- 
scribed in  such  strong  language  the  feel- 
ing of  Germany,  went  on  to  state  that 
we  in  England  were  altogether  mistaken 
about  the  state  of  things  beyond  the 
Ehine  ;  that  in  truth  such  excitement  as 
there  was,  was  the  result  partly  of  philo- 
Austrian  intrigues,  and  partly  of  an  in- 
vasion panic,  similar  to  those  with  which 
we  in  England  are  often  visited,  and  one  of 
which,  it  is  amusing  to  learn,  is  now  raging 
in  the  north  of  France,  where,  it  appears, 
they  expect  a  visit  from  our  Guards  and 
Militia.  He  would  read  an  extract  from 
a  leading  article  of  the  National  OazeUe  of 
Berlin,  which  had  just  reached  him.  It 
was  in  these  words  : — 

''We  must  admit  that,  while  no  power  beyond 
the  limits  of  Germany  has  given  us  the  smallest 
cause  of  offence,  the  behaviour  of  Austria  and  of 
some  of  the  smaller  German  States  is  a  tissue  of 
indiscretions." 

The  German  States  principally  alluded  to 
were,  he  believed,  Bavaria  and  Hanover. 
The  Austrian  sympathies  of  Bavaria  were 
of  course  easily  accounted  for.  Bavaria 
was  a  Catholic  country,  and  the  clergy 
there  very  erroneously,  as  he  conceived, 
imagined  that  the  maintenance  of  the  status 
quo  in  Italy  was  essential  to  the  Roman 
Church.  When,  however,  people  spoke  of 
Germany,  they  generally  thought  of  Pro- 
testant Germany.  Hanover,  indeed,  was 
a  Protestant  country,  but,  for  the  Austrian 
sympathies  of  Hanover,  there  were  special 
reasons  ;  an  exceptionally  large  amount  of 
Austrian  securities  was  held  in  that  coun- 
try, and  most  of  the  Hanoverian  families 
of  consideration  had  relatives  in  the  Aus- 
trian service.  He  would  venture  to  say, 
that  the  only  organ  of  public  opinion  of 
much  repute  in  Germany,  which  held 
strongly  Austrian  views,  was  the  notorious 
Kreuz  Zeitung,  and  those  who  remembered 
the  part  which  that  journal  took  during 
the  Russian  war,  knew  to  what  section  of 
politicians  it  belonged,  and  would  care  little 
for  its  opinion.  When,  then,  the  feeling 
of  Germany  was  such  as  he  had  described, 
when  Russia  stood  affected  as  she  does 
stand  affected,  would  it,  he  again  asked, 
have  been  so  very  impossible  to  have  ex- 
ercised some  moral  pressure,  and  to  have 
forced  her  to  abandon  so  much  of  her  pre- 
tensions in  Italy  as  to  have  prevented  a 
war?  "  Oh!  but,"  he  was  told,  "this 
would  have  been  playing  the  game  of 
French  ambition. "  Would  it  indeed  ?  The 
Government  well  knew  that  it  was  not  from 
motives  of  mere  ambition  that  the  French 
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Emperor  entered  Italy.  He  did  not  stand 
there  to  defend  the  Emperor  ;  far,  indeed, 
from  that;  he  did  not  pretend,  for  a 
moment,  that  the  campaign  was  commenced 
from  any  high  motives,  but  the  Government 
knew  well  the  sequence  of  events ;  they 
remembered  the  state  into  which  the  Em- 
peror had  been  thrown  by  the  Orsini  at- 
tempt ;  they  knew  that,  for  a  time,  he  had 
been  perfectly  unmanned  ;  they  knew  that 
soon  after  that  period  the  picking  of  a 
quarrel  with  Austria  had  positively  been 
determined  on,  unless  some  great  and  tan- 
gible advantage  could  be  gained  for  Italian 
freedom.  From  the  1st  of  January  on- 
wards, well-informed  foreigners  in  London 
had  continually  asserted  that  war  was 
merely  a  question  of  time  if  Austria  did 
not  yield  to  diplomacy.  The  war  had  now 
commenced,  but  he  fully  believed  that, 
whatever  circumstances  might  force  him 
to,  the  present  intentions  of  the  Emperor 
towards  Italy  were  tolerably  honest.  The 
same  pressure  from  the  Carbonari,  or  their 
representatives,  which  compelled  an  inter- 
vention, would  insure  that.  Why,  then, 
when  the  Government  knew  all  this,  did 
they  declare  so  unnecessarily  early  for  the 
absolute  neutrality  of  England  ?  They  did 
so  for  the  same  reason  which  has  actuated 
almost  the  whole  of  their  conduct  since 
they  came  into  power.  They  have  been 
guided,  not  by  what  they  thought  right, 
but  by  what  they  thought  temporarily  ex- 
pedient. They  feared  that  if  they  did  not 
immediately,  in  obedience  to  the  cry  of  the 
hour,  announce  an  absolute  neutrality,  that 
they  might  give  us,  who  sit  on  this  side, 
some  party  advantage,  and  so  they  sacrificed 
the  substance  of  peace  to  its  shadow,  and 
preserved  at  best,  for  a  little  time,  the  base 
tenure  of  the  offices,  instead  of  conferring 
upon  Europe  a  great  and  bloodless  benefit. 
Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  :  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  (Vis- 
count Palmerston)  made  a  complaint  the 
other  night  that,  as  he  said,  we  had  left 
all  the  argument  to  the  other  side,  and 
that  it  rested  with  the  unsupported  speech 
of  my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  vindicate  the  policy  of 
the  Government.  It  is  true,  that  after 
the  able  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Amendment,  the  debate  was 
continued  principally  from  the  opposite 
benches  in  somewhat  desultory* speeches ; 
but  I  appeal  to  all  who  heard  the  debate 
of  that  evening  whether,  though  the  pre- 
ponderance of  numbers  might  rest  with 
hun.  Gentlemen  opposite,  victory  and  sue- 
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eess  did  DOt  rest  with  my  right  hon.  Friend? 
Indeed,  the  nohle  Lord  seemed  to  be  of 
that  opinion  himself,  when,  in  a  debate 
of  this  importance,  on  the  very  first  night 
he  felt  constrained  himself  to  enter  the 
lists  to  restore  the  unequal  fight,  and  to 
inspirit  again  the  flagging  courage  of  his 
party.  The  noble  Lord  took  up  a  position 
which  has  been  followed  by  nearly  all  the 
speakers  on  the  other  side  —  that  this 
House  of  Commons  ought  to  refuse  Its 
confidence  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
on  the  ground  of  their  failure  both  in  do- 
mestic legislation  and  in  the  administra- 
tion of  our  foreign  relations.  With  re- 
ference to  the  first  point,  the  noble  Lord 
said  that  through  the  whole  course  of  the 
past  Session  we  had  found  ourselves  un- 
able to  carry  those  measures  which  we  con- 
sidered desirable  for  the  public  service, 
and  unable  to  carry  out,  as  a  Government, 
those  opinions  which  he  had  expressed  in 
Opposition.  But  the  noble  Lord  may  be 
reminded  that  a  failure  to  carry  measures, 
thought  to  be  necessary  to  the  welfare  of 
the  country,  is  not  incidental  to  the  career 
of  the  present  Government  only.  The 
noble  Lord  may  be  reminded  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  attempted  to  settle 
the  question  of  church  rates  and  failed, 
that  question  had  also  been  unsuccessfully 
treated  by  our  predecessors.  The  noble 
Lord  has  been  reminded,  that  if  we  were 
unsuccessful  in  our  measure  of  Reform, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
has  been  twice  in  the  same  predicament. 
And  although  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Palmerston)  himself  is  not  open  to  the 
same  remark,  he  is  not  open  to  it  solely 
upon  this  account,  that  although  he  pro- 
mised to  the  House  a  measure  of  Reform, 
he  was  not  able  to  redeem  that  promise. 
But  we  are  told,  too,  that  we  were  not 
able  to  carry  our  first  India  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord,  however,  was  also  in  the  same 
position.  Night  after  night  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Lord  appeared  to  no  purpose 
upon  the  notice  paper,  and  if  I  recollect 
rightly  the  history  of  the  India  Bill  which 
was  actually  carried,  some  of  its  most  im- 
portant provisions  were  stoutly  and  stiffly 
Dot  unsuccessfully  combated  by  the  noble 
Lord.  But  it  appears  to  me,  that  looking 
at  the  origin  of  the  present  Government, 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  is  rather 
distinguished  for  its  ingenuity  than  its 
weight.  Under  what  circumstances  did 
the  Government  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  come 
into  office?  They  came  into  office  be- 
cause,  not  more  by  the  vote  of  this  House 


than  by  the  unanimous  and  indignant  de- 
cision of  the  whole  people  of  England,  the 
noble  Lord  was  expelled  from  power.  The 
Earl  of  Derby  was  compelled,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  take  upon  himself  the 
responsibilities  of  office,  knowing  that  he 
was  not  supported  by  a  majority  in  this 
House,  because  in  the  position  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Tiverton 
placed  tho  affairs  of  this  country,  no 
other  administration  seemed  at  the  time 
to  be  possible.  And  the  argument  of 
the  noble  Lord  comes  to  this,  that,  be- 
cause in  the  last  Session  the  Earl  of 
Derby  had,  in  obedience  to  the  commands 
of  the  Sovereign,  undertaken  to  form  a 
Government  which  did  not  possess  the  con- 
fidence of  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  is  the  duty  of  this  House  also 
to  refuse  to  us  its  confidence.  But  the  noble 
Lord  says,  further,  that  we  are  not  entitled 
to  the  confidence  of  this  House,  because  we 
have  not  been  able  to  carry  into  effect  in 
office  the  opinions  which  we  expressed  in 
Opposition.  Now,  I  beg  to  point  out  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  application  of  which 
that  argument  is  capable.  We  are  told 
that  if  this  Amendment  should  be  carried 
a  Government  is  to  be  formed  upon  a  wide 
basis.  It  is  to  embrace,  I  will  not  say  all 
sections  of  the  Liberal  party,  because, 
although  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
Amendment  savs  that  the  various  sections 
of  that  party  differ  only  upon  details,  and 
not  upon  principles,  I  venture  to  state  that 
I  see  upon  the  Opposition  benches  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  differ  more  widely  in 
opinion  from  the  noble  Lord  than  the  noble 
Lord  differs  from  the  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  But  we  are  told  that 
the  new 'Government  is  to  be  formed  upon 
the  principle  of  mutual  concession.  Now 
I  think  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  have  a  right  to  know  by  whom 
those  concessions  have  been  made,  to  whom 
they  have  been  made,  and  what  is  their 
general  character.  I  would  ask  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  who  did  such  good 
service  to  the  Conservative  cause  during 
the  last  autumn  and  winter  by  going  about 
from  town  to  town  and  propounding  schemes 
that  startled  and  alarmed  tho  whole  country 
— I  would  ask  whether  in  this  new  coalition 
that  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  carry  into  effect 
in  office  the  opinions  which  he  expressed  in 
Opposition  ?  Of  this  at  least  I  am  sure, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  will  not  extend  their  confidence  to 
any  Government  that  may  be  formed— 
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supposinf^  this  Amendment  should  be  car- 
ried— unless  it  be  distinctly  understood 
what  are  the  terms  on  which  that  Govern- 
ment is  to  be  constituted,  who  are  to  make 
the  concessions  that  are  to  precede  its 
formation,  and  whet  are  the  principles  by 
which  the  policy  of  the  future  Cabinet  is  to 
be  guided.  But  leaving  to  those  who  may 
follow  me  that  part  of  the  subject  which 
relates  to  our  domestic  affairs,  I  shall  now 
venture  to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  that  wc 
are  not  entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons  on  account  of  our 
management  of  the  foreign  relations  of 
this  country.  The  noble  Lord  has  put  his 
accusation  against  us  upon  this  point  in 
two  points  of  view.  He  says  first,  that  he 
finds  fault  with  our  administration  of  foreign 
affairs  because  we  have  not  prevented  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities  in  Italy  ;  and  he 
says  next,  that  we  do  not  deserve  the  con- 
fidence of  this  House,  because  he  believes 
that  our  declaration  of  neutrolity  is  not 
sincere,  and  that  we  are,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork 
county  (Mr.  Serjeant  Deasy)  declared,  in- 
spired by  Austrian  sentiments.  Now,  with 
reference  to  the  first  point,  I  could  under- 
stand an  accusation  being  hurled  against  us 
to  the  effect  that  we  had  not  interfered  at 
the  right  time,  that  wc  had  not  interfered 
in  the  right  mnnner,  that  we  had  not  shown 
ourselves  sufBcienily  energetic,  and  that 
we  had  not  made  the  necessary  exertions 
for  maintaining  the  peace  of  Europe  ;  but 
I  must  remind  the  House  that  these  are 
exactly  the  points  upon  which,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  its  information,  it  is  impos- 
sible that  it  can  form  any  conclusivaopinion. 
Before  you  can  come  to  any  such  opinion, 
you  must  read  the  papers  which  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  this  evening  laid  upon  the  table. 
It  will  be  only  then  that  it  will  be  in  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  decide 
whether  we  have  used  our  efforts  in  the 
right  manner  and  at  the  right  time,  how- 
ever unsuccessfully,  to  maintain  the  peace 
of  Europe,  and  then  I  confidently  anticipate 
its  verdict  in  our  favour.  But  the  demand 
of  the  noble  Lord  that  you  should  condemn 
the  Government,  not  on  account  of  the 
means  which  they  adopted  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  effect  to  their  policy,  but  on  ac- 
count of  the  result  of  their  efforts,  is  so 
wholly  irreconcilable  with  every  principle 
of  justice  that  I  am  sure  you  will  not  listen 
to  it  for  a  moment.  The  noble  Lord,  how- 
eyer,  seems  to  hare  been  aware  that  the 
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House  of  Commons  could  not  pass  an 
opinion  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
knent  without  knowing  what  they  did,  and 
he  has,  therefore,  volunteered  to  the  House 
bf  Commons  some  information  with  respect 
to  the  course  which  they  pursued.  He  has 
told  us  that  we  used  language  of  menace 
to  France,  that  we  patronized  Austria,  and 
that  we  allowed  it  to  be  understood  through- 
out Europe  that  if  hostilities  should  break 
out,  and  if  we  should  be  engaged  in  them, 
we  should  be  engoged  in  support  of  Aus- 
tria. I  know  not  from  whence  the  noble 
Lord  received  that  information.  But  of 
this  I  can  assure  the  House,  that  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  there  is  not  one  tittle 
of  truth  in  the  statement  which  has  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  at  no  time 
did  we  venture  to  use  the  language  of 
menace  to  a  nation  which,  the  noble  Lord 
truly  said,  is  proud  and  high-spirited,  and 
jealous  of  its  honour,  and  that  we  never 
throughout  the  whole  of  those  proceedings 
did  anything  more  than  to  hold  an  im- 
partial balance  between  the  two  parties, 
and  to  give  them  both  that  advice  which 
our  position  as  the  allies  of  both  entitled 
and  enabled  us  to  give.  But  even  if  we 
have  been  unsuccessful  in  maintaining  the 
peace  of  Europe  by  negotiation,  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  noble  Lord  is  the  very  last 
man  who  ought  to  make  our  failure  a  sub- 
ject of  accusation.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  in  the  course  of  the  last  Session, 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some 
very  striking  incidents  which  took  place  in 
the  year  1848,  which  those  who  were  then 
Members  of  the  House  cannot  have  for- 
gotten, and  which  those  who  now  for  the 
first  time  occupy  seats  in  Parliament  can 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  by  re- 
ferring to  the  papers  on  Italian  affairs  for 
that  year.  From  those  papers  they  will 
learn  that  if  the  Italian  question,  the  dif- 
ficulties of  which  now  menace  the  peace  of 
Europe,  and  may,  if  this  country  do  not 
maintain  its  neutrality,  wrap  the  whole 
civilized  world  in  fiames,  was  not  settled  in 
the  year  1848,  that  is  entirely  owing  to  the 
noble  Lord.  I  will  not,  however,  now  quote 
the  offers  which  were  made  to  Her  Majesty's 
then  Government  by  Baron  Hummelauer, 
and  neither  will  I  enter  into  an  exoneration 
of  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  who  at 
one  time  refused  to  accept  those  offers  and 
at  another  expressed  his  approbation  of 
them.  It  will  bo  enough  for  me,  with  re- 
gard to  the  particular  point  to  which  I  am 
directing  the  notice  of  the  House,  ta  refer 
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to  the  reeorded  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord 
npon  the  Italian  question.  The  noble  Lord 
in  a  despatch  to  Lord  Ponsonby  used  these 
vofda:--^ 

"  I  have  to  tay  that  a  question  so  important  in 
IMC  and  so  mixed  up  with  national  feeling  and 
traditional  poliey  as  the  qnestion  whether 
■hall  or  shall  not  retain  a  portion  of  her 
possessions,  has  seldom  been  decided 
"^P^  hjr  negotiation  and  without  an  appeal  to 
ami ;  and  it  seems  now  to  have  become  ineTitable 
flnt  the  Ibrtone  of  war  must,  to  a  certain  degree 
il  least*  deteimine  the  manner  in  which  this  ques- 
ttOB  betwaon  Austria  and  the  Italians  is  to  be 
isttlad.  The  part  which  naturally  belongs  to  the 
British  GoTMnment  in  this  matter  is  to  remain 
IpSBtater  of  events  until  invited  by  the  contending 
pullM  to  interpose  by  good  offices  with  a  view  to 
la  imlnaMn  anraDgament." 

It  h  the  noble  Lord  who  then  said  the 
Ilaitttti  question  must  be  left  to  the  arbitre- 
flMUt  ox  arms — it  is  the  noble  Lord  who 
f&ea  maintained  that  it  was  tho  duty  of 
Ae  British  Govern  men  t  to  stand  aside  with 
ftUed  arms  patient  spectators  of  ovents, 
ttd  not  to  interfere  until  the  parties  ex- 
fetostedy  perhaps  by  protracted  contests, 
tfhtfuld  have  asked  for  the  interposition  of 
their  good  offices  ;  and  yet  it  is  tho  same 
noble  Lord  who  would  then  have  left  tho 
matter  to  the  chances  of  war,  and  abstain- 
ed from  diplomatic  negotiations,  that  now 
tarns  round  upon  Uer  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  blames  them,  not  for  having 
undertaken  negotiations,  but  because  tlic 
BSflotiations  which  they  undertook  were 
vnrortanately  unsuccessful.  [  Viscount  Pal- 
URROV  :  What  is  the  date  of  that  dc- 
natehr]  It  is  dated,  I  think,  in  July, 
lo48.  I  beliete  that,  as  regards  our  efforts 
for  the  settlement  of  the  Italian  question, 
and  the  prevention  of  hostilities,  I  may 
now  fairly  challenge  a  comparison  between 
the  poliey  of  1859  and  the  policy  of  1848. 
Bat  the  noble  Lord  says — and  this  is  his 
gravest  charge  against  the  Government — 
tiiat  we  are  not  sincere  in  our  declaration 
of  neatrality.  and  that  we  have  been  in- 
laenced  throughout  these  proceedings  by 
Aaatrian  sympathies.  In  reply  to  that 
itatement  of  the  noble  Lord  I  can  only  say 
that  not  a  single  word  has  been  ever 
dropped,  not  a  single  act  done,  nor  a  single 
line  erer  written  by  any  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  GoTomment,  that  could  in  the 
remotest  degree  justify  such  an  insinuation. 
Bat  if  the  noble  Lord  challenges  an  exa- 
uioation  into  sympathies,  if  ho  accuses  us 
of  Austrian  sympathies,  I  think  I  may  not 
ioiproperlj  ask  the  House  to  consider 
whether  the  noble  Lord  himself  is  entirely 
fite  from  fjmpathies  with  the  other  side. 


I  will  not  inquire  too  curionsly  into  the 
nature,  or  the  object,  or  the  results  of  Im- 
perial hospitalities.     I  will  not  speculate 
upon  combinations  at  Compi^gne  ;  but  I 
will  assume  that  the  visit  of  tho  noble  Lord 
in  that  quarter  was  at  least  a  compliment 
paid  by  a  great  monarch  to  an  illustrious 
statesman,  and  paid,  perhaps,  with  some 
desire  to  offer  a  slight  acknowledgment  of 
the  earnestness  with  which  the  noble  Lord 
endeavoured,  at  no  distant  period,  to  alter 
the  laws  of  this  country  for  the  purpose  of 
gratifying  an  Imperial  ally.  I  wish, however, 
rather  to  refer  to  more  recent  events.    The 
noble  Lord  lately  made  a  speech  at  Willis's 
Rooms.     The  noble  Lord  was  there  sup- 
ported by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  and  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham — a  combination 
so  extraordinary  and  so  portentous  that  I 
believe  any  man  who  a  few  short  months 
ago  would  have  ventured  to  predict  it  would 
havo  been  considered  a  fit  subject  for  a 
lunatic  asylum.     But  what  did  tho  noble 
Lord  say  upon  that  occasion  and  in  such 
company  ?     He  made  a  statement  of  his 
views,  which  we  have  been  informed  was 
not  entirely  satisfactory,  even  at  that  early 
period  of  the  alliance,  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  then 
offered  an  explanation  of  his  foreign  policy. 
In  that  statement  he  put  forth  as  the  key- 
stone of  his  foreign  policy  the  maintenance 
of  the  most  intimate  alliance  with  France. 
Now,  there  is  no  one  who  more  values  the 
alliance   we   have   so  happily  maintained 
with  France  than  I  do.     It  appears  to  me 
that  nothing  has  conduced  more  than  that 
alliance  to  the  advantage  of  this  country, 
to  the  advantage  of  France,   and  to  the 
advantage  of  Europe  at  largo.    But  I  must 
take  leave  to  say  that  at  the  moment  when 
this  country  was  professing  a  strict  and  an 
impartial  neutrality,  it  was  not  a  little  ex- 
traordinary for  the  noble  Lord  to  havo  pro- 
claimed as  the  first  object  of  his  Govern- 
ment, if  it  should  be  formed,  a  determina- 
tion to  maintain  not  friendly  relations  with 
both  the  contending  parties,  but  the  most 
intimate  alliance  with  one  only  of  the  bel- 
ligerents.   That,  however,  is  not  all.    The 
noble  Lord  made  a  speech  on  the  occasion 
of   his  election  at  Tiverton,  ond  in  that 
speech  he  said  he  trusted  that  before  the 
closo  of  the  campaign  he  should  see  the 
Austrians  driven  out  of  Italy.    I  can  easily 
understand  that  many  of  those  who  hear 
that  statement  may  in  their  hearts  desire 
to  see  such  a  result  accomplished  ;  I  can 
understand  that  those  who  love  freedom 

[Seoond  NigU. 


215 


Addreis  in 


(COMMONS  I 


Amwifto 


216 


and  liberty  may  desire  their  extension  to 
Italy,  but  at  the  same  time  I  must  ask 
whether  you  are  at  this  time,  above  all 
others,  going  to  commit  the  guardianship 
of  our  *•  strict  neutrality"  to  a  noble  Lord 
who  tells  you  he  has  one  common  object 
with  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  that  he 
hopes  to  see  the  French  arms  successful, 
and  that  the  keystone  of  his  policy  will  be 
to  maintain  the  most  intimate  relations 
with  the  Government  of  France  ?  Is 
such  a  declaration  consistent  with  a  strict 
or  an  impartial  neutrality  ?  But  the  case 
does  not  rest  even  there.  The  noble 
Lord,  very  infelicitously,  as  I  thought,  re- 
ferred in  his  speech  to  what  he  termed  the 
"bad  origin  "  of  the  present  Government. 
But  I  ask  in  what  did  that  Government 
take  its  origin  ?  It  took  its  origin  in  the 
expulsion  of  the  noble  Lord  from  power, 
not  more  by  the  vote  of  this  House  than 
in  consequence  of  the  general  feeling  en- 
tertained throughout  the  country  that  he 
was  sacrificing  its  honour  and  its  interests 
to  the  Government  of  France.  The  noble 
Lord  said  there  were  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  who  agreed  with  him  at  the 
time  that  vote  was  taken.  But  there  arc 
also  several  Members  on  this  side  who  are 
not  open  to  that  imputation,  and  among 
them  is  myself,  for  I  voted  against  the 
first  reading  of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill.  I 
would  ask  further,  with  reference  to  this 
leaning  which  the  noble  Lord  has  always 
shown  towards  the  present  Government  of 
France,  are  you  quite  sure  that  the  same 
noble  Lord  who  was  not  unwilling  to  alter 
your  laws  to  gratify  the  Emperor  of  the 
French  may  not  be  induced  to  modify  his 
policy  in  some  other  respect  for  the  same 
reason  ?  In  the  early  part  of  the  obser- 
vations I  have  addressed  to  the  House  I 
said,  that  in  in  a  Government  formed  upon 
the  broad  basis  of  which  we  have  heard, 
there  must  prevail,  even  in  reference  to 
their  domestic  policy,  great  differences  of 
opinion,  and  that  some  at  least  of  its 
members  cannot  carry  out  in  power  the 
opinions  they  expressed  in  Opposition. 
But  what  would  be  the  probable  position 
of  such  a  Government  in  respect  to  foreign 
affairs  ?  The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Vis- 
count Palmerston)  will  have  to  forget  that 
for  his  loss  of  power  last  year  he  was  in- 
debted, in  a  great  measure,  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  will  also 
have  something  to  forget.  He  must  forget 
that  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  he  was 
asked  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
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Tiverton,  then  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  adopt  that  which  he  himself  de- 
scribed as  a  **  policy  of  humiliation  and 
$>hame.'''  And  when  this  Government,  that 
is  to  embrace  all  the  talents  and  all  the 
sections  of  the  party  opposite,  shall  be 
formed,  I  believe  it  will  be  impossible  to 
overlook  the  claims  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  M. 
Gibson).  Now  what  position  will  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  occupy  with  reference  to 
the  future  management  of  our  foreign  re- 
lations? I  allude  to  this  subject  in  a 
spirit  of  sincere  friendship  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  because  I  believe  that  he 
would  find  himself  in  a  very  embarrassing 
position  as  a  member  of  the  proposed  Ad« 
ministration,  and  that  he  would  be  utterly 
unable  to  carry  out  in  power  the  opinions 
he  expressed  in  opposition.  What  were 
the  opinions  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  reference  to  the  policy  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  ? 
I  assume  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ii 
likely  to  be  a  member  of  a  Cabinet  in 
which  the  noble  Lord,  from  his  long  ex- 
perience, his  vast  knowledge,  and  his 
great  capacity,  must,  as  far  as  regards 
foreign  affairs,  exercise  a  paramount  in- 
fluence ;  and  what  is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's opinion  of  his  probable  future  col- 
league? In  the  month  of  February,  1858, 
he  quoted  in  this  House,  from  the  pages  of 
a  public  journal,  a  passage  with  reference 
to  the  policy  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Tiverton,  which,  he  said,  seemed  to 
him  to  be  ''aimed  with  wonderful  accuracy 
and  with  a  very  discriminating  apprecia- 
tion of  the  real  character  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  of  the  character  of  his  foreign 
policy."     That  passage  is  as  follows : 

«  There  is  no  constituted  authority  in  Europe 
with  which  Lord  Palmerston  has  not  quarrelled ; 
there  is  no  insurrection  that  he  has  not  betrayed. 
The  ardent  partisans  of  Sicilian,  Italian,  and  Uiin- 
garian  independence  have  certainly  no  Mpocial 
cause  for  gratitude  to  a  minister  who  gave  them 
abundance  of  verbal  encouraffement  and  then 
abandoned  them  to  their  fate.  On  the  other  hand" 
[mark  this]  "  when  Lord  Palmerston  has  made  up 
bis  mind  to  court  the  good  will  of  a  foreign 
power  no  sacrifice  of  principle  or  of  interest  is  too 
great  for  him." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ashton  must  admit  that  these  words  are 
large  enough  to  include  the  abandoDment 
even  of  ''a  strict  neutrality."  He  then 
went  on  to  say  that  the  passage  "con* 
eluded  in  these  emphatic  words:  •— 

**  From  first  to  last  his  character  has  been  the 
want  of  a  firm  and  lofty  adherence  to  the  Juiown 
interests  of  England,  and  it  is  preoiselj  from  a 
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vBOt  of  moh  gniding  laws  of  conduct  that  our 
AnigB  polioy  has  degenerated  into  a  tissue  of  ca- 
wieet,  manhliMitiona,  petty  contentions,  and  evcr- 
Mting  difpates." 

These  words  are  not  mine.  I  believe  them 
to  be  in  many  respects  not  just  to  the 
noble  Lord.  But  this  I  must  state,  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  said  they 
were  "aimed  with  wonderful  accuracy  at 
tbe  character  of  the  noblo  Lord,*'  and  who 
M  sanctioned,  affirmed,  and  adopted  them, 
ihoold  join  a  Government  of  which  the 
DoUe  Lord  is  to  be  a  leading  member,  he 
will  find  some  difficulty  in  carrying  out  in 
power  the  opinions  he  expressed  in  Oppo- 
ntion.  The  words  in  question  have  been 
recently  uttered  ;  the  events  to  which  they 
referred  are  not  remote  ;  and  I  do  not  be- 
Bere  that  the  House  of  Commons,  now 
that  the  issue  is  directly  put  before  them, 
will  by  ft  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  esta- 
blish an  Administration  one  of  whose  prin- 
cipal members,  and  upon  questions  of  fo- 
reign policy  the  paramount  and  most  in- 
fluential member  would  he  that  noble  Lord 
whose  conduct  has  been  thus  described  by 
one  of  his  future  colleagues.  1  leave  the 
whole  question  with  confidence  to  the  issue 
of  the  vote.  I  believe  that  the  House  of 
Commons  will  by  its  vote — whether  we 
divide  to-night  or  to-morrow  night — enable 
us,  in  strict  accordance  with  the  opinions, 
the  wishes,  and  the  feelings  of  our  fellow 
eountrymen,  to  carry  out  that  policy  of 
strict  neutrality  to  which  we  arc  pledged — 
a  policy  which  we  believe  to  be  ns  neces- 
sary to  the  interests  of  this  country  as  it  is 
to  the  highest  interests  of  humanity  and 
civilisation. 

Mr.  bright  :  Sir,  in  the  observations 
which,  with  the  permission  of  the  Ilouso, 
I  shall  address  to  it,  1  shall  endeavour  to 
eonfine  myself  strictly — or  as  strictly  as 
one  can  do  under  the  circumstances — to 
the  grounds  upon  which  1  feel  it  my  duty 
to  support  the  Amendment  which  has  been 
proposed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  not,  in  my  opinion,  done 
very  much  to  clear  up  the  question  before 
us.  Admitting  all  ho  says  to  be  true,  it 
comes  nearly  to  this — that  he  thinks  the 
noble  Member  for  Tiverton  is  about  as  bad 
ss  his  own  colleagues.  1  think  that  is 
nearly  the  whole  effect  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech.  Now,  1  am  not  about  to 
defend  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Tiverton,  nor  am  I  about  to 
ivtract  any  single  senteuco  that  1  have 
ever   uttered  with  regard  to  him  ;   but  I 


may  bring  it  to  the  notice  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  they  have  almost  unani- 
mously expressed  in  private — and  some  of 
thcni  Imvo  expressed  in  public — their  deep 
regret  that  they  Imvo  not  been  for  years 
past  ranged  under  his  banners.  I  will  not 
attempt  to  adduce  any  proofs  of  that  fact, 
because  on  both  sides  of  this  House  what 
I  have  stated  is  well  known  to  be  true. 
Sir,  I  am  very  glad  that  the  tactics  of  last 
night  are  departed  from,  that  the  silent 
system  is  not  to  be  imposed  upon  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  throughout  this  debate.  I 
was  afraid  that  we  were  coming  back  to 
the  system  which  was  pursued  many  years 
ago,  when  hon.  Gentlemen  were  not  allowed 
to  speak  upon  a  question,  which  is  now 
happily  settled,  for  fear  they  should  say 
something  that  it  would  be  almost  impossi* 
bio  for  their  then  leader  to  answer  or  to 
atone  for  in  debate.  I  shall  not  endeavour 
to  establish  the  propriety  of  the  course  I 
am  about  to  pursue  on  at  least  several — I 
was  nearly  saying  on  any — of  those  grounds 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke 
has  attempted  to  meet.  I  should  not  think 
it  necessary  to  vote  against  the  Govern- 
ment because  they  have  insisted  upon  a 
dissolution  of  Parliament, — a  proceeding 
which,  no  doubt,  a  large  number  of  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  always  deem  ob- 
jectionable. 1  should  not  vote  against 
them  merely  because  certain  vague  charges 
of  corruption  at  the  recent  elections  are 
brought  against  them,  for  I  know  that  our 
svstcm  is  balanced  between  considerable 
freedom  in  the  large  boroughs,  corruption 
in  the  small  boroughs,  and  coercion  in  the 
counties.  1  know  further  that  practices 
which  I  should  neither  like  to  be  concerned 
in  nor  to  defend  have  not  been  confined  to 
the  present  holders  of  power  ;  and,  unless 
I  have  more  distinct  proof  than  has  yet 
been  adduced,  1  should  not  think  myself 
justified  in  supporting  a  vote  of  want  of 
confidence  in  the  Government  on  account 
of  any  charges  I  have  heard  with  regard 
to  their  proceedings  in  the  recent  electoral 
contest.  Neither  should  I  for  a  moment 
think  of  assenting  to  a  vote  of  want  of 
confidence  on  the  ground  that  they  have 
not  maintained  peace.  If  they  had  **  drift- 
ed **  this  country  into  war  —  if  by  their 
mismanagement  they  had  permitted  this 
country  to  become  engaged  in  war,  that 
might  be  a  fair  ground  for  such  a  vote  ; 
but  I  do  not  see  how  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment can  in  fairness  bo  held  responsi- 
I  ble  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  between 
two  other  great  Powers  of  Europe.     More 
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than  ibis,  I  admit  that  in  this  case,  I  hare 
no  facts  before  me  suffieient  to  convince  me 
that  the  GoTernmont  haye  not  done  all  that 
it  was  in  their  power  to  do  to  prevent  that 
fearful  calamity  which  has  recently  broken 
npon  Italy.  These  have  been  alleged  as 
reasons  of  complaint,  and  they  may  be 
reasons  of  complaint,  but  to  my  mind  they 
afford  no  sufficient  justification  for  the  sup- 
port which  I  am  inclined  to  give  to  the 
Amendment.  There  is  one  point,  however, 
with  regard  to  which,  with  the  views  I  en- 
tertain, I  feel  that  I  have  great  reason  to 
complain  of  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  to  doubt  the  wisdom  of  the 
oonrse  they  have  pursued.  I  refer  to  the 
neutrality  to  which  they  pledge  themselves, 
and  of  which  they  boast.  Now,  I  want  to 
know  whether  that  neutrality  is  a  real  or 
a  pretended  neutrality.  I  have  heard  from 
members  of  the  Government,  in  whom  I 
am  free  to  admit  I  have  the  greatest  confi- 
dence, that  they  are  as  anxious  to  keep 
out  of  war  as  I  can  be  myself,  and  I  do 
not  for  a  moment  sav  that  this  is  not  the 

« 

fact ;  but  I  think  I  oan  show  the  House 
that  the  course  which  the  Government  have 
taken  is  calculated  to  excite  doubts  in  the 
minds  of  many  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, and  generally  among  the  populations 
and  the  statesmen  of  the  continent  of  Eu- 
rope. It  will,  I  think,  be  admitted  on  both 
tides  that,  so  far  as  public  opinion  has  been 
ascertained  through  the  press,  by  means 
of  public  meetings,  or  by  ordinary  con- 
Tersation  in  every-day  society,  among  per- 
sons of  all  ranks  in  this  country,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  find  one  single  Eng- 
lishman, or  Irishman,  or  Scotchman,  who 
at  this  moment  is  in  favour  of  our  being 
mixed  up  in  any  way  whatever  with  the 
hostilities  wh*ch  have  been  commenced. 
I  think  the  cry  —  I  may  even  say  the 
positive  hunger —  of  the  people  for  the 
continuance  of  peace  is  evident  from  all 
we  see,  and  hear,  and  know,  and  that  it 
will  be  admitted  by  every  hon.  Gentleman 
whom  I  am  addressing.  Now,  what  is  our 
position  ?  If  the  peace  is  broken,  so  far 
as  England  is  concerned,  it  oan  only  be 
broken,  I  believe,  by  a  voluntary  act  on 
our  part,  or  by  the  act  of  some  other 
Power,  and  I  think  it  is  quite  clear  that 
it  can  only  be  broken  as  regards  France. 
It  is  evident  that,  so  long  as  we  are  at 
peace,  Austria  will  never  attack  us — can 
never  attack  us ;  and  I  think  it  is  equally 
clear  that,  unless  we  have  resolved  upon 
war,  it  is  almost  as  impossible  that  we 
should  attack  Austria.     In  point  of  fact, 
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war  between  England  and  Austria  is  al- 
most as  improbable  as  a  fight  between  a 
fish  floating  in  a  river  and  a  horse  graz- 
ing upon  its  banks.  Surely  Austria  could 
not  assail  England,  and  there  is  scarcely 
any  considerable  point  of  the  Austrian  do- 
minions assailable  by  England.  There  is, 
therefore,  in  reality  no  kind  of  danger  of 
any  accidental  occurrence  of  war  between 
England  and  Austria.  The  question  of 
neutrality,  then,  applies  almost  entirely 
and  exclusively  to  the  Government  c^ 
France.  Now,  what  has  been  done  witk 
regard  to  this  subject?  I  wish  to  make 
this  statement  to  the  House,  because  I 
think  that  while  we  have  the  cry  of  uev* 
trality  upon  our  lips  nothing  should  be 
done  that  can  render  the  maintenance 
of  that  neutrality  difficult  or  impcssiblo. 
From  the  moment  war  was  declared — I 
am  not  sure  whether  before,  but  certainly 
immediately  afterwards — there  was  a  great 
parade  of  apprehension  that  we  were  going 
to  be  engaged  in  hostilities.  I  am  told 
that  there  has  been  a  considerable  increase 
of  the  naval  power  of  England  in  the  Me- 
diterranean. It  is  quite  clear  that  that 
force  cannot  be  directed  in  any  way  against 
Austria,  or  be  maintained  from  any  appre- 
hension of  Austria.  Well,  a  great  stir  has 
been  made  about  enlistment  for  the  navy ; 
and  the  Grown  of  England  is  exhibiting 
itself  in  the  streets  with  advertising  Tans, 
flags,  and  music,  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
listing any  stray  individual  who  wishee 
to  change  his  service  and  his  occupation. 
At  the  very  time  this  is  being  done  there 
are,  I  am  told,  in  your  dep6ts  some  3,000 
or  4,000  able  seamen  who  will  any  day  be 
capable  of  manning  at  least  twelve  line-of* 
battle  ships.  [**  No,  no  !  "]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men seem  to  be  doubting  in  some  measure 
what  I  say — I  can  only  tell  them  that  I 
am  not  a  great  authority  on  these  matterSi 
and  I  should  not  have  made  this  statement 
if  I  had  not  received  it  from  persons  who 
are,  I  believe,  acquainted  with  the  facts* 
and  perfectly  able  to  form  a  judgment  on 
the  subject.  Well,  I  do  not  think  all  these 
preparations  can  have  reference  to  any 
probablo  hostilities  with  Austria.  I  come, 
then,  to  what  has  been  done  with  regard 
to  other  means  of  defence.  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  has  told  us  that  there 
are  in  this  country  more  soldiers  than  we 
have  had  at  any  one  time  since  ike  time 
of  the  great  war ;  and  yet  he  invites  every 
one  who  has — or  who  wants  to  have^— a 
little  notion  of  military  affairs,  to  engage 
himself  as  a  rifleman  in  tiie  virioiui  eofps 
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whkh  are  to  be  formed  tbrougbout  tlio 
eooDtrj.  I  know  there  are  gentlemen  wlio 
think  that  these  things  are  useful.  But 
at  leait  they  will  allow  that  there  is,  per- 
fcijpa*  something  to  be  said  on  the  other 
«M«  For  myself,  I  rather  agree  with 
the  hnmoroas  and  ingenious  author  of  the 
fitg^law  JBapert^  who  says  somewhere  that 
jf  there  be  anything  more  foolish  or  more 
faidierous  than  military  glory,  it  is  militia 
l^oiy.  and  I  fanoy  that  rifle  corps  glory 
p  lomeUiing  more  ludicrous  still.  What  I 
want  to  put  to  hon.  Gentlemen  is  just  this: 
F«-If  there  be  any  necessity  for  all  these 
Ainga-^and  understand  that  I  am  not  6nd- 
!■(  any  fauU  with  them — if  there  be  only 
ene  eountry  in  Europe— namely,  France, 
with  whieht  under  any  conceivable  circum- 
Itaacea  arising  out  of  this  war,  you  can  be 
hnnight  into  contest,  is  it  not  likely,  and 
•fen  inevitable,  that  all  those  preparations 
yon  are  making,  both  by  land  and  sea,  at 
the  time  you  tell  the  whole  world  that  your 
foteee  are  bo  great  and  so  complete,  should 
deetrej  in  the  minds  of  the  French  Govern- 
mmt  and  the  French  people  any  belief 
vhaUoerer  in  the  language  you  hold  as  to 
yonr  professed  neutrality  ?  I  dare  say — I 
think  it  very  likely — the  rifle  corps  move- 
meot  was  merely  a  movement  of  party  tac- 
fties;  because  we  know  very  well  that  the 
yeomanry  and  the  militia  have  served  such 
a  purpose,  and  probably  also  the  rifle  corps 
project  will  do  something  to  add  strength 
to  the  Conservative  element  in  some  parts 
•f  EngUind;  but  what  I  say  is,  that  you 
are  driven  to  one  of  two  things— either  you 
suspect  the  French  of  designs  against  us, 
or  else  you  contemplate  at  no  distant  pe- 
riod the  possibility  of  our  attacking  France. 
Oae  of  those  two  conclusions  1  hold  that 
jou  cannot  escape,  after  the  conduct  which 
the  Government  has  adopted.  I  wish,  then, 
to  ask  the  House  whether,  as  rational  men, 
spart  from  those  superstitious  fears  which 
lOmetimes  haunt  the  minds  of  almost  every- 
hody«  there  is  any  fair  ground  for  adding 
from  year  to  year  to  the  armaments  of  tiiis 
eountry  on  account  of  apprehended  dan- 
ger from  France.  The  present  Emperor 
ffif  the  French,  in  my  opinion,  at  least 
ia  bb  conduct  to  this  country,  has  given 
us  no  cause  for  this  suspicion.  Will  the 
House  allow  me  to  say  I  bave  a  right  to  be 
deemed  one  who  can  exercise  an  impartial 
opinion  on  this  question  ?  I  did  not  ap- 
prove what  I  call  the  hasty  recognition  of 
the  accession  of  the  Emperer  to  the  Throne 
of  Frapee.  It  did  not  appear  to  mo  a 
laatter  ^Mmt  which  we  ought  to  have  been 


enthusiastic.  I  never  approved  the  inti- 
mate personal  alliance  which  has  existed 
between  the  Ministers  and  the  Court  of 
this  country  and  the  Court  of  France.  I 
was  not  one  of  those  who  crowded  the 
streets  of  London  when  the  Emperor  with 
the  Empress  came  here,  and  when  the 
Press,  which  now  assails  him,  asked  the 
people  to  prostrate  themselves,  as  it  were, 
before  his  chariot  wheels.  I  never  joined 
in  that  excessive  and  fulsome  laudation  of 
the  Emperor  which  I  have  heard,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  from  Ministers  and  Members  on 
both  sides  of  this  House.  Having,  there- 
fore, no  feeling  of  hostility  to  any  ruler  or  any 
people  in  Europe— and  it  might  not  much 
matter,  possibly,  to  either  if  1  had — still, 
standing  here  to  discuss  this  question,  I 
have  an  impartial  opinion,  and  if  the  House 
permits  me  I  will  express  it.  I  say  that 
for  what  was  done  at  the  time  the  Em- 
peror of  the  French  attained  his  present 
position  of  power,  he  can  owe  no  grudge 
to  the  Government  or  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. I  say  that  he  went  with  England 
into  the  Russian  war,  not  because  he  wish- 
ed to  go  into  it,  but  because  he  thought  it 
highly  useful  to  him  ;  and  he  was  evidently 
anxious  to  associate  himself  closely  with 
all  the  foreign  policy  of  this  country.  He 
went,  too,  into  the  war  with  China  at  the 
request  of  the  Government  of  England  ; 
and  I  say  he  has  had  an  opportunity  since 
then  to  carry  out  those  malevolent  designs 
which  some  men  think  he  entertains,  if  he 
had  really  cherished  them,  at  the  time  when 
all  the  military  resources  of  England  were 
being  sent  some  10,000  miles  away  to  sup- 
press a  gigantic  and  most  perilous  revolt. 
I  say,  then,  that  at  this  moment  he  has 
on  his  hands  a  war  with  a  great  military 
Power — a  Power  not  less  great,  probably, 
than  that  of  which  he  is  the  chief.  He 
has  enough  on  his  hands  to  tax  the  ener- 
gies of  any  ruler  and  of  any  people.  And 
surely  it  is  not  necessary  to  appeal  to  the 
common  sense  of  hon.  Members,  and  to 
argue  that  whatever  was  the  danger  here- 
tofore of  our  having  any  conflict  with 
France  coming  from  the  side  of  France, 
that  danger  must  be  immeasurably  dimi- 
nished by  the  circumstances  in  which  the 
Government  of  France  is  at  this  moment 
placed.  Is  it  possible  that  that  which  has 
been  proved  to  have  been  wholly  imaginary 
before  should  become  real  now  ?  Should 
wo  not  rather  say  that,  even  if  it  had  been 
real  before,  it  must  have  become  but  imagi- 
nary now  ?  Well,  then,  I  argue  in  this 
way.     I  maintain  that  there  is  no  increased 
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cause  to  suspect  France  ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, if  there  ever  was  any  cause,  that 
that  cause  is  now  lessened  nnd  reduced  to 
a  minimum.  But  what  is  the  conclusion 
to  be  drawn  from  the  proceedings  of  our 
Government  ?  If  you  agree  that  there  is 
no  reason  for  distrusting  the  Government 
of  France,  you  are  driving  people  to  the 
other  inference,  that  your  own  Government 
contemplates  the  possibility — nay,  the  pro- 
bability, of  an  attack  by  this  country  upon 
France.  [**No,no."]  Well,  I  am  willing 
to  admit  that  disclaimer.  Don*t  let  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  suppose  that  I  am 
charging  the  Government  with  this.  I  am 
only  showing  that  from  the  unfortunate 
course  they  have  taken,  their  proceedings 
lay  them  open  to  such  a  charge  ;  and  I 
shall  be  glad  to  have — as  I  hope  during 
the  rest  of  this  discussion  we  shall  have — 
even  more  frankly  than  we  yet  have  had, 
declarations  on  the  part  of  Ministers  which 
will  satisfy,  not  England  only,  but  Europe, 
upon  this  great  and  perilous  question.  It 
is  not  the  impression  of  England  only. 
Tou  know  very  well  that  these  proceedings 
have  created  an  uneasy  feeling  in  the  minds 
of  the  people  of  England.  They  think 
that  you  know  something  that  they  don't 
know.  And  when  they  see  what  is  reputed 
to  be  the  most  powerful  organ  of  the  press 
in  London  writing  in  a  manner  to  make 
that  alarm  only  the  more  alarming,  it  is  not 
to  be  wondered  at  that  there  should  be  an 
uncomfortable  impression  in  England.  But 
this  is  not  confined  to  England  alone.  In 
Germany — as  everybody  may  learn  from 
the  German  press,  and  from  all  those  who 
have  recently  travelled  in  that  country — 
the  same  opinion  is  generally  expressed, 
and  oil  those  proceedings  of  yours  are 
quoted  with  the  inference  that  as  they  can- 
not  be  directed  against  Austria,  but  must 
be  directed  against  France,  therefore  the 
Government  of  England  are  disposed  rather 
to  take  sides  with  Austria  than  with  France. 
But  if  you  inquire  what  is  the  feeling  in 
Paris,  and  in  France  generally,  you  find 
that  there  is  there  growing  up  a  great 
want  of  confidence  in  the  British  Govern- 
ment, very  much  like  that  which  I  believe 
prevails  in  this  House  at  this  moment.  I 
don't  think  this  arises  from  anything  that 
the  Government  has  written  or  has  said,  or 
from  anything  that  their  agents  abroad 
have  done ;  but  it  springs  out  of  the  cir- 
cumstances I  have  detailed,  that  there  is 
at  this  moment  in  the  minds  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  France,  and  in  the  minds  of 
the  intelligent  people  of  that  country,  who 
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read  what  is  going  on  in  England*  a  grow- 
ing conviction  that  the  alliance  which  has 
so  long  subsisted  is  being  gradually,  if  not 
rudely,  rent  asunder,  and  a  ooldnesa  and 
apprehension  are  appearing  where  there 
had  been  friendship  and  perfect  aecuritj. 
Now,  Sir,  I  am  disposed  to  blame  the  Go- 
vernment for  all  this.  If  they  ohooae  to 
say  they  have  no  such  intention,  I  am  not 
able  to  dispute  it,  but  1  am  satisfied  that 
in  England  and  on  the  continent  of  Europe 
their  proceedings  must  have  been  deemed 
to  be  altogether  unnecessary  if  they  were 
not  connected  with  a  latent  belief  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  that  sooner  or  later 
they  would  be  compelled  to  take  sides 
against  France.  And,  Sir,  recalling  the 
late  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  his  constituents.  I  recollect 
that  there  was— what  shall  I  call  it  ?— a 
bounce  and  a  boasting  about  the  pecu- 
niary condition  of  this  country  which  I  did 
not  think  quite  becoming  in  a  Cabinet  Mi- 
nister and  a  financier.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman told  the  world  that  £20,000,000 
a  year — I  forget  whether  for  ten  or  twenty 
years — did  not  signify  anything  to  an  in- 
dustrious people  like  this.  And  when  he 
referred  to  that  stupendous  calamity  and 
burden,  our  national  debt,  be  said,  select- 
ing his  metaphor,  I  suppose,  from  his  own 
personal  experience,  **  Why,  it  is  no  more 
than  a  fleabite  !"  I  think  when  a  Cabinet 
Minister,  and  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, speaks  to  a  large  audience  of  his 
constituents  and  his  countrymen,  it  would 
be  becoming  in  him  to  be  a  little  more 
careful  as  to  his  accuracy  in  these  mat- 
ters.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
flect that  this  very  debt,  which  he  treats 
thus  lightly,  has  been  the  cause,  during 
the  years  in  which  it  was  contracted  and 
since,  of  the  impoverishment  of  millions  of 
families;  and  that  there  is  not  a  gaol  or 
a  workhouse  whose  walls  have  not  re- 
sounded with  the  sorrows  of  those  irho 
have  found  these  receptacles  their  homea 
from  the  pressure  which  over-taxation 
has  brought  upon  them  ?  Well,  Sir,  I 
cannot  have  confidence  —  I  am  sorry  to 
say  it  —  in  a  Minister  who  thus  endea- 
vours to  mislead  the  public,  or  in  a  Go- 
vernment whose  neutrality,  as  far  as  yon 
see  any  active'  explanation  of  it,  is  to 
bo  found  only  in  continued  and  gigantic 
preparations  for  war.  I  am  told  that 
dreadful  things  will  happen  if  there  is  a 
change  of  Government.  That  is  always 
said  when  a  change  of  Government  is 
about  to  take  place.    An  hon.  QentlenMUi 
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me  (Mr.  Kinglake) !«  an  interest- 
Big  book  of  Battem  traTel,  has  told  us 
that  he  was  at  Cairo  when  the  plague 
was  Terj  destruetive  there;  and  he  states 
that  whenever  anybody  died,  which  was 
almost,  I  suppose,  every  few  minutes,  a 
eompany  of  professional  howlers  were 
employed.  So  I  find  that,  whenever  a 
Government  is  in  eatremis,  whether  it  be 
Whig  or  Tory,  professional  howlers  are 
engaged,  and  we  can  hardly  hear  our- 
selves speak  from  the  wailing  and  la- 
mentation with  which  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament and  the  West-end  resound.  With 
respect  to  the  next  Government,  however, 
I  have  no  objection  to  look  in  the  face 
those  diflEksulties  which  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  so  mysterious.  I  think  that 
in  all  probability  we  shall  have  the  same 
professions  of  neutrality  that  have  already 
come  from  the  Treasury  bench,  but  at  the 
same  time  I  hope  and  believe  that,  so  far 
as  regards  that  country  with  which  alone 
there  is  the  smallest  danger  of  our  be- 
coming embroiled,  there  will  be  felt  among 
all  classes  of  its  people  that  there  is  some- 
what less  of  coldness  and  somewhat  more 
of  sympathy  than  have  been  shown  by 
the  present  Government.  But  I  have  no 
objection  to  tell  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton  that  I  have  never  ap- 
proved that  intimate  and  personal  al- 
liance which  has  existed  between  France 
and  England  for  a  few  years  past.  I 
have  never  thought,  although  it  has  been 
very  popular  in  England,  that  it  was  an 
alliance  which  added  to  the  dignity  or 
to  the  power  for  good  of  either  Govern- 
ment, or  of  either  nation,  and  therefore 
I  shall  be  glad  to  find,  if  there  is  to  be 
a  new  Government  soon  formed,  the 
French  alliance  converted  into  one  that 
will  be  evident  to  the  world  by  a  gene- 
rous and  dignified  conduct  on  the  part  of 
both  Governments,  rather  ithan  by  a  course 
of  proceedings  which  seemed  as  if  intended 
to  separate  them  from  the  other  nations  of 
Europe.  One  more  observation  upon  the 
question  of  neutrality.  We  should  show 
in  our  foreign  policy  that  we  have  learnt 
something  from  the  past.  The  last  great 
European  war,  or  rather  the  treaty  which 
was  drawn  up  at  the  end  of  it,  and  which 
efforts  are  now  being  made  to  undo,  left 
us  with  that  debt,  with  that  taxation,  with 
that  pauperism,  with  that  wide-spread 
misery,  of  which  you  cannot  read  one  mil- 
lionth part  in  the  most  accurate  history  of 
the  period.  The  Russian  war,  to  which  I 
was  from  the  first  opposed,  is  now  gene- 
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rally  felt  by  all  classes  of  the  people  to 
have  been  a  war  fruitless  in  everything 
except  loss  of  English  blood  and  English 
treasure.  I  want  both  sides  of  the  House 
—for  we  have  no  different  interests  in  such 
a  matter,  nor  do  we  pretend  to  a  morality 
or  a  patriotism  which  you  have  not — to 
consider  whether,  after  our  experience 
during  any  number  of  years  which  you 
choose  to  name,  it  would  not  be  a  wise 
thing  for  us  now  to  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  in  future  we  shall  hold  ourselves 
strictly  aloof  from  continental  wars  in  which 
we  can  have  no  interest,  or  at  least  our  in- 
terest in  which  can  only  be  such  as  we 
must  always  feel  whenever  any  people  in 
any  part  of  the  world  is  suffering.  If 
we  do  so,  with  the  happy  position  which 
we  hold  in  this  island,  with  our  free 
press,  and  with  the  friendly  intercourse 
which  exists  between  England  and  the 
other  nations  of  Europe,  we  shall  set  an 
example  that  must  have  a  great  and  be- 
neBcial  effect,  and  if  at  any  timo  two  fo- 
reign countries  should,  through  unhappy 
circumstances,  become  involved  in  war,  as 
it  would  be  known  that  it  was  the^  solemn 
principle  of  England  never  to  shed  its 
blood  in  European  conflicts,  we  should  be 
a  tribunal  altogether  impartial,  to  which 
our  continental  neighbours  could  appeal 
with  the  belief  that  if  our  counsels  or  our 
good  offices  were  asked,  they  would  be 
given  in  that  spirit  of  generosity  and  confi- 
dence in  which  they  were  solicited.  I  will 
now  pass.  Sir,  to  the  other  great  question 
— a  home  question — on  which  I  feel  as 
strongly,  or  nearly  so,  as  I  do  upon  that 
to  which  I  have  already  referred— I  mean 
the  question  of  Parliamentary  Kcform. 
The  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer made  everything  that  could  be  made 
of  his  position  in  his  speech  the  other  night 
— a  speech  which,  considering  the  case  he 
had  in  hand,  was  as  much  to  the  purpose 
as  it  would  be  possible  for  hutnan  inge- 
nuity to  make  it.  He  took  the  course  of 
a  most  able  advocate  when  ho  kept  all 
his  followers  quiet,  and  advised  the  pri- 
soner not  for  the  life  of  him  to  open  his 
mouth,  for  if  he  did,  there  would  be  no 
possibility  of  avoiding  a  conviction.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  something  like 
a  general  defence  of  the  course  his  Govern- 
ment has  pursued  with  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Reform,  and  having  from  past  ex- 
perience great  confidence  in  the  extreme 
generosity  and  simplicity  of  many  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  he 
asked  us  to   have   faith   in   him  for  the 
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future.  But  he  postpones  the  redeeming 
of  his  vague  pledge  till  another  year,  as 
if  anyhody  could  tell  what  another  year 
may  bring  forth.  The  debt  has  been  due 
to  the  people  long.  They  have  asked 
payment  for  years.  There  have  been 
several  attempts  to  give  something  like 
an  instalment,  and  three  months  ago  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  tendered  a 
Bill,  which  met  with  a  most  unfortunate 
but  deserved  fate.  He  pretended  to  pay 
a  portion  of  the  debt,  but  he  offered  the 
people  notes  of  the  Bank  of  Elegance,  and 
coin  which  had  never  passed  through  the 
Royal  mint.  His  Reform  Bill,  in  short,  was 
not  only  not  a  Reform  Bill  at  all,  but  the 
whole  country  has  pronounced  with  one 
voice  that  it  was  anti-reform.  It  did  not 
fail  because  he  had  not  a  majority  to  sup- 
port the  Government,  for  if  every  man  on 
this  side  had  left  the  House  he  could  not 
have  persuaded  his  own  Friends  to  pass  it 
into  law.  How  many  letters  and  remon- 
strances did  the  Earl  of  Derby  receive 
from  Members  of  his  party  with  respect  to 
that  Bill  ?  Nearly  as  many,  I  venture  to 
say,  as  #11  the  hon.  Gentlemen  now  before 
me  who  were  in  the  last  Parliament.  We 
are  asked,  then,  to  take  a  promise  for  next 
year.  Last  year  we  had  a  promise,  and 
this  year  there  has  been  a  proposition 
which  pretended  to  fulfil  it.  How  it  ful- 
filled it  we  all  know.  What  reliance,  then, 
can  wo  place  upon  the  promises  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  next  year? 
Then,  has  the  past  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  question  of  reform  been  such 
as  to  encourage  us?  Where  is  the  Re- 
former who  can  look  for  even  the  most 
moderate  amendment  of  the  representation 
from  the  Treasury  bench  ?  I  want  to  see 
him.  **  Hoping  all  things,  believing  all 
things,'*  let  us  have  him  upon  the  floor  of 
the  House,  and  let  him  give  us  the  reason 
for  the  faith  that  is  in  him.  Whereas  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  supported 
by  a  party  who  all  their  lives  have  been 
opposed  to  everything  like  real  Parliamen- 
tary Reform;  whereas  he  brought  in  a  Bill 
at  the  end  of  February  last  which  would 
have  gone  far  to  upset  whatever  there  is 
of  freedom  in  our  Parliamentary  represen- 
tation ;  whereas  in  the  last  great  debate 
he  repudiated  the  notion  of  lowering  the 
borough  franchise,  and  his  Colleague  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonics  declared  that 
theirs  was  a  Government  to  maintain  the 
supremacy  of  the  middle  classes,  and  shut 
out  the  working  classes  from  political 
power ;    whereas  the   right  hon.  Gcutle- 
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man  now  stands  before  us  hardened  and 
impenitent  upon  this  question  ;>  can  it  be 
possible  that,  seeing  all  this,  such  is  the 
simplicity,  the  innocence,  the  child-like 
faith  of  one  or  two  individuals  on  this  side 
that  they  still  pin  their  faith  to  him,  and 
believe  that  he  is  not  only  a  Reformer,  but 
is  actually  panting  for  the  coming  of  next 
Session,  when  ho  may  take  the  wind  out 
of  the  sails  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  and  convert  me  into  an  entho- 
siastic  admirer  of  his  new  measure.  I  do 
not  blame  the  Gentlemen  to  whom  I  al- 
lude ;  they  may  be  in  a  state  of  mind  of 
which  I  can  form  no  adequate  idea,  but 
certainly  their  counterparts  will  not  be 
found  among  the  28,000,000  of  people 
out  of  doors.  Let  me  ask  the  House  wlie^ 
ther  it  is  fitting,  after  all  that  has  been 
said  and  done,  that  the  question  of  reform 
should  be  again  thrown  over  for  anohter 
year.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  not  be  to  blame  if  he  oould  not  paaa 
his  Bill  between  this  and  the  time  vhen 
hon.  Gentlemen  think  it  their  duty  to  kill 
grouse.  But  I  say,  if  he  had  repented  of 
his  past  conduct,  if  he  were  now  the  Re- 
former which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  in  their 
innocence  take  him  for,  he  would  at  least 
place  his  Bill  upon  the  table  and  let  the 
House  see  what  it  is.  He  might  even 
read  it  a  second  time,  supposing  it  to  be  a 
good  Bill ;  and  if  in  "  another  place"  the 
weather  should  be  found  too  hot  to  discuss 
a  question  which  even  in  the  coolest  times 
cannot  be  palatable  in  that  quarter*  why 
should  we  not  have  a  November  Sessiou 
for  the  passing  of  so  important  a  measure? 
It  has  been  said  that  it  is  impossible  now 
to  form  a  stable  Government ;  and  that 
Her  Majesty  must  have  advisers  even  if 
it  be  at  the  risk  of  having  a  Government 
supported  only  by  a  minority  of  this  House. 
But  I  would  ask  the  House,  when  it  com- 
plains of  this  state  of  things— and  it  often 
has  complained  of  it  ;  it  was  alluded  to 
befure  the  dissolution,  and  by  the  words 
then  put  into  the  mouth  of  the  Queen  tbo 
constituencies  were  almost  besought  to 
send  up  a  majority  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  that  Her  Majesty  might  seeure  ad- 
visers who  could  remain  in  office  more  than 
six  months;— this  has  been  the  case  for 
some  time  past,  and  when  the  House  com- 
plains, it  would  inquire  whether  it  does  not 
arise  from  the  state  of  the  representative 
i  system  ?  There  is  no  doubt  that  it  is  caused 
'  by  the  absence  of  freedom  in  the  qoanty 
:  constituencies,  and  the  mean  corroptioiif 
I  the  buying  and  selling  of  votoSki  in  tbs 
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Ihial!  seettons  or  betooghs,  mhxth  place 
them  alternately  on  one  side  of  t!ie  House 
or  the  other »  aoeording  to  the  zeal  or  Hbe- 
Hilitjr  of  the  GoTernment  in  power.  In  a 
state  of  the  representation  which  contains 
t#o  such  elements  I  do  not  look  for  any 
return  to  this  House  which  shall  give  such 
a  majority  to  this  side  or  to  that  as  will 
enable  a  Government  to  hold  the  position 
beforo  this  country — or,  if  you  meddle  with 
foreign  affairs,  before  foreign  Powers — 
that  a  Government  should  wish  to  hold. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  new  Government, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  has  a  peculiar  interest  in 
that  question,  but  I  presume  it  will  be  the 
doty  of  the  new  Government  to  bring  in 
at  an  early  period  a  measure  of  reform  at 
least  very  different  to  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  different  to  anything 
he  has  shadowed  forth.  I  take  it  for 
granted,  if  the  measure  be  laid  on  the 
table,  that  it  will  be  one  on  which  the 
Cabinet  has  agreed  to  stand,  and  to  seek 
not  only  the  votes  of  Parliament  but  the 
approbation  of  the  country.  That  measure 
would  give  us,  I  assume,  if  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  adheres  to  the  very 
moderate  programme  he  sketched  before 
the  dissolution,  a  £10  rental  as  the  fran- 
chise in  the  counties,  and  a  £5  or  jG6 
franchise  in  the  boroughs.  In  the  large 
boroughs  that,  I  have  no  doubt,  would 
gpve  considerable  satisfaction,  but  in  the 
smaller  I  think  it  would  be  felt  that  it  ex- 
cluded many  who  would  be  included  in  the 
larger  towns,  where  rents  are  generally 
higher ;  but,  altogether,  it  will  be  a  very 
considerable  and  substantial  extension  of 
the  franchise,  and  wholly  different  to  the 
delusive  proposition  offered  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  But  there  is  one 
other  reason,  besides  the  question  of  neu- 
trality and  that  of  Parliamentary  Reform, 
by  which  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  fully  justified  in  the  course  they  have 
taken ;  and  I  was  glad  to  observe  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  make 
any  complaint  of  the  course  so  taken.  If 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  now  oppo- 
site were  on  this  side  of  the  House,  I  be- 
lieve all  will  admit  that  this  is  precisely 
the  lino  of  action  they  would  recommend 
to  be  adopted.  Now,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  stated  in  general  language 
that  the  Government  has  been  doing  very 
well«  that  it  has  not  been  shown  that  it  has 
dene  anything  very  bad,  that  it  has  done 


DOthttig  that  famiskeB  a  suiBeient  reason 
that  it  should  be  asked  to  walk  over  to  this 
aide  of  the  House.  But  surely,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  there  were  two 
different  parties  in  the  last  election.  The 
Address  was  moved  by  an  hon.  GentlemaH 
(Mr.  A.  Egorton)  in  a  speech  the  House 
liked  very  muoh  ;  it  was  very  unnaffeeted 
and  very  sincere.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
WAS  returned  by  a  great  constituency 
(South  Lancashire).  Why  did  he  go  into 
the  field  against  a  Gentleman  who  laat 
Session  sat  on  this  side  of  the  Honse  ? 
There  must  surely  have  been  some  differ- 
ence between  them.  Another  Gentleman 
(Mr.  S.  Wortley).  who  had  sat  everywhere 
in  the  House,  and  who  last  spoke  from  the 
bench  near  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  contested  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  and  when  he  boasted 
of  the  13,000  plumpers  be  obtained  againsl 
the  15,000  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  F. 
Crossley),  was  there  nothing  to  fight  about? 
Had  the  electors  of  Yorkshire  only  been 
amusing  themselves  ?  Was  it  like  riding 
after  the  hounds  for  exercise  merely,  or 
was  there  something  they  expected  to  get 
at  the  end  of  the  chase?  Why  did  you 
send  down  a  political  wanderer  to  give  my 
friends  in  Birmingham  some  trouble  in  the 
election  ?  Surely  there  was  some  difference 
existing  between  the  candidates  ?  If, 
then,  there  was  anything  to  fight  about  in 
the  election,  I  take  it  for  granted,  unless 
we  are  about  to  pass  nn  imposition  on  our 
constituents,  there  is  now  an  essential 
difference  between  your  siile  of  the  House 
and  this.  I  know  that  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men do  not  believe  there  is  ;  the  hon. 
Members  for  North  Warwickshire  think 
that  their  side  of  the  House  has  been  for 
some  time  drifting  towards  this,  and  that 
the  gulf  that  separates  us  is  neither  so 
deep  nor  so  broad  as  when  I  first  took  a 
scat  in  this  House.  But  unless  we  have 
grossly  deceived  our  constituents  there  is 
still  a  case  and  a  cause  on  trial  between 
you  and  us,  as  there  was  a  cause  on  trial  a 
few  weeks  ago  on  every  hustings  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  Then  what  is  it  ?  You 
assume  that  the  constituencies  have  sent 
up  a  majority  of  one  way  of  thinking,  and 
you  suppose  it  is  proper  in  us  to  support 
the  Government  of  a  minority  of  ano- 
ther way  of  thinking.  That  is  an  unrea- 
sonable thing  to  ask.  I  never  heard 
of  its  having  been  asked  before  ;  and  if  it 
is  ever  asked  again  I  am  sure  it  will 
receive  the  same  answer  as  it  will  re- 
ceive now,  unless  we  went  to  the  hustings 
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on  a  fradulent  pretence,  unless  we  opposed 
ourselves  to  each  otiier  when  there  was  no 
cause  for  oppoeition, — I  say  that  having 
come  here,  having  taken  our  oaths  and  our 
affirmations  at  the  table,  and  having  taken 
our  seats  with  the  view  of  commencing  the 
business  of  the  Session,  it  is  utterly  im- 
possible the  Government  can  suppose — it 
is  a  mere  joke  to  ask — that  a  majority 
of  one  set  of  opinions  will  consent  to  the 
permanent  direction  of  a  Government  hold 
ing  opinions  of  the  contrary  character.  I 
know  it  is  a  painful  tiling  to  attend  the 
political  execution  of  a  Government, — I 
am  not  sure  that  it  will  occur,  that  is  a 
matter  resting  in  the  bosom  of  each  indivi- 
dual member,  and  to-morrow  evening  may 
settle  it, — but  we  cannot  allow  any  feeling 
of  tenderness  to  influence  us.  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  have  to  cross  to  this  side 
of  the  House  ;  others  will  have  to  go  over 
to  that ;  but  we  may  console  ourselves 
with  knowing  that  the  general  level  of 
happiness  in  the  House  will  remain  about 
the  same.  There  is  one  other  point  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  which 
I  wish  to  make  some  allusion.  Ho  threw 
out  as  a  sort  of  bait,  what  the  angler  calls 
*•  making  a  cast,  " — he  threw  a  fly  over 
these  benches,  to  see  if  any  one  would 
rise  to  it ;  he  said  that  the  Tory  party,  or 
the  Conservative  party,  or  the  Liberal  Con- 
servative party — it  has  so  many  aliases  that 
one  does  not  know  what  to  call  it — had 
never  been  so  exclusive  as  the  Whigs;  that 
if  it  found  any  one  on  the  other  side  possess- 
ing capacity  and  ability,  and  willing  to 
undertake  the  responsibilities  of  office,  it 
invited  him  to  the  Treasury  bench.  He 
said  that  distinguished  men  had  sat  on 
that  bench  who  had  had  no  connection 
with  the  English  aristocracy  ;  but  it  has 
always  been  on  most  stringent  conditions. 
Yuu  allowed  Sir  liobert  Peel  to  lead  you  ? 
but  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  did  somcihin<r 
that  all  the  world  admitted  was  most 
beneficial  to  the  country,  you  cast  him  off. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), who  rendered  most  distinguished 
service  to  that  great  question,  was  cast  off 
in  the  sanio  manner  ;  and  you  displayed 
considerable  rancour  in  doing  so — a  ran  • 
cour  buch  as  has  never  been  manifested 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  although  the 
excluaiveness  existing  here  has  uo  doubt 
been  deplored  by  many  who  wished  to  got 
on  to  tho  Treasury  bench.  Indeed,  the 
rancour  you  showed  was  something  one 
can  scarcely  comprehend,  aud  it  did  im- 
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mense  harm  to  your  own  party,  for 
enabled  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  i 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  beco 
your  leader,  and  to  occupy  the  eminent  i 
proud  position  in  which  he  stands  or  s 
at  this  moment.  But  from  what  I  heard  s 
that  time  hy  the  party  in  private  about  i 
Peelites,  I  have  always  had  an  idea  tl 
many  hon.  Members  opposite  had  got  tfa 
reading  of  the  Old  Testament  rather  e 
fused,  and  that  they  had  somehow  mi] 
up  the  Peelites  with  tho  Hivites  and  i 
Hittites,  and  thought  it  was  not  mer 
a  political  difference  that  had  occurred,  1 
something  more  for  which  they  condemr 
the  few  distinguished  individuals,  who,  ci 
trary  to  their  wishes,  had  done  so  mi 
good  for  their  country,  to  perpetual  exti 
tion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
fore,  has  nothing  to  boast  of  on  that  qu 
tion.  The  Whig  party  has  been  ezclosi 
foolishly  so,  I  think,  and  ruinously  to  the 
selves  ;  but  they  have  managed  to  leci; 
capacity  with  some  show  of  succera  in  e< 
ducting  the  Government ;  and  possili 
when  they  are  reduced  to  that  sort  of  < 
tremity  which  political  parties  cannot  a1 
gether  escape,  they  may  asW  for  tl 
assistance  they  have  not  always  thoa^ 
it  worth  while  to  have.  But,  now,  I-  w 
in  one  or  two  sentences  to  sum  up  tho  n 
sons  for  taking  the  present  course.  T 
Government,  according  to  all  Parliami 
tary  rules,  does  not  posess  the  confidei 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  believe 
we  pursue  the  present  policy  of  the  I 
ministration  the  neutrality  of  Engla 
cannot  bo  maintained  in  practice.  I  belie 
tho  Government  that  has  done  the  ntm< 
damage  to  the  cause  of  Reform  in  the  pi 
Session  will,  if  it  has  the  opportunity,  endi 
vour  to  betray  it  in  the  Session  to  cod 
I  think  with  a  new  Government  a  m< 
friendly  feeling  with  France  is  likely  to 
preserved.  I  think  also  that  the  new  C 
vernmcnt  will  at  an  early  period  lay 
the  tabic  a  measure  of  Reform  that  n 
be  distinctly  and  considerably  in  favc 
of  the  House  and  the  people,  and  whi 
it  may  become  the  duty  of  the  Hov 
and  the  people  to  accept.  The  ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman  was  very  ingenious 
the  difficulties  he  described  in  rega 
to  what  is  to  be  done  with  the  reooopil 
sections  of  the  Liberal  party.  For  i 
own  part,  I  have  nothing  to  do  wi 
that  matter.  For  sixteen  years  I  liave,i 
in  this  House,  and  I  can  truly  aaj  thai 
have  never  given  a  vote  for  the  porfK^ 
displacing  a  Conservative  Goyexiiment ' 
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tf  embarnuwiDg  a  Whig  Government,  but 
lor  tbe  purpose  of  forwarding  the  prin- 
ciples which  you  all  know  that  I  hold,  and 
the  policy  which  I  have   always   frankly 
mvowed  and   maintained.     I  suppose  the 
fttoQtest  ship,  and  with  the  strongest  tackle, 
will  sometimes  find  itself  where  it  did  not 
expect  to  be  ;  but  if  there  be  a  change  of 
Government  I  expect  to  sit  opposite,  very 
near  the  seat  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  (Mr.  Glad- 
Stone),  if  he  does  not  change  his  place.     I 
wish  to  pursue  the  same  course  that  I  have 
pnrsaed  in  time  past — a  course  of  vigilance 
with  regard  to  the  Government.     I  never 
quarrelled  with  Governments  which   pre- 
tended to  be  Liberal  because  they  did  not 
do  all  I  wanted,  or  go  so  far  as  I  wanted. 
I  have  never  quarrelled  with  one  of  them 
jet»  except  when  it  has  deserted  the  prin- 
ciples of  its  ancient  party,  and  has  asked 
OS  who  sat  on  the  same  side  of  the  House 
fo  sopport  that  which  we  knew  it  would  be 
impossible  for  us  with  any  show  of  con- 
nstency  to  support.     Well,  if  there  comes 
a  new  Government  in,  and   my  seat  be 
iherOt  I  shall  watch  it  with  the  vigilance 
that  I  have  exercised  in  time  past,  and,  I 
admit,  with  as  much  forbearance  as  I  can 
show  consistently  with  what  I  believe  to  be 
BT  duty  to  those  great  political  objects  to 
which  my  life  has  been  devoted.     If  they 
pnrsne    an    honest    and    straightforward, 
though  I  will  admit  a  moderate  course,  I 
jbsll  bear  in  mind  the  difHculties  by  which 
they  are  surrounded,  and  I  shall  be  anxious 
to  continue  them  in  office  as  long  as  I  find 
them  disposed  to  move  on  fairly  and  rca- 
mably  in   that   direction   which   may  be 
ttid  to  be  indicated  b}'  the  average  opinions 
^f  those  who  sit  on  the  same  side  of  tlic 
House.     If,  unfortunately,  they  should  do 
some  of  those  things  which  they  have  done 
m  times  past,  my  sorrow  will  be  great,  my 
opposition,  if  I  am  here,  will  be  inevitable, 
and  I  am  afraid  some  night  or  other  I  shall 
find  them,  as  before,  handed  over  to  the 
Philistines  who  will  sit  opposite  to  them. 
1  hope*  whoever  may  form    this  Goveni- 
ment^  whoever  may  be  the  members  of  the 
Cabinet,  that  they  may  look   to  the  past, 
and  see  how  they  have  failed  so   much. 
Since  the  fall  of  the  Government  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  there  has  been  no  good  hand- 
ling of  tbe  Liberal  party  in  this  House. 
The  Cabinet  has  been  exclusive,  the  policy 
has  been   sometimes   wholly   wrong,  and 
generally  feeble  and  paltering.     If  in  the 
n^w  Government  it   shall  be  found   tliat 
fliere  '  are   men    adequately   rcpresentinrr 


these  reconciled  sections,  acting  with  some 
measure  of  boldness  and  power,  grappling 
with  the  abuses  which  are  admitted  to 
exist,  and  relying  upon  the  moral  sense 
and  honest  feeling  of  the  House,  and  the 
general  sympathy  of  the  people  of  England 
for  improvement  in  our  legislation,  I  am 
bold  to  hope  that  the  new  Government  will 
have  that  which  Her  Majesty  evidently 
wishes — a  longer  tenure  of  office  than  any 
Government  that  has  existed  for  many 
years  past. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  although  he 
would  frankly  admit  that  the  Amendment 
was  a  party  move,  so  far  as  concerned  one 
of  its  objects, — namely,  the  turning  out 
the  Government,  he  must  at  the  same 
time  deny  that  those  who  occupied  those 
(the  Opposition)  benches  were  actuated  by 
ony  motives  of  personal  or  political  aggran- 
dizement. Their  sole  object  was  to  obtain 
a  good  Government  for  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  to  promote  the  country's  wel- 
fare. He  admitted  that  in  many  instances 
the  conduct  of  the  present  Government 
merited  the  approval  of  the  House,  but 
he  contended  that  generally  speaking  they 
had  proved  their  incapacity.  He  would 
cordially  support  the  Amendment  with  the 
view  of  replacing  the  present  Government 
by  a  strong  and  sagacious  Administration 
that  would  carry  weight  in  the  councils  of 
Europe,  command  the  respect  of  the  people 
in  England,  and  have  the  wisdom  to  origi- 
nate good  and  sound  measures  of  social 
development  and  practical  Reform. 

Mu  PALK  said,  that  he  should  have 
contented  himself  with  giving  a  silent  vote 
against  the  Amendment  but  for  the  im- 
portance of  the  question  at  issue.  The 
whole  debate,  in  his  opinion,  had  been 
nothing  but  a  struggle  between  rival 
statesmen  on  the  opposite  sides  of  the 
House  for  place  and  power,  and  the  only 
'question  of  importance— namely,  the  real 
interests  of  the  nation  at  large — had  been 
completely  forgotten.  Hon.  Gentlemen  at 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  boasted  of 
their  numerical  majority,  and  that  the 
differences  formerly  existing  between  them, 
which  had  prevented  them  from  carrying 
those  measures  which  they  believed  to  bo 
right  and  just,  were  now  no  longer  in  ex- 
istence. In  a  tirade  of  vague  pomposities 
the  House  has  heard  a  great  deal  about 
the  evils  that  should  be  remedied,  the 
sacrifices  that  should  he  made,  and  the 
!  Government  that  ought  to  displace  that 
I  at  present  in  oftice  ;  but  they  had  not 
I  heard   a  word  of   definition  with  respect 
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either  to  what  the  evils  were,  what  the 
sacrifices  required  were,  or  what  combina- 
tion of  statesmen  were  to  carry  tlie  country 
through  the  perils  now  sorroundinpr  it. 
The  struggle  for  power  had  existed  for 
years  past ;  and  it  had  become  year  by 
year  more  intenre,  and  in  the  same  ratio 
that  its  intensity  increased  were  the  in- 
terests of  the  nation  forc^otten  by  both  the 
contending  parties.  What  had  been  the 
result  of  the  dissolution — a  step  rendered 
compulsory  by  those  unseemly  disputes  ? 
It  was  admitted  on  all  hands  tliat  if  it  had 
not  strengthened  materially  the  Conserva- 
tive, it  had  weakened  the  Liberal  party; 
it  had  weakened  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment in  its  negotiations  with  continen- 
tal disputants,  and  had  prevented  that 
which  might  otherwise  have  been  con- 
summated —  an  amicable  settlement  of 
those  unhappy  differences.  Professional 
politicians  viewed  what  was  going  on  out 
of  doors  with  the  same  eyes  that  tiiey  re- 
garded what  took  place  in  that  House  ; 
but  he  could  tell  them  that  the  country 
was  getting  sick  and  tired  of  this  continual 
struggle  for  place.  These  repeated  dis- 
solutions would  not  much  longer  be  en- 
dured, for  it  was  felt  that  the  interests  of 
ft  nation  could  in  no  way  bo  furthered  by 
having  great  measures  of  legislation  post- 
poned until  the  time  arrived  when  rival 
politicians  were  able  to  make  up  the  differ- 
ences which  separated  them.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  called  themselves  Re- 
formers, and  yet  they  had  been  offered  by  a 
Conservative  Government  a  better  Reform 
Bill  than  they  were  ever  able  to  obtain 
from  their  own  party.  They  were  told 
that  they  would  have  liberty  to  amend,  to 
alter,  and  to  enlarge  that  measure  ;  but 
rather  than  aid  in  the  patriotic  object  of 
making  that  measure  such  as  the  country 
desired,  they  had  combined  —  singularly 
enough,  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  that 
which  would  be  productive  of  benefit  to  the 
nation.  Again  with  reference  to  the  vote  of 
censure  now  under  discussion  he  regretted 
to  hear  the  reasons  that  had  been  assigned 
for  it.  During  the  elections  they  had  been 
astonished  by  a  statement  in  the  journal 
which  was  supposed  to  lead  public  feeling 
in  England,  and  to  possess  means  of  infor- 
mation greater  than  those  enjoyed  by  any 
other  journal,  to  the  effect  that  a  secret 
treaty  had  been  concluded  between  France 
and  Russia ;  and  that  statement,  though 
denied,  was  again  and  again  persisted  in. 
What  the  result  of  suck  an  alliance  would 
have  been  to  this  country  was  shown  by 
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the  universal  feeling  which  it  created  as  to 
the  necessity  of  a  general  armament.  And 
it  was  in  deference  to  that  feeling  that  the 
Government  had  seen  fit  to  increase  the 
naval  establishment,  which  through  the 
mismanagement  of  former  Administrations 
was  suffered  to  become  inadequate  for  the 
requirements  of  the  country  even  in  time 
of  peace.  Now  however  that  England  was 
safe  from  attack,  and  in  a  position  to  give 
weight  to  those  representations,  which 
hereafter  might  be  of  great  value  in  re« 
storing  peace  and  in  stopping  the  effusion 
of  blood,  they  were  told  by  the  hen.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  that  the 
Government  was  unworthy  his  confidence, 
because  he  could  only  see  in  those  mea- 
sures of  protection  a  covert  intentioo  of 
joining  Austria  against  France  I  Was  the 
fate  of  a  Government  to  be  decided  by  sueh 
special  pleading  as  this?  Would  not  a  little 
honesty  be  a  better  policy  ?  The  Liberal 
party  might  fairly  say,  **  We  have  got  the 
majority,  we  envy  you  your  position  and 
your  places,  and  therefore  we  will  vote  you 
out  of  them  ;*'  but  to  found  a  vote  of  cen- 
sure on  the  flimsy  pretence  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  erred  in  providing  for  the 
defence  of  the  country  was  both  dishonest 
and  disingenuous.  What  would  have  been 
the  course  adopted  in  that  House  if  the 
Ministers  had  not  added  to  the  strength  of 
the  navy,  but  had  left  it  in  the  state  in 
which  they  found  it — one  of  admitted  in* 
feriority  to  France  ?  Why,  in  that  event 
ho  felt  confident  they  would  equally  have 
found  some  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  nobL) 
Lord — it  was  the  fashion  to  put  noble 
Lords  forward  on  such  occasions  now — 
rising  in  his  place  to  impeach  the  condaet 
of  the  Government.  They  were  told  that 
this  manoeuvre  was  to  be  successful,  and 
that  the  Treasury  benches  were  to  welconM 
new  occupants.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther with  new  men  they  were  also  to  have 
new  measures  on  those  subjects  which  the 
leaders  of  the  Liberal  party  had  kepi 
dangling  before  the  eyes  of  their  »up^ 
porters  year  after  year  ?  Why  was  the 
House  to  submit  itself  to  the  leadership  of 
Liberal  statesmen  when  they  confessed 
themselves  to  bo  weaker  than  when  v^ 
consequence  of  internal  discussions  thej 
had  been  obliged  to  quit  ofiice  and  power? 
Ho  had  no  desire  for  place,  and  it  mub* 
tercd  little  to  him  who  sat  on  tlie  Minis- 
terial benches  ;  but  there  were  certain 
objects  which,  in  common  with  the  people 
of  England,  he  hold  dear  and  wished  ip 
preserve,  and  he  believed  that  tbaae-^^th^ 
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^pori^ing  of  onr  free  institutions  and  the 
well-being  of  the  country  itself  -—  were 
p«riUod  by  the  rivalry  of  noble  Lords  who 
were  willing  to  sacrifice  everything  to  their 
desire  for  power.  Unless  the  House  of 
Oommonft  stepped  forward  and  vindicated 
iU  own  dignity  and  character,  tiiey  must 
not  be  surprised  if  the  country  with  one 
toiee  demanded  a  Reform  Bill  wliich  would 
•weep  the  aristocracy  and  the  "  educated 
erdera"  from  power,  and  place  it  in  the 
fauids  of  men  who  would  probably  have 
«D  great  veneration  for  ancient  institutions, 
bat  who  would  at  all  events  be  determined 
to  mmintain  and  carry  on  the  Government 
of  tbta  country  with  a  regard  to  their  own 
ietereats  and  the  right  use  of  power. 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  that  as  one  of  the 
Hombers  who  had  joined  in  the  vote  on  the 
Conspiracy  Bill,  which  turned  out  the  late 
Ooveniment,  he  should  be  the  last  man 
who  would  consent  to  a  vote  of  want  of 
eoofidence  in  the  present  ministry  on  light 
groonds,  and,  therefore,  ho  w^as  anxious  to 
■tote  his  reasons  for  the  vote  he  was  about 
to  give  on  the  question  now  before  the 
House.  That  question  was,  whether  the 
domestic  or  foreign  policy  of  the  country 
iMd  been  such  as  to  command  the  respect 
ef  the  nation  and  justify  the  confidence  of 
Ibe  House  of  Commons,  and  were  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  safe  in  the  keeping  of 
the  Ministry?  Much  as  he  admired  the 
ibility  and  tact  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Bzehequer  and  the  exertions  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  for 
War,  he  could  not  bring  his  mind  conscien- 
tioQsly  to  onswer  the  question  in  theaiUrma- 
tire,  and  felt  himself  bound  to  support  the 
Anendment.  There  were  many  reasons  to 
jesCify  him  in  cominrc  to  that  decision.  One 
was  the  legislative  failures  of  the  Govern- 
sent.  Seldom  had  it  fallen  to  the  lot  of  any 
Oovemraent  to  mismanage  and  blunder  to 
saeh  an  extent  as  the  present  Government 
iMd  done  during  the  last  two  Sessions.  He 
eonsidered  that  the  Reform  Bill  of  the 
Cbveniment  would  have  been  a  reversal  of 
the  policy  inaugurated  in  1832,  and  that  it 
>was  founded  not  on  progressive,  but  rather 
ea  retrogressive  principles,  and  so  far  from 
jpving  more  power  to  the  unrepresented 
daaseSy  it  would  have  simply  and  solely 
added  to  the  influence  of  the  territorial  aris- 
toenicy.  He  so  far  agreed  with  the  lion. 
Member  for  Birmingham  that  he  could  not 
expect  any  good  measure  of  Reform  from 
a  Government  which  had  offered  such  a 
•proposition  for  tho  acceptance  of  tho  House 
flf '  Gommons.     The  second  charge  which 


ho  brought  against  them  wos  that,  not 
having  been  wise  enough  themselves  to 
introduce  a  satisfactory  Reform  Bill,  thej 
neither  took  the  course  recommended  by 
two  of  their  own  colleagues,  nor  adopted 
the  advice  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
at  a  moment  when  Europe  was  on  the  point 
of  being  plunged  into  war,  advised  the 
Queen  to  dissolve  Parliament.  They  did 
so  because  they  trusted  by  certain  influ- 
ences to  increase  the  number  of  their  sup- 
porters. He  conceived  that  in  so  doing 
they  took  a  most  unpatriotic  course,  which 
deserved  the  unqualified  disopprobation  of 
the  House.  Was  it  constitutional,  or  rather 
was  it  desirable,  whenever  the  Minister  of 
the  day  happened  to  differ  from  the  House 
of  Commons  on  an  important  measure, 
that  they  should  straightway  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  dissolve  Parliament?  He  be- 
lieved that  this  was  a  most  dangerous 
practice,  which  was  increasing,  and  of 
which  he  was  glad  to  find  the  people  were 
beginning  to  complain.  But  was  there  no 
remedy  for  it  ?  There  was  a  remedy 
patent  enough,  to  disfranchise  those  bo- 
roughs which  could  so  easily  be  influenced, 
and  give  the  seats  to  large  manufacturing 
towns.  Then  as  to  their  administration  of 
foreign  affairs.  So  far  from  being  able  to 
admire  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment he  looked  upon  it  with  some  degree 
of  dread.  Though  the  members  of  the 
Government  had  been  careful  to  conceal 
their  sympathies  from  the  House,  the 
mover  of  the  Address  said  he  had  a  strong 
respect  for  Austria.  Now,  it  was  because 
he  (Mr.  Baxter)  had  no  respect  for  Austria 
that  he  had  no  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  believed  that  it  was  to 
the  tyranny  and  oppression  of  Austria 
that  the  war  in  Italy  was  to  be  attri- 
buted, and  that,  ns  was  said  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston),  they  would 
never  have  peace  in  Italy  so  long  as 
Austria  had  a  soldier  there,  and  he  trusted 
that  this  war  would  not  end  until  every 
German  soldier  had  been  driven  across  the 
Alps.  He  was  glad  to  hear  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  of  the 
Emperor  of  the  French.  However  little 
they  might  admire  the  internal  administra- 
tion of  Louis  Napoleon,  they  had  no  reason 
to  be  dissatisfied  with  his  conduct  towards 
this  country.  He  would  go  further,  and 
say  he  doubted  whether  this  was  a  proper 
time  for  making  alarming  speeches  and 
forming  rifle  corps.  He  wished  not  to  be 
misunderstood.  Let  them  be  prepared  to 
defend  the  bonoor  of  the  country,  but  he 
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objeeied  to  their  taking  measures  against 
a  contingency  he  believed  they  had  no 
reason  to  expect.  He  had  expected  to 
hear  a  speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire,  who,  in  his  opinion, 
would  have  got  up  in  his  place  and  asked 
for  an  explanation  of  the  extraordinary 
things  thoy  had  seen  in  Ireland,  when 
Boman  Catholic  priests  supported  the 
Members  of  the  Government.  He  wanted 
some  explanation  about  Cardinal  Wiseman's 
letter,  and  \>hy  Irish  constituencies  should 
receive  Conservative  candidates  with  open 
arms?  The  Chancellor  of  the  E  xchequer  had 
told  them  that  if  they  passed  this  Amend- 
ment they  would  bring  back  to  office  mem- 
bers of  those  great  families  whose  exclu- 
siveness  had  done  so  much  to  dissatisfy  the 
Liberal  party.  There  were  those  who 
thought  that  the  adversity  of  the  Whigs 
onght  to  have  lasted  a  little  longer,  but  he 
was  disposed  to  think  with  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  adversity 
had  taught  them  wisdom.  If  not,  the  in- 
dependent Liberals  must  repeat  the  process, 
and  as  they  did  in  1858— tnm  them  ont. 
Looking,  however,  at  the  question  fairly 
and  candidly,  he  could  see  no  reason  why 
at  this  moment  there  should  not  be  a 
Liberal  Administration,  not  composed  of 
men  belonging  to  the  old  Whig  families, 
but  an  Administration  fairly  representing 
all  parties,  and  who  would  bring  forward 
measures  of  real  and  substantial  progress. 
Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  would  not  have 
addressed  the  House  had  he  not  detected 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  some  things  which 
as  an  Englishman  he.  was  unwilling  should 
pass  without  observation.  If  ho  under- 
stood rightly,  the  hon.  Member  rested  the 
support  which  he  gave  to  the  vote  of  want 
of  confidence  on  three  material  grounds, 
and  the  most  important  complaint  against 
them  was  founded  upon  their  foreign  policy. 
In  the  succint  and  able  summary  of  his 
opinions  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham gave  at  tho  conclasion  of  his 
speech,  he  said  he  hoped  to  see  upon  a 
change  of  Government  something  more  of 
sympathy  with  France.  He  had  a  right 
to  ask  what  tho  meaning  of  that  was? 
He  had  a  nght  to  ask  whether  the  hon. 
Member,  whether  as  a  man  of  peace,  he 
meant  that  we  should  sympathise  with  a 
nation  that  had  broken  tho  peace  of  Europe 
in  a  most  deliberate  and  reckless  manner  ? 
He  (Mr.  Liddcll)  was  as  alive  as  anybody 
could  be  to  the  importance  of  tho  French 
alliance ;    and  he  believed  that  the  moral 
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influence  of  France  and  England,  com- 
bined for  good  purposes,  might  rule  the 
world ;  but,  if  the  policy  of  the  future 
Government  were  foreshadowed  in  the  re- 
marks they  had  heard  to-night,  they  had 
a  right  to  know  in  which  policy  of  France, 
peace  or  war,  they  were  to  sympathise* 
They  heard  much  of  Italian  freedom  at 
the  object  of  this  war,  but  he  augured 
little  good  to  Italy  when  he  found  her 
supported  in  arms  by  one  and  counselled 
by  another  despotic  Power.  The  next 
great  charge  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  against  the  Government 
was  that  he  suspected  that  its  profetsiona 
of  neutrality  were  insincere,  and  he  rested 
that  charge  upon  the  fact  that  England 
had  been  increasing  her  armaments.  He 
(Mr.  Liddell)  however,  believed  that  if 
there  was  one  act  of  the  present  Govern* 
ment  which  had  received  the  unanimous 
approval  of  the  House,  and  endeared  them 
to  the  people  of  England,  it  was  the  effiirta 
they  had  made  to  maintain  our  naval  aupre* 
macy.  The  hon.  Member  sooffed  at  the 
militia  and  yeomanry,  as  he  had  often  done 
before,  hut  such  remarks  would  be  again 
treated  with  the  sileneo  which  thoy  de* 
served.  When,  however,  the  hon.  Mem«^ 
her,  who  professed  to  be  a  aineere  and 
honourable  exponent  of  popular  views,  took 
upon  himself  to  sny  that  neutrality  was 
endangered  by  the  establishment  of  ▼olanb 
teer  rifle  corps,  he  replied  that  the  people 
and  not  the  Government  had  demanded 
them  from  a  feeling  of  insecurity,  and  that 
no  Government,  however  strong,  ooold  sno- 
cessfully  oppose  that  national  feeling. 
There  was  one  other  point  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  adverted 
to — his  own  peculiar  hobby, — Reform.  He 
could  not  help  noticing  and  oongrato- 
lating  the  hon.  Member  upon  the  re- 
markable change  in  his  opinions  stnee 
last  year ;  the  hon.  Member  paraded 
during  the  whole  of  the  autnmn '  fnstt 
hustings  to  hustings  and  from  county  town 
to  county  town,  and  the  efieet  of  bis 
speeches  was  only  to  alarm  the  people 
by  the  extravagance  of  his  views.  Im 
his  speech  that  night  he  had  fore^ 
shadowed  what  the  policy  of  a  Liberal 
Government  should  be,  in  his  opinieii« 
upon  the  question  of  Reform,  and  it  needed  • 
no  prophet  to  predict  that  the  bos.  Mem- 
ber would  form  one  of  any  Govemnitet 
formed  by  those  who  sat  on  his  side'of  *tlMi 
House.  Tho  Bill  he  now  shadowed  fortli^' 
however,  was  not  the  one  he  had  pireviottlj' 
l>rodQced,  but  a  moderate  RdstmiByi  ii^' 
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■flat  to  ibftt  whiob  had  been  ad? ocated  by 
tte  two  rigbt  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
wypoaed  to  represent  the  Tory  element  in 
the  Cabinet*  and  who  had  left  the  ministry 
sibort  time  ago  because  their  views  were 
not  adopted.  He  congratulated  the  hon. 
Manlier  on  his  present  moderation.  As 
%D  tke  want  of  confidence  vote,  if  ho  could 
fad:  at  the  matter  simply  as  a  social  ques- 
tbUff  be  should  regard  with  indifference 
avr<  change  of  Government  that  might 
idba  place ;  for  this  simple  reason,  that  at 
tta  present  day  the  House  and  the  country 
vara  so  divided  into  minute  sections,  and 
ID -nearly  allied  in  opinion  upon  most  sub- 

Ei  that  all  Governments  must  necessarily 
g  forth  pretty  much  the  same  mea- 
■vea.  He  believed  that  a  Reform  Bill, 
from  wbicherer  party  it  came,  would,  when 
it  left  the  Committee,  be  much  the  same 
hath  in  principle  and  detail.  It  was 
m  eonsidering  the  foreign  aspect  of  the 
■attar  that  he  could  not  make  up  his 
■ittd  to  TOte  for  a  new  Government. 
There  waa  great  prestige  attaching  to  cer* 
ftain  great  names,  such  as  Napoleon,  Nicho- 
ha*  Metterntch,  enchand  all  of  them  hadez- 
eitad  sometimes  admiration,  oftener  alarm; 
bat  if  there  was  one  name  in  modern  history 
unpopular  in  Europe  than  another,  it 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo8ite(  Viscount 
Paimeraton).  He  admired  the  character  of 
the  noble  Lord ;  and  if  we  were  to  have  a 
•hange  of  Government,  would  prefer  to  see 
Um  at  the  head  of  it,  for  lie  believed  his 
■aaaures  would  be  always  tinged  with  prin- 
eiplea  which  influenced  hon.  Members  on  the 
Conaenrative  side  of  the  House  ;  but  his  fo- 
raign  policy  was  always  alarming  and  often 
iatmaiTO.  If  he  wero  in  the  Government 
it  was  to  bo  feared  that  his  name  would 
etrry  inflaence  destructive  of  the  peace  of 
Enrope.  This  opinion  was  entertained 
not  only  by  Conservatives,  but  by  Whigs. 
And  a  similar  feeling  influenced  many 
Reman  Catholics,  which  might  account  for 
the  support  which  the  present  Government 
had  received  from  that  body.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  present  Government  had 
always  done  right,  ho  had  often  found  fault 
with  their  measures,  but  he  should  cordially 
anpport  them  because  they  had  fulfilled 
tbair  pledges,  and  he  believed  wero  sin- 
eara  in  their  determination  to  maintain 
a  fftriet  neutrality. 

IIb.  J.  H.  GURNE  Y  said,  that  reference 
had  been  made  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to 
the  conspiracy  Bill  of  last  year — ho  had 
vated  in -favour  of  the  firet  reading  of  that 
BiH,  and  being  absent  on  the  occasion  of 


the  subsequent  division  had  antboriaed  a 
light  hon.  Friend  of  his  to  enter  his  name 
as  pairing  in  favour  of  the  second  reading. 
He  had  supported  that  Bill  because  he 
thought  that  the  claim  made  on  tho  Go* 
vernmeni  of  this  country  by  the  French 
Government  was  a  good  and  righteous  one, 
and  one  which  the  Government  was  fully 
justified  in  yielding  to,  and  when  the  Bill 
was  defeated  and  the  Government  thrown 
out  he  considered  it  a  great  evil,  not 
merely  on  account  of  the  Bill  being  lost, 
but  on  account  of  the  Government  being 
changed.  Frequent  changes  of  Govern* 
ment  must  be  attended  with  inconvenience, 
and  therefore  he  did  not  approve  of  change 
for  the  mere  sake  of  change.  The  very 
fact  of  the  loss  of  oflice  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment would  make  him  pause  before  he 
contributed  to  another  change  by  seeking 
to  eject  their  successors  from  oflSce.  If  a 
case  were  made  out  against  the  present 
Government  that  compelled  him  to  vote 
for  a  change  he  should  be  prepared  to 
meet  the  inconvenience  of  that  change,  but 
he  frankly  confessed  he  did  not  feel  that 
any  such  case  had  been  established.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  voted  in  favour  of 
the  Government  Reform  Bill,  believing 
that,  although  it  was  not  a  perfect  mea- 
sure, it  furnished  an  adequate  basis  for 
legislation,  and  that  if  it  had  been  allowed 
to  go  into  Committee  it  might  have  be* 
come  a  measure  acceptable  to  the  nation, 
and  so  passed  into  a  law  that  would  have 
satisfactorily  settled  the  question.  Having 
given  that  vote  ho  could  not  object  to  give 
credit  to  the  present  Government  for  their 
sincere  desire  to  produce,  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  a  bill  that  might  meet 
the  views  and  denires  of  the  country,  and 
ho  saw  no  reason  why,  profiting  by  the 
experience  they  had  had  that  Session,  they 
should  not  in  the  next  be  able  to  lay  such 
a  Bill  before  the  House  as  to  meet  with 
general  acceptance,  and  one  which  would 
be  the  more  likely  to  pass,  because  the 
present  Government  had  influence  with 
the  Conservative  hide  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  that  no  other  Government 
had,  and  it  was  not  to  bo  supposed 
that  any  Reform  Bill  could  bo  passed 
without  a  certain  measure  of  co-opera- 
tion on  tha  part  of  both  sides  of  the 
Houso.  With  reference  to  foreign  affairs, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  present  Go- 
vernniL'nt  had  studioui<ly  and  honestly  cn- 
dcavonred  to  carry  out  the  national  wish 
maintaining  perfect  neutrality  between  the 
belligerents  now  engaged  in  warfare.    For 
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one  thing,  partieolarlj,  the  present  6o- 
vernmont  did  desenre  the  confidence  of  the 
House  and  of  the  country — he  alluded  to 
the  efforts  thej  had  made  to  put  the  coun- 
try in  a  state  of  defence.  He  did  not  cun- 
ceire  that  those  efforts  at  all  implied  the 
existence  of  any  hostile  feeling  to  our 
French  allies.  They  had  no  right  to 
think  or  to  speak  otherwise  of  the  pre- 
sent ruler  of  Franco  than  as  the  faithful 
ally  of  this  country  ;  but  it  was  also  right 
to  recollect  that  the  most  despotic  rulers 
were  not  always  their  own  masters,  and 
that  observation  applied  most  emphatically 
to  a  ruler  who,  like  the  present  Emperor 
of  the  French,  had  a  throne  based  on  the 
popular  will,  and  not  rooted  in  the  anti- 
quity of  hereditary  legitimacy.  And  when 
we  knew  that  there  was  a  large  proportion 
of  the  French  people,  and  a  still  larger 
proportion  of  the  French  army,  to  whom  a 
war  with  this  country,  should  it  unfortu- 
nately break  out,  would  not  be  unaccept- 
able, but  the  reverse,  it  would  in  his  opinion 
be  inexcusable  folly  not  to  provide  ourselves 
with  those  defences  which  were  a  necessary 
insurance  for  the  safety  of  this  country. 
And  although  this  necessary  defence  might 
involve  great  expense,  yet  that  expense 
would  be  the  cheapest  insurance  possi* 
ble  for  the  security  of  its  prosperity 
and  wealth.  It  was  to  be  recollected  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  preparations  that 
had  been  made,  and  which  he  trusted  were 
continuing  to  bo  made,  which  were  in  any 
degree  of  an  aggressive  nature.  They  were 
wholly  defensive  in  their  nature,  and  af- 
forded no  just  ground  for  offence  to  any 
foreign  power  whatever.  Looking  at  the 
reduced  state  of  the  navy  when  the  pre* 
sent  Government  came  into  office,  he  had 
not  implicit  confidence  that  these  defences 
would  be  adequately  kept  up  in  case  an* 
other  change  of  Government  should  take 
place.  Therefore,  although  it  was  exceed- 
ingly disagreeable  to  him  to  give  a  voto 
adverse  to  those  among  whom  he  had  sat 
since  ho  had  the  honour  to  be  in  that  House, 
yet,  in  pursuance  of  what  he  believed  to 
be  a  public  duty,  he  intended  on  tho  pre- 
sent occasion  to  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment that  had  been  proposed. 

Mr.  F.  CROSSLEY  said,  that  like  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  he 
had  always  been  against  unnecessary 
changes  of  the  Government,  and  therefore 
when  the  present  Government  came  into 
office,  and  an  appoal  was  made  to  the  in- 
dependent Members  of  the  House  for  sup- 
port, they  required  to  know  what  the  Go- 
Mr.  /.  H,  Gumey 


vernment  were  about  to  do  wiili  regard  to 
the  groat  question  of  Reform.  The  reply 
was  tlmt  if  they  had  the  reeess  to  consider 
the  matter,  they  would  bring  forward  a 
Bill  which  would  give  satisfaction  to  tlie 
country.  On  that  ground  ho  gave  them 
an  independent  support,  but  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  and  he  saw  what  kind  of 
a  measure  it  was,  and  that  no  change  what- 
ever was  made  in  the  borough  franchise, 
he  advised  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  the  night  that  he  introduced  it  to 
withdraw  it,  and  reconsider  the  question, 
as  he  was  sure  the  Bill  would  not 
give  satisfaction,  especially  to  the  working 
ckksses.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
other  night  seemed  to  wish  that  their  Re> 
form  Bill  should  not  be  remembered,  and 
told  them  that  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill 
some  nine  months  hence,  and  the  hon.  an4 
learned  Member  for  Nottingham  said  he 
asked  them  to  take  a  Bill  at  nine  mootha 
date.  But  it  was  not  even  so  much  as  that. 
It  was  only  a  promise  to  give  them  a  Bill 
nine  months  hence.  There  was  no  statement 
of  what  the  amount  would  be.  The  late 
Reform  Bill  was  rejected  by  a  ronjority 
of  thirty-nine,  and  the  Government  aent 
them  to  their  constituents.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers could  only  speak  for  themselT€s-^ii 
own  constituency  was  so  satisfied  with  the 
part  he  had  taken  that  be  should  have  haea 
returned  without  a  contest,  but  he  was 
induced  to  offer  himself  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire;  and  that  constituency, 
which  was  the  largest  in  the  kingdom,  eon* 
sisting  largely  of  agricultural  as  well  as  ef 
commercial  interests,  returned  him  and  his 
colleague  against  a  supporter  of  the  Gorenh 
ment  and  of  the  Bill.  His  oonstituenti 
repudiated  the  Government  Bill,  and  he 
thought  it  was  perfectly  useless  for  the 
House  to  wait  nine  months  longer  on  aueh 
a  promise  as  that  which  was  given  to  them 
the  other  night.  He  certainly  should  not 
contiuuo  to  give  them  tho  independent 
support  he  had  given  them  in  the  last  Se»> 
sioii  unless  ho  received  a  aatisfacterj  ae* 
surance  that  they  entirely  repudiated  the 
Reform  Bill  which  they  brought  forward  in 
the  last  Parliament.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  contained  no  such  aaaoraoee, 
but  rather  a  defence  of  that  Bill,  and  he 
was  therefore  convinced  that  a  subatantid 
measure  of  Reform  was  not  to  be  ezpeoted 
from  those  who  had  all  their  livea  oppoaed 
it,  and  who  during  the  late  election  had 
done  their  utmost  to  prevent  the  retnimto 
that  House  of  eameat  ind  lintara  Ra- 
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As  regarded  the  cpiestion  of 
er  war*  neutrality  iras  the  word 
act  only  by  both  sides  of  the 
tat  by  all  parties  in  the  country  ; 
yat  be  had  read  speeches  that  had  been 
Mirored  by  gentlemen  holding  o£ce  in  the 
flirannnent,  and  by  their  supporters,  in 
faiaar  af  an  armed  neutrality.  The  state  of 
■aBtrality  which  the  Government  professed 
ma  a  atate  of  armament  which  they  intima- 
taiwonld  enable  us  to  step  in  when  we  could 
it  «o  with  effect.  Ho  thought,  however, 
thii  tkej  should  only  interfere  when  £ng- 
had  and  the  interests  of  England  were 
Ipiddicd  with,  but  not  before.  We  ought  in 
liidng  ap  our  arrangements  to  conduct  our 
haliDasa  in  a  business-like  way,  and  with 
dithe  eeonomy  possible.  If  £22,000,000 
ii  jear  would  nut  defend  this  country  from  a 
imiga  invasion  £40,000,000  would  not. 
Be  believed  that  money  was  ample  ;  it  only 
Mkpired  better  management ;  and  he  be- 
SbMI  tliat  if,  as  in  mercantile  affairs,  they 
ibiy  inquired  rigidly  into  the  question  of 
lifaia  received  before  they  gave  the  money, 
Iha  adninistration  of  the  taxation  of  this 
ilrjr  would  bo  far  more  judicious  and 
lioal.  With  regard  to  the  composi- 
of  another  Government,  ho  was  glad 
ta  find,  and  be  thought  it  was  perfectly 
lUit,  that  there  ought  to  be  a  combination 
i£iill  shades  of  Liberal  opinions  in  the  new 
Miiiistry.  They  had  had  to  fight  a  good 
dial  against  an  outcry  about  combination 
hi  ihe  West  Riding  of  York,  and  they 
kad  there  charged  them  with  an  unholy 
dsalkioa ;  but  he  was  satisfied  that  if 
a  Gavemment  were  formed,  as  it  ought 
St  be,  by  men  of  talent,  holding  various 
akadea  of  political  opinion,  that  they  would 
karo  a  strong  Liberal  Government,  that 
vanld  not  drift  the  country  into  war,  but 
woald  settle  the  great  question  of  Reform 
ki  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  people. 

Ha.  SPOON ER  said,  he  merely  rose  to 
•Bswer  the  appeal  made  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Htviber  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter).  He 
aaa  aaked  why  he  had  not  required  an 
aiplanaiion  of  some  supposed  coinmunica- 
tioDS  between  Dr.  Wiseman  and  the  Earl 
sf  .Derby.  It  was  not  for  him  to  ask  for 
tnlaDations  relative  to  a  correspondence 
till  he  had  ascertained  the  fact  that  such 
a^  eorrespondence  existed.  Had  ho  seen 
iponnd  for  believing  that  such  a  commu- 
iioation  had  passed,  then,  doubtless,  his 
PfOteatsnt  feelings  would  have  been  aroused, 
aail  the  explanation  alluded  to  would  have 
baoK  > demanded.  But  after  the  declara- 
tiHl  mda  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 


Chancellor  of  the  Ezcheqaer,  he  wondered 
that  any  Member  of  the  House  could  ven- 
ture the  remark.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  distinctly  stated  that  it  was  all 
an  electioneering  i*eport,  and  that  there 
was  no  ground  whatever  for  it.  He  had 
also  been  asked  whether  he  and  his  col- 
league did  not  differ  from  the  Government 
on  the  question  of  Maynooth.  To  this  he 
replied,  that  they  differed  from  the  pre- 
sent Government  on  many  points,  and  he 
had  often  expressed  that  difference,  and 
probably  should  do  so  again.  But  then 
he  did  not  less  differ  from  the  party  oppo- 
site. In  fact,  he  differed  from  them  more 
than  from  his  right  hon.  Friend  below  him 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer).  He 
thought  both  essentially  wrong  in  some 
points,  and  he  believed  that  neither  party 
would  ever  have  the  entire  confidence  of 
the  country  as  a  Government  till  they  had 
retraced  their  steps.  As  to  the  defensive 
preparations  spoken  of,  it  was  idle  to  ima- 
gine that,  because  these  had  been  made, 
tho  Government  was  therefore  disposed  to 
go  to  war.  The  fact  was,  that  the  late 
Ministry  had  left  our  armaments  in  a  most 
incomplete  state,  and  the  country  had  been 
frightened  by  the  false  economy  which  they 
had  displaced.  In  the  present  state  of 
Europe  it  was  necessary  to  keep  up  our 
army  and  navy  on  an  efficient  footing,  not 
with  any  wish  to  go  to  war,  but  simply, 
in  case  of  need,  to  protect  our  own  shores. 
Mr.  UORSMAN  said,  he  would  confine 
the  few  observations  he  wished  to  offer  to 
the  House  to  nn  explanation  of  the  vote  he 
was  about  to  give,  rather  than  enter  upon 
the  question  of  the  general  policy  of  tho 
Government,  as  to  which  he  agreed  with 
the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  that  tho 
issue  had  been  so  narrowed  as  to  leave  little 
room  for  argument.  The  appeal  made  to 
the  country  by  Lord  Derby  was  so  simple 
and  intelligible — namely,  whether  he  and 
his  colleagues  possessed  the  confidence  of 
Parliament  and  ought  to  have  its  continu* 
ed  support— that  they  did  not  complain, 
and  no  one  could  bo  surprised,  to  find  a 
very  early  opportunity  taken  for  testing 
the  result  of  that  appeal.  Ministers,  it  was 
believed,  were  now  in  a  minority  in  their 
own  Parliament ;  and  if  this  were  true  it 
was  a  condition  of  things  which  was  ano- 
malous, unconstitutional,  and  for  many  rea- 
sons too  dangerous  to  bo  allowed  to  con- 
tinue. Tho  party  possessing  a  majority 
in  the  House  of  Commons  must  be  held  to 
represent  the  national  opinion.  This  being 
so,   it  was   responsible  for  the  national 
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policy,  and  ought  manifestly  to  direct  that 
for  which  it  wab  responflible.  The  first 
duty  of  the  now  Parliament,  therefore,  was 
plain.  Its  duty  was  to  devise  some  means 
of  oorrectins:ananomaIv  which  no  one  f*oii1d 
defend,  and  to  re-establish  tliat  first  l:iw  uf 
Parlinmentory  government  in  EnghmJ — 
naiiiely,  government  by  a  inajonty.  ]3ut  it 
was  no  loss  thn  duty  of  the  majority,  in 
effecting  a  change  which  must  be  preceded 
by  a  severe  party  conflict,  to  choose  well 
tho  ground  on  which  that  conflict  siiould 
be  fouglit.  Every  one  must  feel  the  gravity 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  the  Par- 
liament had  now  assembled.  The  coun- 
try was  beset  with  difficulties,  and  even 
tlireatened  with  dangers,  and  an  Opposi- 
tioD  had  its  corresponding  responsibilities. 
It  behoved  the  House,  therefore,  to  act 
on  some  safe  public  ground,  and  to  take 
good  heed  that  in  displacing  the  existing 
Government  they  should  carry  public 
sympathy  with  them  by  showing  an 
adequate  necessity'  for  the  attempt,  in 
some  peril  to  be  averted  or  some  advant- 
age to  be  gained  by  a  change  of  Adminis- 
tration at  such  a  crisis.  Now,  it  appeared 
to  bim  that  Her  Majesty's  Speech  suggested 
the  ono  paramount  and  absorbing  question 
on  which  that  issue  could  fairly  be  taken. 
Her  Majesty  informed  them  that  in  the 
differences  which  had  arisen  between  con- 
tinental Powers  which  had  engaged  some 
of  the  attuntion  of  the  House  last  Ses- 
sion, and  would  occupy  so  much  more  of  the 
attention  of  the  present  Parliament,  her 
mediatorial  etforts  in  the  interests  of  peace 
bad  entirely  failed  —  that  war  was  now 
raging  in  Italy — but  that  her  determination 
was  announced  —  and  in  this  Her  Ma- 
jesty was  loyally  supported  by  all  classes 
0  iher  subjects  —  that  England  should  re- 
main strictly  neutral.  But  she  went  on  to 
inform  them  that  she  had  felt  it  right  in 
tho  present  state  of  Europe  to  make  an 
addition  to  her  naval  force,  thereby  dis- 
elosinc:  an  apprehension  that  circumstances 
beyond  her  control  might  unhappily  arise 
to  compel  reluctant  England  to  become,  in 
spito  of  her  reluctance,  a  belligerent  Power. 
Theso  facts,  indeed,  were  well  known  be- 
fore«  but  this  authoritative  announcement 
of  them  was  perhaps  ono  of  the  most  im- 
MTtRot  which  had  in  our  time  been  ma<le 
bf  the  Sovereign  to  the  people.  We  had 
Wni«  A  part  in  negotiations  now  con- 
^ndcdt  and  unless  Providenco  averted 
IIm  wlnity  we  might  bo  entangled  in 
illt.WEAr  juU  begun.  J[cr  Majiisty  in 
imilipg  thU  annouiioemont  to  Her  Pur- 


liament  had  performed  her  duty,  and  it 
was  now  for  Parliament  to  perform  theirs. 
It  had  become  the  duty  of  Parliament  to 
satisfy  itself  as  to  the  part  which  the  re- 
f>ponsible  advisers  of  the  Crown — the  re- 
presentatives of  England  while  Parliament 
was  not  sitting  or  was  non-existent — had 
taken  in  the  negotiations  preceding  the 
war.  The  diplomatic  transactions  of  the 
last  few  months  must  form  a  most  im- 
portant chapter  in  modern  European  his- 
tory, and  England's  contribution  would  to 
us  be  the  most  interesting  portion  of  thai 
chapter.  He  thought,  therefore,  it  was 
their  first  and  imperative  duty  to  ascertain 
whether  the  Ministry  had  in  these  grave 
complications  exhibited  the  capacityi  the 
energy,  tho  firmness,  the  foresight,  and, 
above  all,  the  impartiality  which  was  essen- 
tial to  such  an  exigency.  In  a  speech 
recently  made  to  his  constituents  by  a 
distinguished  Member  of  this  Hou^^c,  the 
question  was  placed  on  grounds  which 
could  not,  ho  thought,  ho  overlooked  by 
Parliament.  He  stated,  speaking  in  tho 
face  of  the  war-storm  now  rising,  "  I 
make  this  grave  charge  against  the  Go- 
vernment—  either  they  have  been  them- 
selves grossly  deceived,  or  they  have  at- 
tempted to  deceive  the  country.  I  plsee 
them  in  that  dilemma.**  But  he  (Mr. 
Ilorsman)  felt  that  unless  Parliament  pu^ 
sued  their  inquiry  to  some  conclusion,  it 
was  not  only  tho  Government,  but  the  coun- 
try that  was  placed  in  the  dilemma.  Had 
the  Ministers  of  England  suffered  them- 
selves tu  bo  deceived  by  foreign  Cabinets, 
or  had  they  themselves  attempted  to  de- 
ceive Parliament  ?  If  they  had  attempt- 
ed to  deceive  Parliament  we  ought  to  know 
that,  and  ought  to  follow  up  the  know- 
ledge by  exacting  a  severer  penalty  than 
tho  loss  of  office.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  had  themselves  been  deceived;  if  tbej 
had  been  tho  victims  of  a  duplicity  by 
which  tho  other  Cabinets  of  Europe  had 
been  deceived;  if  the  Government,  by  their 
own  weakness,  and  credulity,  and  inca- 
pacity, had  been  to  blame,  then  their  fate 
as  a  Government  was  sealed.  But  if  it 
proved  true,  as  had  been  publicly  stated, 
that  a  secret  combination  had  been  formed 
between  two  of  the  most  powerful  and  agres- 
sive  despotisms  in  the  world,  in  furtheranoe 
of  a  policy  not  yet  developed ;  if  a  deep  plot 
had  been  laid  for  deceiving  the  Govert^ 
nients  uf  Europe,  and  the  Cabinet  of  Eng- 
land had  been  deceived,  then  a  new  danger 
to  England  had  been  brought  to  li^t, 
and  he  must  he  a  bold  man  .who  ^oj4i^.uii- 
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j^  It.  These  were  considerations  that 
A^j>eAred  to  him  to  be  very  grave  and  de- 
mahAng  very  argent  investigations.  It 
also  seemed  to  him  that  that  investigation 
eoold  not  be  too  calm,  too  ri(>id,  or  too 
icon.  He  tb ought  thcj  ought  to  try  the 
G^qrrerntnent  on  that  ground,  nnd  that  by 
Ab  reanit  of  the  trial  they  had,  if  they 
dalmed  it,  a  right  to  stand  or  fall.    In  this 

Eat   national    exigency,  there  was   one 
ling  reqnisite,  one  test  of  fitness,  that 
tfteacended  all  others  in  reference  to  the 
tfOTemment  of  this  country.  It  was  esscn- 
flU  that  that  Ministry  should  be  in  power 
tKat  was  most  competent  to  the  direction  of 
international  affairs.    That  was  the  subject 
Which  more  than  any  other  would,  for  some 
tfanetocome,  occupy  any  Cabinet.  External 
Angora  of  the  most  formidable  character 
iiov  threatened  us.     By  statesmanship,  by 
Capacity,  by  judgment,  those  dangers  might 
te  averted  at  a  distance.    By  blindness,  by 
ideapactty,  by  ignorance,  they  might  be 
IfODgbt  80  near  us  that  we  might  have  to 
ebnfront  them   in  the   Channel,  or  even 
to  onr  own  shores.     Now,  he  felt  that  he 
Airst  not  deal  rashly  or  presumptuously 
with  these  questions,  and   that,   for  tlie 
satisfaction  of  the  country,  for  the  guid- 
ance of  Parliament,  and  for  the  instruction 
of  any  future  Minister,  it  was  absolutely 
essential  that  they  should  have  full  and 
eooiplete  information  as  to  the  past,  as  the 
best  guide  and  security  for  the  future.     As 
fte  papers  relating  to  the  recent  negotia- 
tioos  bad  been  promised  by   the  Govern- 
ment, it  appeared  to  him  a  matter  insignifi- 
cant whether  the  discussion  on  those  papers, 
resulting  in  the  condemnation  or  acquittal 
of  the   Ministry,  took   place  a   fortnight 
Siflier  or  later,  compared  with  satisfying 
the  country,  that  they  had  postponed  their 
jndgnient  of  the  Ministry  till  the  materials 
were  in   their  hands   for  pronouncing   a 
nffht  and   safe  one,  and    had  thus   been 
&ithful  to  the  nation  in  what  he  believed 
(0  be  one  of  the  most  perilous  passages 
ift  its  history.    That  was  the  opinion  he  cn- 
tiertained  and  on  which  he  Iwid  been  pre* 

ttred  to  act ;  and  it  was  for  that  reason 
e  regretted  that  an  Amendment  wns  to 
m  moved  to  the  Address,  and  the  issue 
lUsed  between  the  Ministry  and  the  Oppo- 
licion,  which  ho  should  have  preferred  to 
kS&S  raised  on  the  question  of  foreign  policy. 
Re'felt  that  he  stood  in  a  totally  different 

eiiition  on  this  question  from  the  noble 
ar^nesB  who  moved  the  Amendment.  The 
iiMc  Marqaess  had  nothing  to  do  with 
j^keU'g  the  Government  in  power.      He 


was  satisfied  with  the  preceding  Govern- 
ment, and  did  all  he  could  to  keep  the 
present  Ministry  out  of  office.     Therefore, 
in  moving  the  Amendment    his   conduct 
was  in  perfect  keeping  with  his   Parlia- 
mentary antecedents.     But  he  (Mr.  Ilors- 
man),  on  the  other  hand,  had  deliberately 
and  advisedly  given  a  vote  that  led  to  the 
displacement  oT  the  preceding  Government 
and  the  accession  of  the  present  one.     In 
doing  so  he  knew  the  responsibility  which 
he  incurred,  and  the  obligation  which  lay 
on  him  not  to  lend  himself  to  any  effort  to 
displace  them  that  took  the  form  of  a  per- 
sonal or  party  movement.     lie  had  made 
no  secret  of  his  regret  that  the  Amendment 
had  been  moved,  and  he  had  stated  the 
grounds  on  which  he  should  have  preferred 
to  take  the  trial  of  strength  between  the 
Ministry  and  the  Opposition.     If  the  Go- 
vernment had  themselves  taken  that  ground; 
if  they  had  opposed  the  Amendment  on 
that  ground  ;  if  they  had  raised  a  protest 
aofainst  a  vote  beinji:  taken  before  rariia* 
ment,  had  the  papers  in  their  hands,  and 
were  able  to  form  a  judgment ;  if  they  had 
appealed  to  the  justice  of  the  House  to 
protect  them  against  a  judgment  so  pre- 
mature,   he   confessed    that    he    for  one 
would  not  only   have   found   it  very  dif« 
ficult  to  resist  that  appeal,  but  that  he 
came  down  to  the  House  on  Tuesday  ex- 
pecting that  it  would  be  made  and  pre- 
pared  to   express   his   sentiments   in    its 
favour.     But  both  in  that  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  the  leaders  of  the 
Government  accepted  the  course  taken  by 
the  noble  Marquess.  In  moving  his  Amend- 
ment the  noble  Marquess  stated  that  he  did 
30  in  reply  to  the  appeal  which  Lord  Derby 
had  made  to  the  country,  and  he  announced, 
as   speaking  for  his   party,   and   by  the 
authority  of   its  chiefs,   that   if  the   re- 
sult of  the  division  should  be  favourable  to 
the  Government  it  would  be  considered  as 
a  settlement  of  the  question  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Government  on  the  part  of 
hintself  and  his  friends,  and  in  that  settle- 
ment he  promised  acquiescence.     Nothing 
could  be  more  manly  than   the   tone    in 
which   the  challenge  was  given,  nothing 
more  generous  than   the    spirit  in   which 
acquiescence  in  defeat  was  promised.     He 
had   listened   with  .  great   interest   to   the 
reply  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and,  certainly,  if  the  challenge  was  frank 
and  manly,  nothing  could  be  more  frank 
and  fearless  than  the  acceptance  of  the 
challenge.     So  far  from  making  any  com- 
plaint of  the  course  taken  by  the  noble 
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Marquess,  the  right  hon.  Gentleinan  admit- 
tod  that  it  was  a  proceeding  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  anticipated,  and  which  they 
had  invited  and  expected  when  they  dis- 
solved Parliament,  anJ  ho  entreated  the 
House  to  lose  no  time  in  coming  to  a  de- 
cision on  the  question.  By  common  ogrec- 
ment,  then,  the  voto  on  this  Amendment 
was  to  he  taken  as  a  settlement  of  the 
question  whether  or  not  the  constituencies 
had  returned  a  majority  to  that  House  in 
favour  of  the  present  Ministry,  or  whether 
the  majority  was  adverse  to  their  continu- 
ance in  power.  Every  individual  Momhcr, 
therefore,  would  he  called  on  in  the  division 
that  was  to  take  place  to  give  an  answer 
to  the  appeal  of  Lord  Derby.  Those 
who  had  been  returned  on  the  ground  of 
having  confidence  in  the  Government  would 
of  course  vote  with  the  Government,  and 
others  who  had  been  returned  to  say  the 
contrary  would  voto  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess.  On  an  issue  so  limit- 
ed and  so  simple  it  was  im|M)Ssible  for 
him  to  hesitate  as  to  the  vote  he  should 
give.  Ho  had  been  no  party  to  raising 
that  issue,  and  would  havo  supported  the 
Government  if  they  had  protested  against 
it ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  maintain  for 
them  a  point  which  they  had  themselves 
abandoned.  He  was  therefore  compelled 
to  say  that  the  answer  he  had  been  com- 
missioned to  give  to  Lord  Derby's  appeal 
was  not  favourable  to  his  continuanco  in 
power. 

Mr.  H.  KER  SEYMER  said,  that  while 
he  intended  to  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment, he  felt  constrained  to  repeat,  what 
had  been  already  admitted,  that  there  could 
he  no  ground  of  complaint  against  the  noble 
Marquess  for  moving  it.  The  Government 
hod  appealed  to  the  country ;  and  by  the 
reauU  of  that  appeal  they  were  determined 
to  abide.  He  did  not,  in  fact,  see  how 
they  could  possibly  have  taken  the  course 
snggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
bftd  last  spoken.  On  a  general  question  of 
confidence,  or  want  of  confidence,  how  could 
tliA  Oofernment  select  one  special  point — 
M  for  instance,  their  foreign  policy^  and 
olaim  delay  on  account  of  the  absence  of 
the  papers  relating  to  it  ?  Witli  due  de- 
ferenco  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
Mimed  to  have  been  looking  out  for  an 
cnportanitj  of  supporting  Her  Majesty's 
OoTemment,  withoat  being  able  to  hud  it, 
he  Mid  that  such  would  not  be  an  honour- 
•Uo  eonrse.  The  question  of  confidence  or 
U$t  OM^enoe  was  not  abstract  but  practi- 
mil  Mid  he  oonld  well  ooneeive  that  some 


hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  pause  before 
withdrawing  their  confidence,  unless  they 
could  see  their  way  to  the  formation  of  a 
strong  Liberal  Government.  As  the  coun- 
try must  have  a  Government,  he  thought 
that  many  Members  of  the  House  might 
follow  the  course  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Gurnej). 
Before  going  into  the  question  of  the  dif- 
ficulties that  stood  in  the  way  of  forming 
a  strong  Liberal  Government,  ho  would 
notice  some  observations  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton.  Ho  thought 
those  observations  were  not  quite  fair. 
The  noble  Lord  spoke  as  if  the  Conserva- 
tive party  had  supported  the  Conspiracy 
Bill,  and  had  then  gone  in  the  teeth  oi 
their  former  votes,  and  opposed  it.  What 
were  the  circumstances  'i  He  recollected 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
not  liking  to  take  the  unusual  course  of 
opposing  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  brought 
in  by  the  Government  upon  their  respon- 
sibility, saying  that  ho  would  vote  for 
its  introduction,  but  he  expressly  guarded 
himself  against  being  understood  by  that 
act  to  promise  the  measure  his  support  in 
tho  future  stages.  On  the  contrary,  he 
expressed  disapproval  of  the  Bill,  and  said 
it  was  an  inadequate  measure ;  that  Count 
Waiewski's  despatch  ought  to  have  been 
answered,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Govornment  should  have  writ- 
ten a  spirited  reply,  such  as  Mr.  Canning 
would  have  written,  in  answer  to  it.  Well, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ash  ton  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson),  being  at  that  time  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  independent  Liberal  party,  and 
anxious,  as  the  independent  Liberal  party 
always  were,  to  upset  Governments,  took 
advantage  of  that  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gcutloman — saw  what  the  opinion  on  the 
Conservative  benches  was,  and  framed  such 
a  Motion  as  the  Conservatives,  with  the 
opinions  they  entertained  on  the  subject, 
had  no  alternative  hut  to  support.  That, 
then,  was  the  true  history  of  the  traus- 
action;  and  it  had  not  been  fairly  repre- 
sented by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tiverton.  They  all  knew  the  result  of 
that  Motion.  A  Government  was  formed 
bv  Lord  Derby ;  and  its  first  act  was  to 
establish  friendly  relat'ons  with  our  most 
powerful  ally,  and  nearest  neighbour,  the 
Emperor  of  the  French.  The  next  thing 
they  did  wos  to  procure  tho  release  from 
prison  of  the  two  English  subjects  who 
were  so  cruelly  treated  by  the  Neapolitan 
Government,  and  whose  case  had  been  rt- 
ther  prejudiced  than  aided  by  the  precifd- 
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llgBfimmimi  They  then  proeeeded  to 
Iphgitevard  their  India  Bill,  which  he 
jifaklbtA  was  Dot  very  favourably  received 
Jptkft  Home  and  tlie  country.  But  it  was 
^  Sv  Gentfemen  opposito  to  say  much 
Hlpl  ladia.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
IHPrtiy  or  ihift  House  would  easily  forget 
flini.  grand  assault  upon  the  Government 
aa  commonly  called  the  "Cardwell 
"  Of  all  attacks  upon  a  Go- 
that  lie  could  recollect  ho  never 
which  ended  in  so  ignominious  a 
And  when  the  noble  Member  for 
said  that  the  Government  ought 
1^  ba  grateful  for  the  forbearance  with 
jjfciah  thoy  had  been  treated,  he  (Mr.  K. 
)  eatirely  denied  that  any  such  for- 
ce had  been  exhibited  towards  the 
ftnaiament.  On  the  contrary,  almost  as 
aa  they  were  in  office  an  attempt  was 
whieh  failed,  to  eject  them,  which, 
,  so  completely  miscarried  that  it 
fiot  be  repeated  in  the  same  Ses- 
MD..  If  that  was  the  sort  of  forbearance 
ir  which  they  were  bound  to  be  grateful, 
ha  hogged  to  differ  from  the  noble  Lord. 
iTha  Ooveroment  then  sought  to  settle  the 
ion  of  church  rates,  which  their  prede- 
had  failed  to  deal  witli  successfully. 
Ike  Bill  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
kcff  for  the  University  of  Cambridge  re- 
pWTod  the  general  support  of  Members  on 
the  Mioisterud  side  of  the  House.  lie 
flir.  K.  Seymer)  thought  that  it  was 
jhaaed  apon  a  just  principle,  and  that  al- 
ttoagh  there  might  have  been  faults  of  de- 
tsil  hi  ity  if  it  had  passed  the  second  read- 
iag,  it  might  eventually  have  ended  in  a 
fair  settlement  of  the  question.  It  was 
ifposedy  however,  by  Gentlemen  opposite 
antcrtaining  the  most  various  opinions  upon 
the  subject  of  church  rates.  It  was  op- 
fiscd  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  ouglit 
to  havo  supported  it,  seeing  that  he  held 
nearly  the  same  opinions  as  his  riglit  hon. 
Friend  ;  it  was  opposed  by  those  who,  will- 
iag  to  relieve  Dissenters  from  the  rates, 
vera  nevertheless  unwilling  to  abolish  thcni 
ia  those  places  where  they  were  paid  with- 
sst  difficulty,  and  were  not  a  prnctical 
inevanoe.  No  doubt  a  Government  in  a 
nioority  were  always  liable  to  havo  their 
Heasare  rejected  in  the  same  way  ;  but  he 
did  oot  think  that  the  failure  of  that  Bill 
SQald  be  attributed  to  the  faults  in  the 
■Cssure  itself ;  so  far  from  that,  it  lay 
BSllior  with  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  might 
kiro  settled  the  matter  long  ago,  and  who, 
not  hating  settled  it  when  they  might, 
0^^  to  hare  come  forward  and  given 


their  assistance  to  the  Government  in  the 
endeavour  to  arrive  at  a  solution  of  the 
question.  With  regard  to  the  Reform  Bill, 
too,  the  same  course  was  adopted.  The 
Government  not  being  in  a  majority,  they 
were  met  in  an  unusual  way  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  selecting  one 
or  two  provisions  which  were  unpopular* 
and  establishing  the  bad  precedent  of  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  them,  instead 
of  upon  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton, 
be  believed,  was  inclined  to  support  that 
Bill,  or,  at  all  events,  to  allow  it  to  be  read 
a  second  time.  Indeed  he  said  as  much— - 
and  no  doubt  many  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  have  voted  with  him.  Therefore 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London, 
not  caring  to  oppose  the  Bill  on  the  second 


reading,  by  an  ingenious  device  defeated 
the  Government.  The  recent  history  of 
the  Liberal  party  in  this  House  was  exceed- 
ingly instructive.  It  was  a  singular  fact, 
but  it  was  notorious  to  all  the  world,  that 
all  the  upsets  of  Liberal  Governments  had 
of  late  years  proceeded  from  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House.  The  question  which 
upset  the  Government  of  tlic  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  on  the  Militia  Bill 
in  1852,  was  an  Amendment  to  leave  out 
the  word  •*  local,"  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton,  carried  in 
not  a  full  House,  and  which  was  so  much 
resented  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  that  he  immediately  gave  up 
the  charge  of  the  Bill  on  the  spot,  and 
actually  moved  that  the  Bill  should  bo 
brought  in  by  Lord  Falmerston  and  Mr. 
Bernal.  He  did  not  suppose  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  cared  much 
about  the  word  *•  local,"  but  it  answered 
his  purpose  of  causing  a  break-up  of  tho 
Ministry  nevertheless.  And  here  ho  would 
quote  some  observations  which  were  mado 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Sir 
George  Grey)  with  regard  to  the  course  of 
proceeding  then  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton,  for  they  bore 
mucli  upon  what  took  place  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said, 

**  Tho  noble  Lord  adopted  the  unusual  course, 
not  of"  meeting  tho  proposal  of  the  Government 
with  a  direct  negative,  but  of  attempting  to  im- 
pose upon  the  Government  the  obligation  of  bring- 
ing in  a  Bill  which  was  different  from  tliat  which 
they  had  prepared." — [3  Hansard,  cxix.  863.] 
Now,  mutatis  mulandist  that  was  precisely 
what  took  place  with  the  sanction  of  both 
noble  Lords  in  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment.    Well,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
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for  Tiverton,  being  at  the  time  a  species  of 
guerilla  leader,  or  a  Garibaldi  below  the 
gangway — was  not  sent  for  by  Her  Majes- 
ty, and  Lord  Derby  formed  a  Government. 
They  all  knew  what  was  the  fate  of  that 
Government.  Having  brought  forward  a 
proposal  with  reference  to  the  House-tax, 
which  was  very  just  though  not  popular, 
the  Government  were  defeated,  and  certain 
right  hon.  Gentlemen,  of  various  shades  of 
opinion,  finding  themselves  voting;  toge- 
ther in  the  snme  lobby,  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  a  strong  Coalition  Govern- 
ment might  be  formed.  He  recollected  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer saying  at  the  time  that  the  coun- 
try did  not  favour  coalitions,  and  he  was 
right.  The  attempt  proved  to  be  unsuc- 
cedsful.  The  break-up  of  the  Liberal  Go- 
Ternment  which  succeeded  was  likewise  the 
act  of  the  Liberal  party.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  cala- 
mities and  BuflFerings  of  the  army  in  the 
Crimea,  and  in  its  turn  the  Government  of 
Lord  Aberdeen  was  dissolved.  The  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Palmerston  was  then 
formed ;  and  again  there  was  a  disrup- 
tion, three  of  the  noble  Lord's  ablest  col- 
leagues quitting  him  in  consequence  of  a 
misunderstanding  relative  to  that  Commit- 
tee. The  next  attack  on  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment was  made  by  means  of  a  **  Round 
Robin"  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  col- 
leagues of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  requesting  him  to  resign  his  office 
as  Colonial  Secretary  in  Lord  Palmerston 's 
Government,  and  resign  it  he  did — a  strik- 
ing instance  of  the  union  which  existed 
among  the  Liberal  party.  The  next  at- 
tack was  directed  against  the  Government 
of  the  day  upon  the  China  war.  He  (Mr. 
Ker  Seymer)  certainly  voted  with  the  ma- 
jority on  that  occasion,  and  he*  never  gave 
a  vote  with  greater  satisfaction  in  his  life. 
But  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  dexterously  made  use  of  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  as  the 
ground  for  an  appeal  to  the  country,  and 
the  noble  Lord  in  his  address  to  his  con- 
ttituents  actually  took  advantage  of  the 
atrocities  committed  by  the  Chinese  to 
apeak  of  the  Conservative  party  as  if  they 
were  the  abettors  of  those  atrocities,  and 
rMponsible  for  their  commission — he  raised 
ft  orj  about  the  outraged  honour  of  the 
British  flag,  and  he  obtained  a  majority. 
That  majority,  howcTcr,  was  not  of  long 
dorftUon.      Majorities,  so   formed,  could 
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never  long  be  depended  upon;  and  the 
noble  Lord  was  turned  out  of  office  upon 
his  Conspiracy  Bill.  Well,  the*  Liberal 
party  were  now  said  to  be  united.  He 
(Mr.  Ker  Seymer)  took  leave  to  doubt  it, 
inasmuch  as  there  were  several  questions 
on  which  the  country  called  for  a  decision, 
but  with  respect  to  which  there  were  de- 
cided difi^crences  of  opinion.  To  refer  to 
one  or  two  of  them.  There  was  the  ques* 
tion  of  Parliamentary  Reform  on  which 
they  did  not  at  all  act  or  think  in  common. 
Then  there  was  the  ballot — a  vital  ques- 
tion— it  was  not  a  matter  of  detail  and  it 
was  a  question  which  he  did  not  see  the 
possibility  of  the  ''  united  Liberal  party" 
settling  satisfactorily.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  might  be 
squeezable  on  this  point.  The  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carlisle  was, 
he  suspected,  half  squeezed  already.  But 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton 
was  stanch.  He  had  made  many  ezcelleot 
and  manly  speeches  against  the  ballot.  U 
would  not  do  to  say  that  the  ballot  was  to 
be  an  open  question.  How  could  it  remsin 
an  open  question  with  hon.  Gentlemen  op* 
posite  who  maintained  that  an  extension  of 
the  franchise  without  the  ballot  would  be 
worse  than  nothing,  and  only  place  the 
unfortunate  labourer  in  a  more  dependent 
position  than  the  present  constituency? 
The  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  on  the  host* 
ings  at  Tiverton  must  be  unsatisfactory  to 
the  advanced  Liberals  on  the  question  of 
reform,  as  they  must  have  expected  a  good 
reform  programme  from  the  noble  Lord. 
He  now  held  in  his  hand  a  "  revised  re- 
port" of  the  noble  Lord's  address  to  bis 
constituents  at  the  late  election,  *'  price 
4(i.";  and  he  must  say  that  he  thouglit 
it  rather  dear,  for  he  had  never  read  a 
more  meagre  performance  than  his  great 
programme  of  the  noble  Lord,  "  price  4<l." 
He  observed  that  noble  Lord  said  this : 

"  I  would  say  now  what  I  said  in  the  Honis  of 
Commons,  that  I  think  there  ought  to  be  a  lowtr- 
ing  of  the  county  franchise  ;  that  there  ought  to 
be  also  a  lowering  of  the  borouj(h  franchise ;  that 
there  ought  to  be  some  transfer  of  seats  from 
small  places  to  large."    ["  Ilear,  hear."] 

Well,  was  there  not  some  transfer  in  the 
late  Government  Bill  ? 

"  This,  however,"  (continued  the  noble  Lord), 
'*  I  will  say,  without  meaning  oflfence  to  any  man, 
and  I  hope  that  no  one  will  take  it  in  that  lights 
that  I  would  not  propose  to  make  the  borm^ 
franchise  so  low  as  to  swamp,  by  ndmbws  of  mm 
not ;  possessed  of  property  and  intelligenoe  thorn 
to  whom  the  franchise  is  now  entrusted,  and  who 
in  my  opinion  have  exercised  it  with  honour  to 
themselves  and  advantage  to  the  countiy.'* 
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Why  there  wm  nothing  hero  to  which  hon. 
Members  sitting  on  his  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House  might  not  subscribe ; 
Irat  there  was  much  that  was  inconsistent 
with  what  had  been  said  bj  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham.  That  hon.  Member 
was  not  content  with  reforming  the  House 
of  Commons;  he  wanted  to  go  further  still, 
and  reform  the  House  of  Lords.  Here  also 
was  a  report  of  that  hon.  Member's  speech, 
"rerised  by  himself,  price  one  shilling;" 
and  he  must  say  that  the  pamphlet  was 
moeh  more  worth  a  shilling  than  the  noble 
Lord's  was  worth  fonrpenoe.  At  the  time 
that  speech  was  delivered  the  hon.  Member 
was  a  leader  of  tho  great  Reform  party, 
and  had  prepared  a  Reform  Bill,  with  a 
*'  aohedale  or  disfranchisement  and  the  re- 
diitribation  of  seats."  He  had  now  sub- 
rided  into  a  member  of  '*  the  united  Li- 
beral party,"  and  he  (Mr.  Eer  Seymer) 
would  like  to  know  what  was  to  become  of 
the  "  sehedole  of  disfranchisement  and  the 
radistribation  of  seats."  He  should  ex- 
pect that  a  yery  small  schedule  would  be 
ntiifaetory  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
ibr  TiTcrton.  Indeed,  he.  fancied  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  rather  have  none  at  all. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  said, 
•*  We  know,  everybody  knows,  nobody 
knows  it  better  than  the  Peers,  that  a 
House  of  hereditary  legislators  cannot  be 
a  permanent  institution  in  a  free  country" 
[Mr.  Bbiobt  :  Read  on]  ;  **  for  we  believe 
that  such  an  institution  must,  in  the  course 
of  time,  require  essential  modifications. 
Last  year,  or  the  year  before,  the  Queen 
herself  proposed  to  nominate  persons  to  a 
life  peerage."  But  that  was  a  mere  legal 
amugement  intended  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  law  Lords  in  the  Upper  House,  and 
did  not  justify  the  hon.  Member  in  saying 
that  "  a  House  of  hereditary  legislators 
cannot  be  a  permanent  institution  in  a  free 
country."  Now,  this,  it  might  be  said, 
was  a  mere  harmless  theory  ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  one  who  held  his  opinions 
as  simple  theories.  He  was  not  a  closet 
politician.  He  was  an  active,  earnest,  sin- 
cere politician  ;  and  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that,  he  had  no  doubt  he  thought 
the  House  of  Lords  was  incompatible  with 
the  freedom  of  this  country,  and  that,  be- 
lieving and  meaning  it,  he  would  endeavour 
at  every  opportunity  that  occurred  to  give 
effiMt  to  his  opinions. 

Mb.  BRIGHT  :  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
woald  look  at  the  speech  which  he  had 
made  at  Glasgow  he  would  find  that  the 
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statement  ho  had  just  made  was  entirely 
incorrect. 

Mr.  KER  seymer  really  did  not 
know  what  tho  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
at  Glasgow  ;  all  ho  knew  was  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  at  Manchester.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  qualified  his 
statement  at  Glasgow,  but  he  had  cer- 
tainly quoted  correctly  the  revised  edition 
of  his  speech  at  Manchester,  and  it  was 
important  that  the  country  should  know 
how  far  Gentlemen  who  were  apparently 
about  to  act  in  concert  agreed  in  the  opin- 
ions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
which  he  certainly  did  not  intend  should 
lie  dormant,  but  which  ho  certainly  would 
act  upon.  But  whilst  the  Liberals  had  these 
difiiculties  ahead  on  the  subject  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform,  he  did  not  see  clearly 
how  they  were  to  deal  with  tho  question  of 
church  rates.  The  noblo  Lord  the  Member 
for  London  objected  to  Mr.  Walpole's  mea- 
sure upon  the  ground  that  it  gave  up  the 
principle  of  an  Established  Church;  but 
the  sternest  opponents  of  church  rates  ob- 
jected to  them  on  the  ground  of  opposition 
to  an  Established  Church.  Tho  Libera- 
tion Society  had  just  held  a  meeting  in 
London,  and  they  said  that  they  wished  to 
liberate  the  Church  from  State  control, 
and  that  they  considered  tho  abolition  of 
church  rates  as  a  step  in  that  direction. 
On  what  principle,  then,  did  Gentlemen 
opposite  intend  to  deal  with  that  question  ? 
Perhaps  the  two  noble  Lords  might  bring 
forward  a  measure  such  as  was  hinted  at 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Sir  George  Grey) — a  moderate  measure 
of  compromise.  If  they  did,  no  doubt 
they  would  receive  support  from  this  side 
of  tho  House,  as  they  would  if  they  op- 
posed the  ballot.  But  what  then  became 
of  the  great  "united  Liberal  party." 
Why,  it  would  be  the  old  story  over  again. 
These  were  questions  upon  which  there 
would  be  irreconcilable  differences,  and 
the  noble  Lords  would  have  to  rely  upon 
the  support  of  the  Conservatives  against 
their  own  allies  sitting  below  tho  gang- 
way. Another  question  which  would  press 
for  solution  was  the  army  and  defences  of 
the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham said,  *'Why  should  you  arm;" 
and  had  laughed  at  the  militia  and  the 
volunteer  rifles.  He  had  done  so  again  to- 
night, and  his  special  charge  against  the 
Government  was,  that  they  were  putting 
the  country  under  arms.  But  that  was 
just  the  very  point  upon  which  he  (Mr.  Ker 
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Seymer)  believed  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
yernment  was  most  popular.  Ho  said  this 
fearlessly — he  did  not  care  who  were  in  the 
Government,  but  any  Government  that  ex- 
pected to  have  the  support  of  the  people 
of  England,  must  go  on  with  the  system 
of  maintaining  the  coast  defences,  arming 
the  people,  and  keeping  up  an  efficient 
navy.  That  was  another  point,  however, 
upon  which  the  most  irreconcilable  dif- 
ferences prevailed  on  the  benches  oppo- 
site. He  wondered  if  tho  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Gilpin)  would  still 
retain  the  opinions  ho  had  expressed  some 
years  ago.  He  (Mr.  Kcr  Seymer)  took  j 
them  at  second  hand  ;  but  that  was  a  : 
description  which  had  been  given  of  them  ' 
in  this  House  with  great  success  by  tho 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton.  The 
noble  Lord  said  the  hon.  Gentleman  enter- 
tained ,the  opinion  that  if  the  French  in- 
vaded this  country,  wc  were  not  to  think 
of  opposing  them,  but  should  invite  them 
to  tea;  and,  whilst  sitting  round  the  urn 
we  should  tell  them  that  they  had  done  a 
very  wrong  thing,  and  had  better  go  back 
again.  If  that  hon.  Gentleman  entertain- 
ed the  opinions  which  had  thus  been  attri- 
buted to  him  by  the  noble  Lord,  how  could 
he,  as  one  of  the  "  united  Liberal  party,*' 
consistently  support  the  arming  and  de- 
fence of  the  country  ? 

Mr.  GILPIN  was  sure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  willingly  misrepresent 
him.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  awaro  that  after  that  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  a  letter  was  published  by  him 
(Mr.  Gilpin)  in  the  newspapers,  declaring 
that  he  was  not  the  author  of  the  pamphlet 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  alluded,  and 
that  he  had  nothing  more  to  do  with  its 
principles  than  the  noble  Lord  himself.  At 
the  same  time,  too,  the  author  of  the  pam- 
phlet published  a  letter,  with  his  name 
affixed,  acknowledging  the  authorship,  and 
that  gentleman  was  a  merchant  in  tho  City 
of  London. 

MR.KER  SEYMER  said,hcdid  notwish 

to  misrepresent  the  hon.  Gentleman.     He 

was  merely  quoting  from  the  noble  Lord 

the        mber    for    Tiverton.       The  hon. 

Mr  for   Birmingham  had  called  the 

;  up  of  large    military  and   naval 

•  •  EjBi      of  large  out  door  relief  for 

y.      Did  the  hon.  Member 

I  opinion  still  ?     If  so,  there 

1m  would  act  on  tho  convic- 

Df  oonld  he  be  one  of  a 

iritfa  tbe  noble  Lord  tho 


Member  for  Tiverton  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  ?  He  (Mr.  Ker 
Seymer)  wished  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions on  the  speech  delivered  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  on  Tuesday 
evening.  That  noble  Lord  was  very  con- 
versant with  foreign  affairs,  and  a  great 
portion  of  his  speech  on  that  occasion  had 
reference  to  tho  foreign  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  Government  had  been  mistaken 
in  respect  of  the  policy  of  France  and  Sar- 
dinia on  the  one  side,  and  that  of  Austria 
on  the  other;  that  they  had  snpposed  the 
aggression  likely  to  proceed  from  one 
quarter,  when  in  reality  it  subsequently 
proceeded  from  another;  that  they  thought 
it  would  proceed  from  France  and  Sar- 
dinia, whereas,  as  subsequent  events 
showed,  it  proceeded  from  Austria.  The 
less  the  noble  Lord  said  about  that  the 
better.  He  (Mr.  Ker  Seymer)  remem- 
bered that  in  1848  the  noble  Lord  went 
on  censuring  Austria  for  being  about  to 
attack  Sardinia  almost  up  to  the  very 
moment  when  Sardinia  made  an  attack  on 
Austria.  Tho  present  Government  had 
not  been  so  mistaken  about  the  present 
war.  No  doubt,  at  last  Austria  made  an 
aggressive  movement;  but  every  traveller 
— every  one  who  had  recently  visited  tho 
north  of  Italy — had  known  that  war  was 
meant,  and  that  the  determination  to  have 
war  was  openly  spoken  of  in  Sardinia.  It 
had  been  generally  understood  that  it  was 
a  mere  fencing  between  parties  as  to  who 
should  appear  in  the  eyes  of  Europe  to  be 
wrong.  He  did  not  believe  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  at  all  de- 
ceived. They  thought  there  would  be 
war,  though  they  did  everything  in  their 
power  to  avert  it.  The  noble  Lord  said 
the  Government  had  been  unable  to  pre- 
vent the  war,  because,  not  having  a  iDa- 
jority  in  Parliament,  they  did  not  carry 
weight  with  their  counsels.  Now,  was 
the  course  which  the  noble  Lord  recom- 
mended the  Government  to  take  one 
which  would  have  had  the  effect  of  conci- 
liating foreign  Powers  towards  England,  or 
increasing  the  weight  which  their  counsels 
might  have  ?  When  the  second  reading  of 
tho  Reform  Bill  was  under  discussion  the 
noble  Lord  said  to  the  Government,  "  Don't 
resign  ;  take  my  Reform  Bill ;  remain,  even 
though  yuu  be  thereby  disgracing  your* 
selves  in  Parliament  and  degrading  yoor- 
selves  in  the  eyes  of  those  outside  it." 
When  ho  (Mr.  Ker  Seymer)  supposed  the 
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Ooranuneiii  would  have  been  suceeBsful  in 
tbeir  negotiations  was  that  what  was  to 
follow  from  the  advice  of  the  noble  Lord  ? 
The  GoTornment  had  thought  otherwise  ; 
thej  thought  it  better  to  improve  their 
Parliamentary  position,  and  they  had  done 
lo.  Hine  illcB  lachrymm — hence  the  com- 
plaints of  the  dissolution.  As  an  inde- 
pendent Member,  he  (Mr.  Kcr  Scymcr) 
would  avow  that  he  had  no  sympatliy 
with  Austria.  He  had  sympathy  with  the 
Italians ;  but  he  had  no  sympathy  with  the 
It^aofl  and  the  French  fighting  against 
Austria.  He  had  an  objection  to  ono  dos- 
potio  power  waging  war  with  another 
oeapotie  power  to  obtain  liberty  for  the 
people  of  a  third  nation.  What  had  been 
the  first  result  of  such  a  proceeding  in  the 
present  case?  Why,  that  constitutional 
Bberty  was  suspended  in  Sardinia.  The 
free  constitution  of  that  kingdom,  including 
the  freedom  of  its  press,  had  been  sus- 
peaded.  We  did  not  know  whether  that 
WM  in  compliment  to  Sardinia's  great  ally, 
or  because  ho  did  not  wish  to  have  any  dis- 
misaion  of  his  movements  in  the  press  ; 
bot  this  we  did  know,  that  the  constitution 
of  Sardinia  had  been  suspended,  and  that 
ita  press  was  not  now  free.  lie  feared, 
toOf  that  it  would  be  a  long  time  before 
Sardinia  again  enjoyed  that  liberty  of 
which  she  had  been  in  possession  for  some 
years  past.  He,  for  one,  could  not  look 
forward  to  any  satisfactory  result  to  Italy 
from  the  present  war  whichever  side  might 
be  the  oonqneror.  He  admitted  that  he 
did  not  understand  the  question  of  nation- 
alities, though  he  did  understand  the  ques- 
tion of  constitutional  liberty.  If  this  ques- 
tion of  nationalities  were  raised  he  did  not 
know  how  soon  our  turn  would  come.  We 
had  a  protectorate  over  the  Ionian  Islands, 
bot  Bussia  claimed  to  be  the  natural  pro- 
teetar  of  Greek  nationality,  and  had  more 
right  to  interfere  with  us  for  the  Greeks 
than  France  had  to  interfere  for  the  Italians, 
10  that  he  did  not  know  whether  our  turn 
might  not  come  next  if  this  question  of 
nationalities  were  raised.  Ue  did  distrust 
France  as  a  protector  of  Italian  liberty, 
who  had  put  down  the  Roman  Republic. 
Who  now  kept  liberty  down  in  Homo  ? 
Was  it  not  France  ?  In  saying  that  he 
had  no  sympathy  with  Austria,  ho  must 
add  that  this  country  had  no  cause  of  ap- 
prehension from  that  country.  Austria 
was  not  an  aggressive  power  to  England. 
We  would  not  add  a  frigate  to  our  navy  or 
a  battalion  to  our  army  in  consequence  of 
aa  apprehension  of  such  an  aggression 


from  Austria.  The  instinctive  feeling  o 
the  country  perceived  where  the  difficulty 
lay.  He  did  not  wish  to  mention  names  ; 
but  every  child  in  England  knew  why  we 
were  arming.  Perceiving  elsewhere  a  de- 
sire to  solve  a  difficulty  by  the  sword  the 
people  of  England  were  determined  to  be 
well  armed,  not  for  the  purpose  of  a^gres* 
sion,  but  as  a  measure  of  defence.  When 
he  spoke  of  the  defence  of  England  he  in- 
cluded that  of  Gibraltar,  Malta,  our  pro- 
tectorate of  the  Ionian  Islands — in  fact,  all 
our  possessions.  For  such  a  defence  we 
must  have  a  fleet  in  the  Mediterranean. 
He  should  not  go  at  any  greater  length 
into  the  question  of  our  foreign  policy ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  expressed 
their  determination  to  maintain  a  strict 
neutrality,  at  the  same  time  that  they  pro- 
vided for  the  defence  of  the  country,  and 
believing  as  he  did,  that  the  Liberal  party 
were  not  united  enough  to  carry  out  their 
own  principles,  and  that  the  Conservative 
party  was  both  united,  and  the  strongest 
one  in  the  country  and  in  Parliament,  he 
felt  bound  to  give  his  most  determined  op- 
position to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM:— Mr.  Speaker. 
I  do  not  rise  to  enhance  the  value  of  the 
reported  speech  of  the  noble  Viscount  the 
Member  for  Tiverton,  much  less  to  depre- 
ciate the  value  of  the  reported  speeches  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.  I  shall 
not  now  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  into  an  historical  sketch 
of  the  decline  and  fall,  as  he  thinks,  of  the 
great  Liberal  party  ;  neither  shall  I  specu- 
late upon  the  prophecies  in  which  he  has 
indulged  as  to  its  future  policy.  I  find  the 
question  before  us  to-night  to  bo  this — 
Shall  the  Government  which  tiie  hon. 
Member  for  Dorset  supports  continue  in 
the  possession  of  power  with  the  consent 
of  a  majority  of  this  House  ?  That  i.s  the 
issue  to  be  decided,  and  to  that  issue  I  will 
endeavour  to  address  the  few  observations 
which  I  have  to  offer  to  the  House.  Now, 
Sir,  I  am  placed  iu  a  somewhat  painful 
position.  I  have  been  driven  from  the  seat 
which,  by  the  forbearance,  or,  indeed,  grace 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  I  have  some 
time  occupied  in  this  House,  and  having 
been  received  upon  these  benches  [ironical 
cheers] — hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  cheer 
because  pain  has  been  inflicted  upon  an 
individual,  but  I  do  not  believe  that 
sound  is  one  of  certain  triumph,  or  that 
it  pressages  certain  victory  —  well,  Sir, 
having  been  received  upon  these  benches, 
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I  am  not  permitted  to  give  a  Bilent  vote — 
and  I  would  gladly  have  given  a  silent 
vote — but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  leader  of  the  party  opposite,  has  thought 
fit  to  indulge  in  observations  which  render 
silence  on  my  part  impossible.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  occupies  the  proud 
position  of  leader  of  this  Houso,  and,  being 
80,  is  at  the  head  of  the  largest  and  most 
respected  body  of  gentlemen  in  this  country. 
I  may  bo  mistaken,  but  I  have  always  be- 
lieyea  that  among  gentlemen  there  was  an 
established  rule  [laughter].  What,  Sir  ! 
has  it  come  to  this  ?  After  such  an  attack 
has  been  made  upon  me  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  am  I  not  to  be 
allowed  to  offer  any  explanation  to  the 
House  ?  I  cannot  believe  that  this  is  a 
course  which  will  be  sanctioned,  even  by  a 
new  House  of  Commons.  I  was  saying,  Sir, 
that  where  an  en*or  has  been  committed, 
and  an  explanation  has  been  asked,  and 
when  there  has  been  an  admission  of  error, 
an  apology  for  error,  the  expression  of  re- 
gret, and  when  that  expression  of  regret 
has  been  allowed  to  be  published,  I  thought 
there  was  an  established  rule  among  gentle- 
men that  the  subject  should  not  again  be  re- 
vived. But  it  seems  that  I  was  in  error,  for 
the  leader  of  the  House  has  thought  fit  to 
revive  this  subject  after  it  has  been  dealt 
with  in  the  manner  I  have  described.  I 
should  be  sorry,  indeed,  if  this  debate, 
upon  a  question  involving  the  policy  and 
the  interest  of  a  great  nation,  were  allow- 
ed to  grovel  on  the  ground,  and  to  be  de- 
graded into  a  mere  question  of  personality, 
instead  of  being  elevated  to  those  higher 
regions  where  such  important  subjects 
ought  to  be  discussed  ;  but,  since  that 
topic  upon  which  I  gave  an  explanation  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  has  been  re- 
vived, 1  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  I 
adhere  to  the  statement  which  my  answer 
to  him  contained,  —  that,  although  I  was 
decidedly  wrong  in  saying  that  the  altera- 
tion in  the  amount  of  billet  money  was 
made  by  an  act  of  prerogative^  Parliament 
not  sitting,  yet  I  adhere  to  the  statement 
that  it  was  proclaimed  on  the  eve  of  a 
general  election,  and  that  the  alteration 
was  used  for  election  purposes  ;  and,  how- 
ever painful  it  may  be,  since  the  matter 
has  been  forced  upon  the  House  by  the 
leader  of  the  House,  I  will  now  produce 
mj  evidence  to  that  eflfect.  The  son  of  the 
light  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
WAS  a  CBodidate  for  Devonport.  Naturally 
piiohd  of  ibe  name  whieh  he  bcarsi  and  of 
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hie  connection  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, ho  avowed  himself,  in  his  first  address 
at  Devonport,  to  be  the  son  of  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War  ;  and  almost  imme- 
diately after  his  first  appearance  in  Devon- 
port  as  a  candidate  there  was  issued  a 
placard,  which  I  will  now  read  to  the 
House. 

"  A  Foot  for  tho  Licensed  Viotuallers  and  Beer- 
shop-kccporB.  Tho  present  Government  have  taken 
care  that,  from  the  20th  April  instant,  every  per- 
son upon  whom  a  soldier  is  liable  to  be  billeted 
shall  be  paid  four-pence  per  day,  instead  of  three 
half-pence.  At  a  moment  like  tho  present,  when 
recruiting  is  goin^  on  to  a  much  larger  extent  than 
usual,  this  boon  is  one  of  great  consequence,  and 
evidences  the  desire  whioh  a  good  Conserrative 
Government  has  to  remove  oppression  and  wrong 
wherever  it  may  be  discovered.  Lioenaed  vic- 
tuallers and  beershop-keepers  will  appreciate  this 
boon,  and  understand  well  the  diflferenoe  between 
a  Conservative  four-pence  and  a  Whig  three  half* 
pence." 

The  placard  concludes  with  the  motto 
'« Vivat  Regina."  Well,  Sir.  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer next  referred,  I  think,  totthe  sub- 
ject of  the  reparation  and  re-occupation  of 
the  barracks  at  Berwick.  I  understand 
that  an  election  petition  from  Berwick  has 
been  presented  to  this  House :  I  have 
reason,  therefore,  to  believe  that  that 
matter  will  be  the  subject  of  judical  in- 
quiry, and  until  the  opportunity  for  each 
inquiry  is  given  I  shall  abstain  from  fur- 
ther reference  to  it.  So  also  with  regard 
to  the  packet  contracts  at  Dover  and  the 
Lever  contract  at  Galway.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Falmouth  (Mr.  T.  G.  Baring)  has 
to-night  moved  for  returns  with  respect 
to  the  Dovor  contracts.  The  noble  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton,  in  his  speech  on  Tues- 
day night,  expressed  the  opinion,  in  which 
I  most  decidedly  concur,  that  these  ques- 
tions must  be  submitted  to  a  severe  soru- 
tiny,  and  the  result  of  that  scmtinj  I 
will  not  anticipate.  The  next  point,  I 
think,  to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer referred  was  the  Catholie  alltanee. 
Upon  that  question  I  may  say  that  through- 
out my  political  life  I  have,  to  the  utmost 
of  my  power,  defended  the  claims  of 
my  Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects  to  per- 
fect equality  of  civil  and  religious  rights. 
I  have  stood  by  them  in  circumstances 
where  many  of  their  former  friends  failed 
to  Fupport  them.  I  did  my  utmost  to 
prevent  the  passing  of  the  Ecelesiastiea] 
Titles  Bill,  and  I  have  uniformly  sup- 
ported every  just  demand  which  they 
could  make  for  the  full  and  free  exercise 
of    their  religion.      I   certainly  did    ob- 


a6« 


ibr  Majes^*8 


\  0  UKB  0,  1 859 1         Speech — *4 mctidment.      266 


4ttrv6  with  regret  that,   during  the  late 
genend  eleotioo,  eoelesiaBtical  power  vf&b 
iiBod»  or  wai  said  to  have  been  used,  to 
inflaeDce  Roman  Catholic  voters  against 
the  Liberal  party ,  and  I  think  that  in- 
finitely  more  has   thus  been   done   than 
eonid  have  been  done  by  their  opponents  to 
injare  their  cause.     I  will  press  this  point 
no  further.     I  think  that  Roman  Catliolics 
Toters,  and  even  the  heads  of  the  Roman 
CAtholio  Church,  have  a  perfect  right  to 
•xttreise  an   independent  judgment  upon 
ifaese  aubjects ;   but   I  must  say   that   I 
was  aatonished  when  I  saw  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dimdalk  (Mr.  Bowyer)    was   reported   to 
haTO   declared    upon    the    hustings    that 
the  Roman  Catholics   had  reason  to  ex- 
pect that  Her  Majesty's  present  advisers 
would  grant  a  charter  of  incorporation  to 
a  Roman  Catholic  University  in  Dublin. 
Now,    Sir,  faith  will  remove  mountains  ; 
Iwt  ^e  credulity  that  could  lead  men  to  sup- 
pose that  a  charter  of  incorporation,  re- 
Tiaed  by.  the  right  hon.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Whiteside),  the  Member 
fer  the  Protestant  University  of  Dublin, 
and  with  the  great  seal  of  Ireland  append- 
ed to  it  by  the  ^ands  of  Lord  Chancellor 
Napier,  would   be  granted   to  a   Roman 
Catholic  University  in  Dublin  implies  a  be- 
lief in  miracles  exceeding   anything   that 
eould  be  conceived  of  infantine  simplicity. 
But,   Sir,  the  latest  charge  of  the  Chan- 
eeUor  of  the  Exchequer  appears  to  me  the 
meet  serious.     It  refers  to  a  statement  I 
made  that  it  was  reported  that  a  large  sum 
ef  moneyhad  been  collected  for  election  pur- 
poses among  the  noblemen  and  gentlemen 
of  the  Conservative  party,  and  that  it  was 
boasted  that  Lord  Derby  had  headed  the 
sabseription   with   the    large    amount   of 
£20,0(K).   Now,  this  matter  has  been  dealt 
with  by  Lord  Derby  himself.     He  has  do- 
med the  sabseription  of  £20,000  ;  he  has 
denied  tbe  subscription  of  £10,000;  he  has 
denied  the  subscription  of  £5,000  ;  but  I 
do  not  see  that  Lord  Derby  has  denied  that 
be  subscribed  a  less  sum,  such  as  £200. 
Not  only  bas  he  not  denied  his  subscrip- 
tion»  but  be  distinctly  admits  the  existence 
of  a  fond  of  the  description  to  which  I 
edyertedy  and  a  subscription  to  a  largo 
amonnt.     Nay,  more.     With  great  play- 
fidness  he  said,  that  subscriptions  of  this 
aatmre  take  place  at  every  general  election, 
snd  tbat  the  assertion  that  these  large 
{niids  esisted  had  no  doubt  produced  upon 
awae-  jof  the  elections  an  eifect  very  dif- 
iiniBnlifroili  what  I  had  anticipated.     The 


noble  Earl  was  satisfied  with  giving  to 
these  reports,  erroneous  in  a  measure,  a 
contradiction  in  terms  so  courteous  that  I 
rejoice  in  having  this  public  opportunity  of 
thanking  him  for  the  courtesy  of  his  de- 
nial. But,  Sir,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer declared  that  upon  this  matter  he 
was  the  representative  of  Lord  Derby  ; 
and  again  reverting  to  his  position — the 
highest  in  this  House — I  must  say  that  he 
indulged  in  his  denial  in  the  use  of  an  ex- 
pression which  during  my  long  experience 
in  Parliament  I  have  never  heard  equalled. 
I  will  say  that  his  denial  was  couched 
in  terms  so  offensive  that  I  am  almost 
ashamed  to  mention  them. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  I  rise  to  order.  I  shall  be  most 
happy  if  I  am  able  to  remove  a  painful  im- 
pression from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
mind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted 
a  statement  made  in  an  anonymous  para- 
graph. In  his  speech  ho  referred  to  the 
statement  as  one  he  had  received  in  that 
manner,  and  which  he  did  not  make  upon 
his  own  authonty,  and  that  anonymous 
paragraph  I  characterized  as  an  impudent 
fabrication.  That  paragraph  was  in  my 
possession,  was  published  and  circulated 
in  the  newspapers  before  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  might  have  re- 
gretted that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  assumed,  even  provisionally, 
the  truth  of  that  paragraph  ;  but  I  cer- 
tainly never  meant  to  '  characterize  his 
statement  in  the  terms  which  he  has 
quoted. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  :  I  really.  Sir, 
am  rather  perplexed  as  to  tbe  course  I 
should  adopt  with  respect  to  tho  explana- 
tion now  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  said  that  the  statement  was 
**  an  impudent  fabrication.**  Well,  Sir,  in 
all  my  intercourse  with  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  am  not  awaro  that  I  have 
ever  said  or  done  anything  which  could 
have  given  him  reason  to  offer  me  personal 
offence.  I  could  hardly  believe  that  you, 
Sir,  would  have  permitted  the  use  of  such 
an  expression  if  it  had  been  clearly  ap- 
plied to  a  Member  of  this  House.  I  did 
not  think  that  the  rules  of  this  House 
would  have  justified  it ;  and  certainly  it 
was  not  for  me  to  call  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  think  that,  per- 
haps,  if  I  state  to  the  House  the  impres- 
sion which  the  use  of  that  phrase  made 
upon  my  own  mind  it  may  help  to  termi- 
nate this  rather  painful  discussion.     The 
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i  mpression  made  npon  my  mind  at  tho 
time  (and  I  distinctly  remember  the  terms 
employed) — certainly  was  t1iat»  as  the  rip^ht 
hon.  Gontlcmnn  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  explained,  tho  fabrication  in 
question  had  been  made  use  of,  but  that 
it  had  not  originated  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carlisle. 

Siu  JAMES  GRAHAM:  Certainly, 
Sir,  what  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
4 said,  confirmed  by  your  high  and  unim- 
peachable authority,  is  some  satisfaction 
^o  my  wounded  feelings.  But  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  went  on  to  remark  upon 
i\\c  mild  influences  of  age  on  me  ;  though 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  presents  in  his 
own  person  a  contradiction  to  tho  Iloratian 
maxim, — 

"  Lonit  albescens  animos  capillus  ;  " 

because  by  experience  he  knows  that  one 
may  loso  one's  curls  and  still  retain  one's 
tasto  for  sarcasm  and  invective.  Sir,  I 
own  my  ago  to  this  extent.  I  had  the 
honour  of  a  scat  in  this  House  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  first  took  his  place 
in  it.  I  early,  indeed  immediately,  recog- 
nized his  great  abilities,  and  without  envy, 
without  the  slightest  grudging,  I  have 
watched  his  riso  to  his  present  pre-emi- 
nence. But  intemperate  language  in  a 
position  such  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
occupies  is  always  a  proof  to  me  of  a  falling 
cause,  and  I  regard  that  speech  and  those 
expressions  as  a  hnppy  omen  of  tho  coming 
success  of  this  Motion.  The  right  hon. Gen- 
tleman will  pardon  me  if  I  express  to  him 
an  opinion.  I  regard  him  as  the  red  Indian 
of  debate.  By  the  use  of  the  tomahawk 
he  has  cut  his  way  to  power,  and  by  a  re- 
currence to  tho  scalping  process  ho  hopes 
to  prevent  the  loss  of  it.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  uses  towards  one  who  has 
olFored  him  no  oifence  language  of  the 
tone  and  character  which  he  has  applied  to 
me,  I  say  this,  that  I  was  astonished  by 
tho  rudeness  of  tho  assault ;  but  I  readily 
forgive  it  on  account  of  tho  anger  and 
disappointment,  the  vexation  and  despair, 
of  the  assailant. 

"  Nunc  nd  to,  et  tua  mngna,  Pntcr,  consulta 
rovcrtor." 

I  gladly  turn  from  these  personal  topics, 

but  under  the  circumstances  I  felt  it  im- 

postiblo  to  leave  them  wholly  unnoticed. 

I  now  pass  on  to  review  some  of  the  acts 

of  the  lato  Government — I  mean   of  the 

present  Govommcnt.     On  Monday  nest, 

pel     pa,   the   expression   I  inadvertently 

a  will  be  more  apposite.    Like  the  hon. 

C  for  DortetSDire  (Mr.  Ker  Seymor) 
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I  was  a  porty  to  tho  overthrow  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  noble  Yiseonnt  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton.  I  voted  also  as  that 
hon.  Gentleman  did  on  the  China  question. 
I  never  gave  a  vote  with  more  confidence. 
I  never  looked  back  upon  a  vote  with  less 
regret.  So  likewise  with  regard  to  my 
vote  on  tho  Conspiracy  Bill.  I  voted  with 
the  majority  on  that  occasion,  and  having 
overthrown  the  Government  of  tho  noble 
Viscount,  it  appeared  to  me  to  bo  a  public 
duty  not  upon  captious  or  light  grounds  to 
oppose  the  Government  which  succeeded 
it.  I  appeal  t:>  the  House — I  appeal  even 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
— whether  through  the  whole  of  last  year 
I  did  not  give  them  a  fair  support  when- 
ever it  was  in  my  power  to  do  so.  During 
the  progress  of  the  India  Bill  I  did  ray 
utmost  to  render  the  passing  of  that  mea- 
sure as  easy  to  them  as  possible.  With 
respect  to  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Card- 
well),  I  agreed  with  them  in  condemning 
the  Oude  Proclamation.  Did  I  conceal  my 
opinion  ?  Did  I  not  rather  do  my  very 
utmost  to  aid  them  ?  On  no  occasion 
until  the  introduction  of  their  Reform  Bill 
did  I  refrain,  when  a  sense  of  public  duty 
allowed  of  it,  from  supporting  them.  I 
may  bo  permitted  to  advert,  as  othpr  hen. 
Members  have  done  so,  to  the  first  India 
Bill  which  they  proposed.  I  see  opposite 
to  me  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India.  I  admire  his  talents  ;  I 
think  highly  of  his  administrative  skill; 
I  sometimes  almost  regard  him  as  the  ipet 
altera  Bomce,  For  that  first  India  Bill  I 
believe  he  was  not  immediately  responsi- 
ble ;  but  it  was  a  Bill  not  actually  stillborn 
but  smothered  with  ridicule  almost  before 
its  first  feeble  cry  was  heard.  The  noble 
Lord  afterwards  brought  forward  a  mea- 
sure of  substitution,  and  I  must  be  allowed 
to  say  that  in  dealing  with  the  grave  diiE- 
cultics  of  India  he  has  not  been  very  sue-' 
ce3sful.  After  the  termination,  or  rather  the 
overthrow,  of  that  fatal  mutiny  in  India  by 
the  skill  of  our  Generals,  the  gallantry  oif 
our  troops,  and  the  ability  of  the  civil  and 
military  servants  formerly  attached  to  the 
East  India  Company,  two  great  difficnlties 
remained.  These  were  the  financial  affairs 
of  India  and  the  reorganisation  of  the 
Indian  army.  Now,  how  has  the  Govem- 
ment  handled  these  great  questions  ?  With 
respect  to  finance  and  debt,  the  statement 
was  ofiicially  made  to  tho  House  about  the 
8th  of  February  that  the  Indian  Bxehequer 
would  require  assistance  bj  loan  te  the 
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mmoant  of  £5,000,000  sterling.    A  month, 
howoTer*   had    hardly   elapsed    before    it 
tamed  out  that  this  estimate  was  deficient 
bj  a  sum  of  nearly  another  £5,000,000, 
and    it   now   remains  for   this    House  to 
proTide   a  further  loan  to   the   extent  of 
£5,000,000.      Next   as   to   the   rcorgan- 
iaation  of  the  Indian  army.     What  is  the 
position  of  affairs  as  to  that  problem  at 
this  moment  ?     While  the  state  of  Europe 
has  for  some  time  past  been  such  as  to  cause 
anxiety  in  many  quarters,  100,000  English 
troops  have  been  detained  at  the  opposite 
quarter  of  the  world.     As  late  as  March 
kst  the  Executive  Government  sought  to 
send  to  India  ten  companies  of  artillery.    I 
do  not  see  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster  (General   Evans)  in  his 
place,  but  we  all  know  that  it  was  by  the 
interrention  of  this  House,  at  the  earnest 
entreaty  of  that  gallant  oflfieer,  backed  by 
the  opinion  of  many  other  hon.  Members, 
that  the  sending  out  of  those  ten  com- 
panies of  artillery  was  prevented.     But  is 
that  all?    The  reorganization  of  the  Indian 
army  is  the  capital  difficulty  with  which 
ihe  OoTemment  and  the  Legislature  of  this 
eenntry  have  to  contend,  if  we  hope  to  give 
permanent   security   to    our    Indian   pos- 
sessions.    Well,  what  has  the  Government 
done  with  regard  to  that  great  question  ? 
Thej  threw  it  down  before  a  Commission. 
There  are  arrayed   on    that  Commission 
two  Secretaries  of  Statc-«-tho   Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  and  the   Secretary  of 
State  for  War — the  Commander-in-Chief, 
and  Indian  authorities,  and  servants  of  the 
Grown.     They  are  so  exactly  balanced  in 
numbers,  so  equally  divided  in  opinion,  that 
they  have,  as  I  believe,  looking  to  the  evi- 
dence and  the  questions  put,  a  Secretary 
of  State  on  each  side,  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  and   the  Queen's  officers  inclining 
one  way,  while   the  Company's  servants 
and  other  "authorities   incline    the   other. 
The  oonsequence  is  that  this  great  question 
Bot  only  rests  in  suspense,  but  is  the  sub- 
ject at  this  moment  of  tlie  greatest  con- 
fliefc  of  opinion,  and  it  remains  still  unde- 
cided by  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty's 
edfisers.      Talk    of    divisions !      Where 
eonid  you  have  wider  division  than  that 
which   exists    between   the    Secretary   of 
State  for  India,  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
aad  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  this 
Mbjeci? — yet   their  united   counsels   arc 
■ecessary  to  bring  this  important  subject 
to  a  definitive  solution.     A  word  upon  the 
sshject  of  finance.    I  was  not  disposed  wil- 
or  needlessly  to  oppose  the  Govern- 


ment, or  to  offer  any  hostile  remarks  upon 
their  budget  of  last  year  ;    but  what  was 
that  budget  ?    Without  the  intervention  of 
Parliament,  upon  the  responsibility  of  Go- 
vernment, it  allowed  £2,000,000  of  direct 
taxes  in  the  shape  of  income-tax  to  be  re- 
mitted.    It  allowed  to  remain  unremitted 
£3,000,000 of  war  taxes  upon  tea  and  sugar 
and  other  necessaries  largely  consumed  by 
the  people.     It  increased  our  debt  in  time 
of  peace  to  the  extent  of  £2,000,000  by  a 
fresh  loan  ;  and  if  that  sum  has  since  been 
repaid,  it  can  only  have  been  so  out  of  the 
balances  at  the  Exchequer,  which  it  is  an 
object  of  paramount  importance  to  keep 
full  at  so  critical  a  juncture  as  the  present. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dorset  has  adverted 
to   the   subject  of   church  rates.      Hero, 
again,  notwithstanding  my  earnest  desire 
to   support  the   Government,  I  found   it 
utterly  impossible  to  countenance  the  mea- 
sure which  was  brought  forward   by  the 
right    hon.  Gentleman    the    Member   for 
Cambridge  University  on   behalf   of   tho 
Government.    It  appeared  to  mo  to  violate 
every   principle   for   which  a  Churchman 
could  contend  with  respect   to  the  union 
between   Church    and    State  ;     while    it 
offered  a  premium  to  Dissent  without  satis- 
fying Dissenters  ;   it  left  an  angry  contro- 
versy open  ;  in  short,  in  my  opinion  a  more 
feeble  effort  to  deal  with  a  great  difficulty 
was  never   witnessed  in  this  House.     So 
with  respect  to  the  Jews.     Of  all  the  im- 
potent conclusions   that   Parliament  ever 
arrived  at,  I  think  the  so-called  settlement 
of  the  Jew  question  stands  unparalleled. 
It  leaves  the  difference  between  the  two 
Houses  untouched,  and,  so  far  from  pre- 
venting controversy,  it   is  so  shaped  that 
in  each   Session  the  question  cnn  hardly 
fail  to  be  revived.     Already,  Sir,  you  have 
had  ample  proof  that  it   has  not  put  an 
end  to  angry  and  disagreeable  contention 
in    this    House.      I  now   turn  to   foreign 
affairs — though  I   do  not  intend  to  travel 
at  length  into  that  matter.     I  must  say, 
however,    that   I    heard   with    surprise   a 
statement  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   the   other   night  with   regard 
to   Austria.      He   said,    speaking  of    the 
Resolution    proposed    at   the   end  of    the 
late   Parliament  by   the   noble   Lord   tho 
Member  for  London,  that  the  carrying  of 
that  Kesolution  altogether  paralyzed  the 
influence  of  England  with  the  Cabinet  of 
Vienna  :  that  after  the  succeas  of  that  Re- 
solution Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
looked  upon  as  a  dead  body,  and  the  coun- 
sels of  the  British  Cabinet  were  altogether 
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unavailiDg.  I  nm  open  to  correction,  but 
if  I  am  not  much  mistaken,  it  was  after  the 
Totc  in  question  that  the  Government  of 
Lord  Derby  advised  the  Government  of 
Austria  to  suspend  its  threatened  invasion 
of  Sardinia  until  a  proposition  made  at 
their  instance  to  France  and  Sardinia  had 
received  an  answer  ;  and,  so  far  from  their 
influence  being  paralyzed  at  Vienna,  in  an 
evil  hour  the  Austrian  Government  hearken- 
ed to  their  counsel,  and  suspended  the  in- 
Tasion  of  Piedmont  for  four  days,  to  their 
own  great  and,  perhaps,  in  a  strategical 
riew,  irreparable  loss.  I  differ  from  the 
hon.  Memoer  for  Birmingham  with  regard 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  arming 
the  fleet.  Their  conduct  in  that  respect 
has  been,  I  think,  quite  correct.  With  the 
view  of  mediating  at  a  fit  opportunity  be- 
tween the  contending  parties,  and  in  the 
interests  of  peace,  it  is  right  that  England 
should  be  strong,  and  strengthening  our 
fleet  has  this  great  advantage,  that  to  con- 
tinental Powers  who  fight  with  armies  Eng- 
land BO  armed  cannot  be  an  object  of  sus- 
picion or  anger.  The  dissolution  of  the 
late  Parliament,  however,  is  a  point  upon 
which  the  Government  are  fairly  liable  to 
severe  censure.  That  dissolution  was  in 
theory  a  rash  and  improvident  measure, 
while  practically  it  has  led  to  evil  results. 
["  Oh ! "]  I  am  not  speaking  of  evil  results 
in  a  party  sense,  but  of  evil  results  in  a 
national  sense.  Is  it  seemly  that  the  First 
Minister  of  England,  having  made  a  de- 
claration of  policy  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  circumstances  varying,  and  he  seeing 
it  to  bo  necessary  more  or  less  to  correct 
his  statetnent,  should  not  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  making  that  correction  in  Parlia- 
ment, where  his  authority  is  supreme,  but 
should  be  driven  to  explain  himself  at  a 
civic  feast  in  the  Mansion-house  of  the  city 
of  London  ?  The  Under-Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  has  talked  of  the  levity  of 
hustings  speeches,  but  what  was  the  ex- 
traordinary gravity  of  the  speech  which  he 
addressed  to  his  constituents  at  Horsham  ? 
Some  doubt  had  been  thrown  upon  the 
question  of  the  relations  between  France 
and  Russia.  There  was  no  opportunity  of 
answering  any  question  here  or  in  the 
House  of  Lords;  Parliament  was  dissolved; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  compelled  by 
a  aense  of  public  duty  to  make  the  follow- 
ing important  communication  from  the 
IrattingB  at  Hor&ham  : — 

"  In  oonnootlon  with  the  question  of  the  siip- 
•iNBNd  aUianoa  between  Franco  and  Russia,  tlie 
iMvtniiiient  of  this  oovatiy  oonsidered  it  their 
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duty  to  addrcu  to  the  Emperor  of  Russia  a  direct 
and  categorical  inquiry  as  to  whether  such  a 
treaty  containiDg  auytbing  hostile  to  England  did 
exist ;  and  the  answer  received  from  Prince 
Gortschakoff  was  as  ibllows : — '  I  do  not  deny 
that  there  may  exist  a  written  engagement  be- 
tween France  and  Russia,  but  I  can  assure  you  in 
the  most  positive  manner  that  such  arrangement 
contains  notbing  tliat  in  the  most  distant  manner 
could  bo  interpreted  as  constituting  a  hostile 
alliance  against  Europe.  If  Lord  Malmesbury 
should  be  questioned  on  the  subject,  he  may 
answer  with  confidence  in  the  above  sense,  and  I 
give  you  my  personal  guarantee  that  the  declara- 
tion will  not  be  falsified  by  the  facts/  " 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD:  I 
may  be  permitted  to  state  that  in  one  re« 
port  of  my  speech  the  language  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  quoted  is  certainly 
attributed  to  me  ;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refers  to  other  journals  he  will 
find  that  the  word  ''  Europe"  is  simply  a 
misprint  for  "  England."  The  expression 
used  in  the  answer  received  from  Prince 
Gortschakoff  was,  '<a  hostile  alliaooe 
against  England." 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  :  I  am  gUd  to 
receive  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  could  anything  prove  more 
conclusively  the  inconvenience,  to  say  the 
least,  of  having  suoh  important  matters 
communicated  to  the  public  in  an  election 
speech,  with  imperfect  means  of  reporting? 
— and  what  must  be  the  opinion  of  Prince 
Gortschakoff  when  he  hears  that  during  an 
interregnum  of  nearly  six  weeks  our  Go- 
vernment were  driven  to  the  necessity  of 
publishing  the  contents  of  important  de- 
spatches from  the  hustings  at  an  election  ? 
But  the  awkwardness  does  not  end  here, 
for  I  understand  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  gave  to  his  constituents  at 
Aylesbury  a  somewhat  different  account  of 
the  Russian  communication.  The  Under- 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  did  not  deny 
that  Prince  Gortschakoff  admitted  there 
was  a  written  engagement,  but  I  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  at  Ayles- 
bury that  there  was  no  written  engage- 
ment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  No  treaty. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM:  No  treaty— 
a  written  engagement  as  distinguished  from 
a  treaty.  But  if  there  be  nothing  hoatile 
to  England  in  this  written  engagement 
which  is  not  a  treaty,  why  has  it  not  been 
communicated  to  England  ?  Haa  it  been 
so  communicated  ?  If  it  has  not,  that  is  a 
circumstance  of  the  utmost  gravity,  capaUe 
of  exciting  aerioas  apprehension,  and  aliov- 
ing  how  dangerous  it  wu  to  diaabk  the 
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Crown  from  taking  the  advice  of  Parlia- 
meat  at  so  critical  a  juncture.  Now,  I 
have  before  said  I  entirely  approve  of  an 
efficient  armament.  But  during  the  in- 
terregnum, and  when  the  Government,  ns 
described  by  Lord  Derby  himself,  was  in 
the  position  of  an  officer  about  to  be 
tried  by  court-martial,  with  tho  judgment 
Bot  yet  pronounced,  when  lie  could  not  tell 
'whether  his  sword  would  bo  returned  to 
him  or  not — under  these  circumstances  II  or 
ICajesty's  Government  has,  without  the 
adTice  and  knowledge  of  Parliament,  taken 
two  of  the  most  important  steps  with  re- 
gard to  the  army  and  navy  any  Government 
eonld  adopt.  Public  necessity  may  havo 
justified  those  measures.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  deny  that  they  were  necessary  ; 
hut  I  say  this,  that  by  adopting  those 
meaaores  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
-ezpoaed  themselves  to  a  most  aul.vard 
alternative.  They  either  knew  there  was 
an  imminent  danger  of  war,  or  they  were 
Ignorant  of  it,  and  had  been  grossly  de- 
.oeived.  I  do  not  think  they  would  at- 
tempt to  deceive  us ;  but  being  deceived 
themselves,  and  having  recklessly  dis- 
flolved  Parliament,  they  were  involved  in 
a  great  constitutional  difficulty,  and  dealt 
with  the  army  and  navy  in  a  manner  I  will 
ehortlj  describe.  First,  with  regard  to  the 
navy ;  they  have  issued  a  royal  proclama- 
tkm  in  which  they  offer  a  large  bounty — 
£10  to  able  seamen,  £5  to  ordinary  sea- 
•men,  and  .£3  to  landsmen.  Now,  I  deny 
that  any  offer  of  a  bounty  was  necessary 
in  the  eases  of  the  ordinary  seamen  or 
landamen  ;  and  with  respect  to  able  seamen 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  forestalled 
the  decision  of  this  House  upon  a  question 
ef  the  gravest  and  most  difficult  character. 
The  hen.  and  gallant  Admiral  the  Member 
for  Southwark  has  stated  that  the  number 
of  able  seamen  likely  to  be  obtained  by  the 
bounty  is  small ;  but,  small  or  great,  the 
efier  of  the  bounty  involves  an  immense 
nineiple.  What  will  be  the  effect  of  this 
oounty  offered  to  novices  on  the  40,000 
eKperieneed  men  now  serving  in  your  fleet  ? 
■What  has  been  the  experience  of  the 
opemtion  of  a  bounty  in  the  army  ?  Has 
it  not  led  to  desertion  to  an  enormous  ex- 
tent—to the  desertion  of  not  less  than 
S0,000  men  in  the  year?  How  will  the 
boonty  react  in  the  naval  service  in  your 
jOhannel  fleet  ?  Will  you  venture  to  give 
leave  of  absence  to  your  seamen  who  have 
not  received  the  bounty  ?  And  if  you  do 
ooty  wtukt  will  be  the  effect  on  their  con- 
tentment f     Then,  again,  with  respect  to 


the  system  of  continuous-service  men,  which 
every  wise  naval  administrator  during  tho 
last  five  years  has  endeavoured  to  encourage, 
you  must  ask  yourselves  whether  any  men 
are  likely  to  enter  for  continuous  service 
when  they  know,  that  not  in  a  time  of  war, 
but  under  the  distant  apprehension  of  war,  a 
bounty  of  £10  is  offered  to  every  able  sea- 
man ?  And  what  must  be  the  effect  of  the 
system  on  tho  merchant  service  ?  I  have 
always  contended  that  the  effect  of  offering 
a  bounty  must  be  to  raise  the  rate  of  wages 
in  the  merchant  service  by  more  than  a 
corresponding  amount ;  and  I  have  been 
informed  that  wages  have  recently  risen  by 
not  less  than  2Qs,  a  month.  Now,  taking 
the  number  of  men  in  your  mercantile  ma- 
rine at  300,000,  it  is  evident  that  an  in- 
crease of  £12  a  year  in  the  wages  of  each 
man  would  be  equivalent  to  the  imposition 
of  one  of  the  heaviest  taxes  to  which  the 
shipping  interest  could  possibly  be  exposed. 
It  would  bear  it  were  it  necessary ;  but  is 
it  necessary  ?  During  the  Russian  war.  I 
resisted  the  plan  of  a  bounty,  yet  I  and  my 
colleagues  succeeded  in  manning  the  fleet. 
I  am  persuaded  that  this  plan  of  a  bounty 
in  time  of  peace  forestalls  that  which  is 
the  compensation  for  compulsory  service 
formerly  exacted  at  the  commencement  of 
war.  You  have  had  recourse  in  time  of  peace 
to  an  expedient  that  should  be  strictly  re- 
served for  a  time  of  war,  and  I  believe  the 
measure  is  imprudent  and  impolitic  in  the 
highest  degree.  With  regard  to  the  army, 
the  Government  has,  by  another  proclama- 
tion, encouraged  the  arming  of  the  entire 
community ;  I  am  wrong  in  saying  the 
entire  community — it  is  one  class  of  the 
community  only.  But  if  the  system  is 
carried  out  this  class-arming  cannot  stand 
for  a  moment ;  and  if  you  arm  the  whole 
community  tho  utmost  precaution  will  be 
necessary — precautions  carefully  considered 
and  wisely  framed — or  the  consequences 
will  be  dangerous  to  the  State.  On  this 
subject  I  will  refer  to  an  admirable  pas- 
sage in  the  works  of  M.  Guizot.  When 
Louis  Philippe  came  to  tho  throne  it  was 
his  duty  to  assist  in  the  organization  of  the 
National  Guard  of  France.  Of  this  mea- 
sure M.  Guizot  says : — 

"  The  daugcr  and  tho  merit  of  tho  National 
Guard  consist  in  tho  excitement  of  hopes  essen- 
tially diflfcrent.  Different  classes  in  tho  com- 
munity view  a  project  of  this  kind  from  different 
points  of  view.  All  entertain  their  peculiar  hopes, 
and  all  favour  for  tho  moment  the  establishment 
of  a  National  Guard.  The  powerful  organization 
of  this  body  gave  great  satisfaction  to  those  who 
were  uneasy  witii  respect  to  the  independence  and 
foreign  infiuonco  of  tho  nation." 
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That  18  the  vfew  of  the  leading  journal  of 
the  day  in  this  conntry : — 

"The  friends  of  order  hopod  to  find  in  the 
National  Guard  a  force  ready  to  maintain  order, 
should  the  army  fail  from  its  weakness  or  dis- 
affection. The  Liberals  flattered  themselves  that 
the  National  Guard  being  always  available,  a  great 
standing  army  would  no  longer  bo  necessary." 

This  view  is  also  entertained  in  this 
country  : — 

'*  The  democrats  wero  delighted  to  see  tiM  great 
body  of  the  people  armed,  and  thus  placed  in  a 
position  to  interfere  with  effect  in  the  mana|;eD^nt 
of  public  affairs." 

Now,  I  think  these  sentesees  are  pregnant 
with  warning.  Yet  Parliament,  not  being 
fitting,  by  an  act  of  the  prerogative  alone, 
the  first  step  has  been  taken  towards  the 
establishment  of  a  NntionafGuard.  During 
the  interregnum,  the  Executive,  with  a 
boldness  far  exceeding  its  strength,  has 
decided  questions  with  regard  to  both 
army  and  navy  greater  than  any  Goyern- 
ment  ever  before  dealt  with.  I  will  now 
only  trouble  the  House  with  one  short 
reference  to  the  subject  of  Reform.  This 
was  ono  of  those  questions  on  which  I 
found  it  impossible  to  continue  my  sup* 
port  to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said,  and  said  truly,  with 
respect  to  the  £10  county  franchise,  tJoat 
the  Government  thought  it  expedient  to 
accompany  it  with  some  countervailing 
provision,  that  might  modify  the  applica- 
tion of  it.  When  he  came  to  speak  of  the 
borough  franchise,  he  said  that  the  great 
danger,  in  his  view,  was  '*  keeping  the 
word  of  promise  to  the  ear,"  while  •*  break- 
ing it  to  the  hope."  Now,  that  is  an  exact 
description  of  what  the  Government  did 
with  regard  to  the  county  franchise;  by 
countervailing  provisions  they  contrived  to 
neutralize  it,  and  even  to  throw  its  influ- 
ence in  the  opposite  direction.  But  we 
have  not  fought  this  battle  in  vain.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  suddenly  dis- 
covered that  a  lowering  of  the  borough 
franchise  is  desirable.  In  the  last  Par- 
liament the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  contended, 
with  a  pertinacity  and  an  ability  which 
I  well  remember,  that  the  principle  of 
the  Government  Bill  —  a  principle  which 
they  would  not  allow  to  be  touched — 
was  the  identity  of  the  suffrage  in  the 
counties  and  the  boroughs.  Now,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  only 
discovers  that  it  is  expedient  to  lower  the 
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borough  franchise,  but  he  actually  holds 
out  a  prospect  of  a  wide  disfranchisement 
of  the  small  boroughs,  and  a  reconsidera- 
tion of  the  question  of  a  redistribution 
of  seats.  But  why  were  not  these  conces- 
sions made  in  the  last  Parliament  ?  If 
they  had  been  as  frankly  made  before  the 
dissolution  as  they  were  made  on  Tuesday 
last,  I  am  satisfied  that  a  Bill  might  have 
been  carried  with  the  consent  of  a  large 
majority  of  this  House,  to  which  the  other 
House  of  Pnrlioment  also  would  have  given 
their  sanction,  and  this  angry  question 
of  a  Reform  of  Parliament  might  have 
been  settled  on  the  very  basis  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  now  contemplate. 
That  is  not  a  new  view  of  the  subject. 
It  is  precisely  the  view  which  the  saga- 
city of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
and  the  integrity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  presented  to  the  Cabinet  when 
this  subject  was  first  taken  into  considera- 
tion by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Well, 
now  where  are  we  ?  The  principle  of 
identity  of  suffrage  being  essential  in  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  present  advisers 
any  lowering  of  the  franchise  in  boroughs 
was  dangerous,  inadmissible,  and  in  fa- 
vour of  the  views  of  these  democrats 
with  whom  I  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  are  classed.  So  dangerous  was 
it  that  it  was  not  to  be  tolerated  for  a  mo- 
ment. [**  Hear,  hear  !"]  Gentlemen  be- 
hind there  cheer.  What,  may  I  ask,  is  your 
view  of  it  at  this  moment  ?  Are  you 
prepared  for  a  £10  franchise  without 
compensating  provisions,  and  are  you 
prepared  for  a  considerable  lowering  of 
the  franchise  below  £10,  and  for  an  ex- 
tension of  disfranchisement  and  redistri- 
bution of  seats  ?  Is  that  your  view  ? 
Say  so  with  the  Government,  and  then 
all  the  difficulties  with  respect  to  Reform 
will  for  the  present  be  at  an  ^nd.  But 
I  say  that  great  questions  have  been  pal** 
tered  with,  great  hopes  have  been  excited. 
I  have  some  sympathy  with  the  late  Houae 
of  Commons  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Droitwich  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  treats  with  so  much  contempt. 
I  think  that  it  was  treated  in  an  un- 
worthy manner.  But  you  shall  hear,  both 
with  respect  to  the  dissolution  and  with  re- 
spect to  the  veto  of  want  of  oonfidenee* 
words  which  convey  with  the  utmost  vigour 
and  perspicacity  the  opinion  which  I  enter* 
tain  as  to  this  Amendment;  and  perhaps 
the  House  will  bear  with  me  whea  I  aay 
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ihsl  it  18  with  this  qnotation  that  I  mean 
to  conolade.     Tho  words  aro  these  : — 

**  For  the  exeroise  of  the  prcrogativo  of  dis- 
■olviaK*  A>r  the  time,  for  tho  mode,  for  tlio  oc- 
casion, for  all  the  circumstances  attending  a 
dissolution,  the  advisers  of  tho  Crown  will  bo  rc> 
sponsible  to  a  future  Parliament.  It  is  a  despe- 
lato  eflbrt  bj  means  of  agitation  and  excitement 
to  prop  up  for  a  while  a  tottoring  Administration. 
Then  is  a  time  when  the  measure  of  tho  iniqui- 
ties of  a  GoTomment  is  full.  There  is  a  time 
when  If  they  refuse  to  listen  to  tho  voice  of 
Msndly  warning  or  to  attend  to  gentler  hints, 
fcrttaimpoe  mast  end,  and  tho  plainest  language 
BUMt  bespoken  to  thorn." — [3  Hansard,  Iviii. 
1173. 

The  qnotation  I  havo  road  from  are  tlie 
words  of  the  Earl  of  Derhy  in  1841,  when 
I  kad  the  honour  of  roting  with  him  on  a 
Motiott  made  by  Sir  Robert  Peel,  of  want 
of  cenfidence  in  tho  Government  of  Lord 
MeKonrae.  The  time  has  arrived.  Hints 
are  disregarded.  Tho  plainest  language 
mini  be  spoken.  The  noble  Marquess 
baa  proposed  words  sufBcientlj  intelligible, 
there  ean  be  no  mistake,  and  without 
hesitation  I  give  mj  support  to  the  Amend- 
meot  of  my  noble  Friend. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE:— Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  has  just  spoken,  with  more 
than  bis  usual  ability  and  lucidity,  has  as- 
sarted— and  I  must  say  in  a  somewhat  con- 
fident tone — that  the  Amendment  of  tlie 
■oble  Lord  would  be  affirmed  by  the  vote  of 
the  House.  If,  after  a  fair  and  impartial 
hearing  the  House  is  of  opinion  that  the 
Amendment  ought  to  be  affirmed  the  de- 
cision will  be  one  to  bo  submitted  to  with 
cheerfulness  and  respect  by  Mer  Majesty's 
Administration.  But  before  that  decision 
is  arrived  at  common  justice  requires  that 
something  should  be  heard  on  bcliolf 
of  an  Administration  which  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  all  deference  to  him, 
has  maligned.  Wo  were  prepared  for  this 
Amendment,  long  before  the  noble  Lord 
gave  his  notice,  by  the  discussions  that  for 
some  weeks  before  the  meeting;  of  Parlia- 
ment  took  place  in  the  press.  I  confess 
that  I  road  those  discussions  with  pain  and 
hmniliation.  There  was  in  thetn  no  expo- 
sition of  principle  ;  thero  was  no  statement 
of  future  luminous  measures  ;  there  xvas 
no  profound  polioj  sketched  out :  but  the 
horthen  of  all  the  articles  of  the  Whinr 

o 

Cals  was  this — will  the  noble  Lord  the 
ber  for  London  agree  with  the  nol)le 
Lord  (be  Member  for  Tiverton?  *'  Oh  ! 
hsppj  day  ;  oh  I  joyful  hour  '* — the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  smiles  on 
the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Tiverton. 


"  The  dawn  is  o'orcast,  the  morning  lowers, 
And  heavily  in  clouds  brings  on  the  day." 

For  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiver- 
ton frowns  on  tho  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London.     On    that   smile  or  on   that 
frown   depend  the    hopes,    tho    fears,  tho 
fate,    tho     glory    of    England.        Theso 
noble   Lords   have   combined.     What  are 
the    opinions    of    the    great    sections   or 
parties  who  aro  either  to  adopt  or  reject 
this  proposition  it  is  not  for  me  to  say.   Wo 
may  remember  that  the  Resolution  of  tho 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London   was 
carried,    and   Iler  Majesty's    Government 
are  still  in  their  places  ;  and  why  ?     Be- 
cause tho   noble   Lord    the   Member   for 
Tiverton   in   his   speech  in  the  last  Par- 
liament condemned  them  to  retain  their 
places,  and  ller  Majesty's  Ministers  havo 
done  their  best  to  obey  him.     What  did 
the    noble    Lord    now    say  ?       He    said, 
**  Why  you  are  a  most  provoking  party, 
your  discipline  is   so   perfect,  your   order 
is  so   complete,    that   when   I    wish    you 
to  speak   you  maintain  silence."     In  an- 
ticipation  of    the    noble    Lord    wo   were 
silent  ;  while  he  spoke  of  course  we  wero 
speechless,   because   we   were   under   the 
wand  of  the  Enchanter.     But  what  has  ho 
said  ?     From  the  position  he  holds  I  ex- 
pected to  hear  him,  when  he  rose  to  address 
the  Flouse,  expound  the  principles  of  the 
new  coalition,  and  claim  the  support  of  the 
House  according   to  the  principles  which 
he  advanced    or   the  measures    which    he 
might  announce.     Ho  did   neither.     And 
how    did    he    argue    his    impeachment  ? 
Was  there  ever,  even  for   a   man   of   his 
imagination,    a    speech     more     singularly 
destitute   of    freshness    or    novelty?      Ho 
commenced    with    the    old    story    of    tho 
Conspiracy    Bill :  — ond    I    must    say    the 
noble  Lord  was  not  very  respectful  to  the 
last  Parliament  that  heard  that  measure 
discussed  and  that  decided  against  it,  be- 
cause he  expressed  no  remorse,  no  repent- 
ance for  having  introduced  that  Bill.     In 
point  of  fact,  while  he  commented  upon 
tho  conduct  of  the  Government  he  censured 
the  Parliament  that  censured  him,  and  so 
disposed  of  the  Conspiracy  Bill.     Then  he 
proceeded  to  India.     But  how  wearisome 
it  is  to  refer  to  an  old  debate,  in  order 
to  discuss   how   the   India    Bill    was  car- 
ried.    From    a   practical   man    we   might 
have  expected  a  proof,  if  that  wore  pos- 
sible,   that    the     Government    of    India 
under   my  noble    Friend    (Lord    Stanley) 
was  weakly,  inethciently,  or  corruptly  con- 
dueted.     If  the  affairs  of  India  have  boon 
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wisely  and  well  managed  it  is  a  poor 
groand  on  which  to  impeach  the  Mi- 
nistry to  refer  to  former  debates,  which 
led  to  the  carrying  of  the  measure  under 
which  the  Government  of  India  is  now 
conducted.  Well,  then,  he  said,  all  your 
domestic  measures  have  been  failures. 
Now,  the  noble  Lord  is  a  fair  opponent  in 
debate.  Is  that  accurate  ?  I  might  ask 
him,  at  the  period  when  he  himself  con- 
ducted the  domestic  affairs  of  the  country 
with  what  measure  of  public  utility  is  his 
aame  is  to  bo  associated.  Might  I  take 
the  liberty  of  inquiring  of  him  what  is  the 
character  of  that  measure  to  simplify  the 
title  to  Landed  Estates  in  England,  on 
the  introduction  of  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Wolverhampton  con- 
gratulated my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Solicitor  General  upon  serving  a  Mi- 
nistry that  allowed  him  to  bring  forward  a 
measure  of  so  large  a  nature  ?  What  right 
has  the  noble  Lord  to  asperse  the  Adminis- 
tration and  say,  ^*  You  never  proposed  a 
domestic  measure  that  was  not  a  failure," 
throwing  out  that  imputation  in  the  lump, 
but  not  condescending  to  details  ?  The 
noble  Lord  then  proceeded  to  the  great 
question  of  his  life — and  this  question  is  one 
to  which  I  will  allude  as  shortly  as  possible. 
The  noble  Lord  suggested  that  if  another 
Minister — which  was  a  delicate  allusion  to 
himself — had  been  in  office,  that  war  might 
not  have  been  raging,  which  was  now  de- 
stroying the  fairest  portion  of  Italy.  The 
noble  Lord,  who  moved  his  Amendment  in 
a  speech  that  was  very  graceful  and  elo- 
quent, and  contained,  I  presume,  an  ex- 
position of  the  principles  of  unadulterated 
Whiggism,  expounded  what  the  principles 
of  Mr.  Fox  were.  He  said  he  wished  to 
see  those  principles  upheld  by  the  great 
party  to  which  be  belongs,  instead  of  the 
opinions  of  Pitt  and  Castlcreagh  being 
acted  upon  by  the  existing  administration, 
and  he  stated  correctly  what  tho  opinions 
of  that  great  champion  of  popular  liberty 
were.  I  admit  that  Mr.  Fox  advocated 
the  principle  of  non-intervention  in  the 
affairs  of  Foreign  States.  Nay,  he  went 
the  length  of  insisting,  against  Mr.  Pitt, 
that  when  the  French  nation  cut  off  the 
heads  of  the  King  and  of  the  Queen  of 
France,  England  had  no  right  to  interfere. 
I  admit  the  principles  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
the  only  thing  I  quarrel  with  is  their  mis- 
application ;  because  adopting  his  principle 
and  adopting  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  shall  insist  upon  tho  veto  of  the 
hon.   Member  for  Birmingham  as  a  just 
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man,  against  the  speech  that  ho  has  made 
to-night>  if  he  would  rather,  as  he  stated 
on  a  former  occasion,  vote  against  those 
who  would  pursue  a  policy  of  interference, 
than  vote  for  others  who  would  declare 
in  favour  of  the  disfranchisement  of  one 
or  two  rotten  boroughs  more  than  their 
opponents.  I  shall  apply  myself  solely 
to  the  question  of  Italy.  Diplomatists 
are  pleased  to  say  that  there  is  some- 
thing in  the  question  of  foreign  politics 
which  is  difficult  for  plain,  every-day  men 
to  understand  ;  but  there  is  no  such  diffi- 
culty in  this  case.  The  noble  Lord  who 
moved  this  Amendment  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  argue  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  has  led  to  this 
war,  and  that  the  management  of  foreign 
affairs  would  be  in  safer  and  wiser  hands  if 
transferred  to  those  gentlemen  who  sit  op- 
posite. But  I  will  disprove  that  by  a  yery 
short  and  temperate  statement.  I  will  show 
in  a  few  simple  words  how  this  Italian  ques-* 
tion  recently  stood,  and  how  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  behaved  re- 
specting it.  What  was  the  state  of  Europe 
in  1 848  ?  Louis  Philippe  was  overthrown, 
France  could  not  engage  in  the  affairs  of 
Italy,  because  she  was  entirely  occupied 
with  her  own  internal  affairs — with  ques- 
tions which  concerned  her  social  existence. 
Radetsky  and  the  Austrians  had  with- 
drawn from  Milan,  and  the  Austrians 
proposed  to  the  English  Government  to 
deliver  up  the  whole  kingdom  of  Lorn- 
hardy  if  we  would  act  as  mediators. 
The  noble  Lord  was  informed  that  the  fate 
of  Italy  was  in  the  hands  of  England,  be- 
cause France  could  not  interfere.  The 
noble  Lord  himself  has  stated  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  great  settlement  of  1815  was  to 
exclude  the  French  from  Italy — that  Lom- 
bardy  was  forced  almost  on  Austria,  and 
that  she  took  it  unwillingly  to  preserve  the 
balance  of  power,  and  in  order  to  exclude 
France.  Austria  proposed  to  withdraw 
from  Lombardy,  on  equitable  terms,  whieh 
the  noble  Viscount  rejected.  The  noble 
Lord  has  contradicted  me  once  before  on 
this  matter,  hut  I  hardly  think  he  will  con- 
tradict mo  again.  Let  me  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Membw  for 
Carlisle  to  the  part  which  he  took  in  this 
very  transaction — because  how  he  and  the 
noble  Lord  are  to  sit  together  in  the  same 
Cabinet,  I  cannot  understand.  A  special 
message  came  from  Austria  to  the  noUa 
Viscount,  and  offered  to  the  noble  yiscpoot 
the  entire  kingdom  of  Lombadj  if  we  would: 
interpose  as    mediators    in  the  qiMUxrt* 


28t  Her  Majetty's  \  Juins  9,  1859 }        Speech^Amendment.      282 


After  ten   days'   consideration  tlie  noble 
Yisconnt  answered  that  Endand  would  not 


hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  as  the  author 
of  the  war  in  Italy  and  the  insurrection 


interfere   unless   Austria   would  ao;reo  to  in  Hungary — you  will  not  discharge  your 

Eire  up  not  only  Lombardy  but  Venice,  i  duty  to  your  constituents.  I  see  opposite, 
ord  Ponsonby  apprized  the  noblo  Lord  too,  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  signed 
that  Austria  would  not  give  up  Venice —  the  circular  to  call  the  meeting  at  Willis's 
and  our  offer  was  refused.  Badotsky  again  Rooms,  who  understands  the  Italian  ques- 
clrew  the  sword — the  war  broke  out  in  tion  well ;  and  he,  I  remember,  in  thig 
Italy  —  what  followed  everybody  knows,  very  matter  charged  the  noble  Viscount 
and  I  assert  that  the  noble  Lord  is  thus  with  what  I  should  be  slow  to  impute  to 
the" author  of  all  the  confusion  which  now  him — equivocating  with  the  Ambassadors 
prerailB  there.  Lord  Normanby  knows  the  of  foreign  Powers,  and  dealing  with  the 
troth  of  this,  for  four  months  afterwards  the  Ministers  of  other  States  in  the  spirit  of 
noble  Viscoant  opposite  wrote  to  him  a  de-  an  attorney.  Such  is  the  opinion  of  a 
Bpateh  imploring  him  to  use  all  his  influence  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
with  the  French  Government  to  induce  Wilts  (Mr.  S.  Herbert),  who  called  a 
Anstria  to  repeat  the  offer  she  had  made  ;  meeting  to  restore  the  noble  Viscount  to 
hut  Austria  refused,  and  told  us  it  was  too  Power.  That  opinion  was  expressed  in 
kte.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem-  reference  to  a  matter  of  which  I  dare 
her  for  Carlisle,  who  to-night  exerts  say  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
his  eloquence  to  endeavour  to  bring  back  City  of  London  will  remember  some- 
ihe  noble  Lord  to  power,  investigated  this  thing  —  the  political  escapades  of  Lord 
question  carefully  and  closely,  and  let  me  Minto  in  Italy  —  "the  wandering  mis- 
read to  yon  the  bitter  words  in  which  he  sionary,"  as  Sir  William  Molesworth 
described  the  noble  Viscount's  conduct  and  called  liim.  Did  any  man  ever  hear  of  a 
eharacter.     "  Austria/'  he  said —  Government   sending  out  a  nobleman  to 

••  Austria,  at  tho  moment  the  first  onset  was  ^^^^^^    ^^®    subjects    of    a   foreign    State 

made,  appealed  to  tho  noble  Viscount  and  to  Her  to  agitation  which  might  end  in  insurrec- 

MajestT'^B  Govemment,  in  the  midst  of  its  diffl-  tion,    to    make    speeches    to    the     crowd 

oolftiea,  to  medUte  between  her  and  Piedmont,  from    a    balcony,    and    call    out    to    them 

52^'t*JX°PotrrthrJdV"oJ??rui:  '-yiva  I' Indepe..ad' Italia"?   The  right 

ties?    ThenobleViscount  insisted,  as  a  condition  «on.    Cjontleman.  m    the  words    1    quote, 

precedent  to  on  acceptanco  of  tho  mediation,  that  gave  the  House  an   admirable  summary  of 

Aiutria  should  not  only  abandon  Lombardy  but  all  the  absurdities  and  follies  which  were 

■oirOTdwVenioe;  and  M  Austria  would  not  con-  perpetrated  by  that  noble  Lord  under  the 

lent  to  the  surrender  of  Venice,  tho  noble  Viscount  S*   '  .•         r  xu          ii    -ir*           i.             'j. 

declined  to  undertake  the  mediation.    Itisimpos-  JTectiou  of  the  noble  Viscount  opposite. 

iTble  to  wy  what  has  been  the  effeej  of  that  act  of  ..  ^^^„           ^  j          ^„j  j          j    ^j^      j,^   ^ 

ftenoble  Vwoount.     My  belief  is,  that  tho  insur-  j^^,^  arrangements,  till,  step  brstep,  the  noble 

notion  of  Hungary  was  tho  oonsoquence;  and.  l^,^  „rivcd  at  tho  conclusion  that  SicUy  must 

wl»t  1  regret  as  much  as  any  man  tho  mterven-  ^o  goparatod  from  Naples,  and  set  up  as  an  inde- 

•^w?""^'  '     P*®''/''~"<"'  »/""''  '-•°""*7;  ^  pendent  State.     Sicily,  with  a  population  not  ex- 

OTuh  the   Hungarian  insurrection   haymg  thus  \,^^^g  ^y^^^  „f  this  town,  the  only  question  with 

been  nnaere<t  necessary.  ^^^^  ^^^-^^^  whether  that  State  should  be  a  republic 

That  IB  a  severe  criticism  ;  but  I  maintain  °'^  monarchy.     Wo  began  by  promoting  constitu- 

it  to  be  strictly  true  ;  if  it  were  not  I  would  ""I"*  "f^""?,-  "^  "'"^'^  ^^  promoting  separate 

.         .     •.     ''  A    1           e  t,  nationalities, 

not  quote  it.     And  now  follows  worse  : —  „,       , .,.        .,,.,,, 

The  ability  with  which  the  facts  relating  to 

••  Has  the  noble  Viscount  promoted  the  cause  this  matter  were  investigated  by  the  right 

rf  Italian  Uberty  by  the  course  ho  has  pursued  ?  j,       Gentleman,  and  tho  ridicule  which  he 

Fieamont  was  twico  in  one  year  at  tho  mercy  of  ,           ,          xi         1 1   -cr* 

the  iDTadmg  army  of  Austria.    Rome  is  in  pos-  beaped  upon  the  noblcViscount  convince  me 

lenion  of  the  French  army.     Lombardy  is  under  that,  if  with  his  experience  and  knowledge 

the  military  rule  of  Austria.    Venice  was  recon-  of  Italian  affairs  he  sits  down  in  the  Cabi- 

qamed.     And  we  cannot  forget  tho  daring  ex-  n^t  of  tho  noble  Viscount,  it  will  last  but  a 

pli^in  Naples  which  the  noble  Viscount  was  so  ^^^^^        j^j      Without  all  their  teeth 

umons  to  aphola.  i           t            a            •      i        *u*    «iu 

drawn  I  cannot  conceive  how  this  **  happy 

That  is  the  summary  of  the  foreign  policy  family  "  is  to  get  on.  but  I  am  convinced 

of  a  Minister   who  has  told  you  in  this  that  if  such  a  Cabinet  did  not  speedily  fall 

debate  that    the   foreign    policy   of    the  to  pieces  it  would  plunge  the  foreign  policy 

country  Is  in  such  unsafe  hands  that  un  •  of  the  country  deeper  into  the  mire  than 

leSB  you  transfer  the  management  of  it  to  it  has  ever  been  before.     I  agree  with  the 

him— hito,  who  is  branded  by   the  right  noble  Marquess  who  moved  this  Amend- 
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meni  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  that 
Fox  laid  down  correct  principles  as  to  the 
foreign  policy  of  this  country ;  but  I  sub- 
mit to  him  that  I  have  shown  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite  to  have  violated  these 
principles  most  signally  in  the  instance  of 
Italy  at  least.  What  is  the  meaning  of 
non-intervention  ?  Every  law  book  on  inter- 
national law  lays  it  down  that  you  have  no 
right  to  interfere  in  the  domestic  affairs  of 
a  foreign  nation,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  any 
i*easonable  man  (not  a  diplomatist)  why  did 
we  withdraw  our  Ambassador  from  Naples  ? 
As  I  understand  it,  the  meaning  of  that 
act  was  that  France  and  England  were  of 
opinion  that  they  had  a  right  to  direct 
Naples  as  to  the  manner  in  wliich  she 
ought  to  conduct  her  internal  Government. 
It  could  not  mean  anything  else,  for  Na- 
ples never  showed  any  disposition  to  attack 
or  insult  us.  What,  then,  becomes  of 
the  noble  Yisoount's  practice  of  Fox's 
principles  of  non-intervention  ?  But  what 
do  you  say  to  the  noble  Lord's  beha- 
viour to  Belgium  ?  Belgium  is  a  free 
State;  Belgium  took  no  part  in  the  Rus- 
sian war,  and  never  made  any  attack  upon 
us  ;  yet,  what  was  done  by  the  famous 
Treaty  of  Paris  with  respect  to  Belgium  ? 
Why,  Lord  Clarendon  and  the  representa- 
tives of  France,  without  any  notice  to  Bel- 
gium, signed  a  protocol,  purely,  I  believe, 
to  gratify  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  com- 
pelling her  to  modify  her  free  press  accord- 
ing to  tho  demands  that  might  be  made 
upon  her  by  the  Government  of  France. 
These  are  my  short  grounds  for  stating 
that  the  foreign  policy  of  the  noble  Lord 
has  been  incomprehensible,  and  that  you 
ought  not  to  chanii:e  the  Administration  at 
least  upon  the  ground  of  his  superior  man- 
agement of  foreign  affairs.  But  there  are 
other  points  that  have  been  made  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion,  and  I  come  at 
once  to  the  speeches  of  the  hen.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle.  It  has 
been  said  that  comparisons  are  odious ; 
but  I  protest  that  I  prefer  the  manly, 
bold,  and  candid  opposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  to  the  slow  and 
subtle  accusations  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, delivered  with  much  solemnity,  but 
with  no  small  carcasm.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  comes  before  you,  he  says,  an  in- 
jured man,  and  in  a  most  unforgiving  man- 
ner he  forgives  you.  What  right  has  he 
to  represent  himself  as  an  injured  man  ? 
I,  too,  like  others,  have  read  his  speech  at 
Carlisle,  and  I  have  to  call  him  to  account 

Mr.  Whitende 


now  for  Jiis  imputations  upon  me  and  the 
Government  of  which  I  am  a  Member,  and 
from  which  he  shall  not  escape.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  under  the  blue 
flag  of  Carlisle  a  sacred  flame  of  vehemence 
is  kindled  within  his  breast,  and  he  employs 
a  very  different  tone  there  from  the  calm 
and  solemn  and  deliberate  manner  io  which 
from  the  heights  of  his  philosophy  he  lays 
down  his  ma.xim8  of  policy  for  yovr  adoption. 
But  what  right  had  he  to  attack  my  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Admii:^ty,or 
my  gallant  Friend  the  Secretary  for  War, 
in  a  manner  so  unjustifiable  that  he  has 
been  compelled  to  withdraw  his  accusal 
tions  ?  Is  it  only  the  honour  of  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  that  is  sacred  in  this  coun- 
try ?  What  was  the  meaning  of  his  com* 
ing  here  to-night  fortified  with  his  placard 
in  his  pocket  ?  What  was  his  accusation  ? 
It  was  that  an  act  of  corruption  had  been 
pei*pctrated  by  a  gentleman  as  pure  in  his 
public  conduct  as  any  man  who  ever 
crossed  the  threshold  of  this  House.  And 
what  is  his  excuse  for  tliat  unjuaUfiable 
charge  ?  That  he  had  forgotten  that  the 
change  made  in  the  allowance  to  the 
soldiers  was  done  under  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  admits  that  he  was  entirely  mia- 
taken ;  and  then,  in  effect,  he  aays,  **  I 
charged  an  act  of  political  corruption.  I  find 
that  I  was  all  wrong  ;  but  you  ought  to  be 
greatly  obliged  to  me  for  oonfesaing  my 
error,  when  I  couldn't  help  it."  The  real 
fact  is  that  the  War  Ofiice  circular  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  referred  was  the 
immediate  consequence  of  the  pasaing  of  an 
amendment  in  the  Mutiny  Aet.  It  was 
issued  and  signed  by  the  proper  offieor  with- 
out any  communication  whatever  with  tho 
Secretary  of  War,  and  the  Under  Secretary 
who  drew  out  the  circular  was  Sir  BenjamiD 
Ilawes,  who  is,  I  believe  an  excellent  Whig, 
and  according  to  the  tenets  of  Gentlemen 
opposite,  a  Whig  can  do  no  wrong.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  this  evening  said  that  ho 
would  not  notice  Galway  and  the  Lofor 
line  of  packets ;  but  I  shall  noties  it.  I 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when 
his  speech  reached  Ireland  it  very  much 
hurt  the  feelings  of  many  peraona  there ; 
and  you  will  observe  that  the  advooato 
of  popular  rights  speaking  on  the  hnstingt 
considers  that  he  has  a  licenoe  there  that 
would  not  belong  to  him  elsewhere.  He 
says  in  his  speech  at  Carlisle—**  What  ii 
the  case  as  to  Galway  ?  Here  I  can  apeak 
more  positively."  He  certainly  waa  more 
positively  wrong  if  possible.  But  I  mnat 
read  his  charge  m  his  very  worda.    Alter 
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stating  tbe  natore  of  the  Cunard  contract 
be  comes  to  tho  charge  of  corruption,  his 
objeet  being  to  account  for  the  result  of  elec- 
tions whioh  had  reeentlj  taken  place  in  Ire- 
land,  not  according  to  what  we  know  to  be 
the  faeiy  bat  according  to  his  own  uncha- 
ritable exposition  of  the  matter.  When  I 
have  shown  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
his  statement  is  groundless,  I  have  no  doubt 
that*  with  the  same  generosity  that  has  cha- 
rMterised  his  retraction  of  all  the  other 
eharges,  he  will,  in  the  handsomest  man- 
ner possible,  make  reparation  to  those 
whom  he  has  aggrieved.  II is  charge  is 
this:*— 

"Now,  GoTcrnmcnt  bethought  themselves,  at 
the  hntanee  of  a  Tnlaable  b<xly  of  members  in  tho 
wMt  of  Irriand,  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  add 
to  this  oommunication  a  communication  by  Gal- 
wBj,  at  a  cost  of  £70,000  a  year.  I  say  it  would 
have  been  cheaper  for  the  people  of  England  to 
give  the  OoTemment  £100,000  capital  to  ho  ex- 
pended ia  Mcret  service  money  in  buying  up  the 
Galwmj  votes  and  debauching  the  voters  rather 
than  £70,000  under  contract  for  seven  years." 

The  charge  is  too  plain  to  be  misunder- 
stood. You,  the  Members  for  the  West 
of  Ireland,  made  a  corrupt  propositiou  to 
a  eormpt  Government,  and  that  corrupt 
Oofemment,  on  the  eve  of  an  election, 
made  this  bargain  ;  whereas  it  would  have 
been  cheaper  to  have  bought  jou  with  cash, 
and  to  hare  given  you  the  means  of  do- 
hanehing  the  voters  of  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  familiar,  I  have  no  doubt, 
with  the  writings  of  Sheridan,  and  ho  will 
remember  that  that  incomparable  wit  de- 
seribes  those  who  draw  upon  their  imagi- 
nation for  their  facts.  Where,  I  ask,  wero 
the  facts  to  justify  that  statement  made 
upon  the  hustings  at  Carlisle  ?  What  au- 
tboritj  had  he — I  will  not  say  for  invent- 
ing* bnt  for  imagining  that  charge  which 
he  brought  against  a  body  of  Members  of 
this  House  and  against  the  Govern meut  of 
which  I  am  a  humble  Member  ?  That  ac- 
oasation  is  utterly  destitute  of  foundation. 
I  beg  to  inform  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  neither  Lord  Eglinton,  nor  Lord 
Derby,  nor  any  Member  of  tho  Govern- 
ment woald  bo  guilty  of  the  practice 
to  which  he  adverted  any  more  than  he 
would  himself.  What  are  the  facts  which 
he  did  not  make  himself  acquainted  with  ? 
In  1852  I  sat  upon  a  committee  which 
was  held  at  the  Mansion  House  in  Dublin, 
when  a  most  eminent  merchant,  Mr.  Guin- 
ness, was  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  and  upon 
the  committee  were  Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton, 
Colonel  Latouche,  tho  present  Chancellor 
of  Ireland^  the  Lord  Mayor,  and  myself. 


The  question  which  was  suggested  by  a 
large  body  of  mercantile  men  to  that  com- 
mittee was  whether,  in  consequence  of  the 
great  traffic  that  existed  between  Ireland 
and  America  it  might  not  be  possible  to 
establish  a  packet  communication  between 
Galway  and  Halifax,  which  the  map  showed 
to  be  the  shortest  line  of  communication 
between  tho  great  continent  and  Ireland. 
I  ventured  myself  to  write  a  pamphlet  on  the 
subject  —  although  the  discerning  public 
would  not  read  it — to  prove  what  I  had  be- 
lieved  for  many  years.  The  Belfast  Chamber 
of  Commerce  investigated  the  subject,  and  so 
did  various  other  mercantile  bodies  through- 
out Ireland.  The  Belfast  men  said,  If  we 
get  this  communication  from  Galway,  we 
will  complete  the  lines  of  railway  from  the 
west  to  tho  north  —  wo  will  send  all  our 
traffic  to  the'  west  of  Ireland  —  wo  shall 
have  a  mail  which  will  give  us  our  letters 
and  our  remittances  one  or  two  days  earlier 
than  wo  receive  them  now  ;  and  as  an  inte- 
gral part  of  the  British  empire  wo  think 
that  we  have  a  right  to  this  accommo- 
dation. Now,  what  was  the  contract  ? 
Not  ono  farthing  has  been  paid  upon  it 
yet,  and  never  will  be,  unless  it  be  pos- 
sible to  construct  that  description  of  ves- 
sel which  shall  make  tho  passage  from 
Galway  according  to  the  terms  laid  down 
in  a  strict  bargain.  When  those  vessels 
shall  be  made  and  that  accomplished,  the 
contract  may  take  effect — but  not  till 
then.  Now,  every  Member  of  Parliament 
from  the  north,  south,  cast,  and  west  of 
Ireland  is  in  favour  of  a  communication 
from  Ireland  to  America  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  instead  of  viewing  with  favour 
the  feeling  of  an  entire  nation,  and  recog- 
nizing its  right  to  demand  a  moderate 
stipend  to  promote  the  traffic  between  two 
great  and  free  countries,  turns  round  upon 
the  Government,  and  stigmatizes  its  mem- 
bers as  corrupt  for  listening  to  theso  just 
and  reasonable  demands.  I  warn  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  against  this  harsh  policy, 
and  he  will  excuse  me  for  giving  him  this 
warning.  The  elections  for  Ireland  aro 
over.  For  the  first  time  since  1 829  a  Con- 
servative majority  has  been  returned.  Let 
him  not  suppose  that  if  we  do,  by  tho  con- 
fidence of  the  country,  gain  political  power, 
that  wo  are  about  to  use  it  otherwise  than 
to  promote  and  advance  the  good  of  all 
classes.  Is  it  true  that  Galway  is  corrupt? 
Why  the  noble  Lord  who  represents  that 
town  is  in  opposition  to  the  Government. 
The  interest  of  his  family  is  rather  given 
to  the  noble  Viscount.    I  never  heard  that 
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ho  hat  been  oorruptod  bj  the  contract.  I 
hafe  Dover  hoard  it,  and  I  do  not  bolioTO 
it.  He  will  vote,  I  suppose,  against  the 
GovcniDient,  as  ho  has  always  manfully 
done,  and  that  will  be  tho  best  refutation 
of  the  ohargo  that  the  Mcmbors  of  the  west 
of  Ireland  have  been  dobauohed  or  corrupt- 
ed. The  next  point  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronot  made  WAS  tho  Roman  Catholic  com- 
pact. Too  long  have  the  Whigs  used  tho 
religious  question  for  their  own  benefit.  As 
long  as  tho  Roman  Catholicsof  Ireland  voted 
for  tho  Whigs  they  wero  a  virtuous,  cnlight* 
ened,  grateful,  and  consistent  people. 
After  tho  Whigs  have  for  many  years  pos- 
sessed power  and  done  nothing — after  long 
ezporionco  of  thoir  inability  to  do  any  good 
for  the  country,  some  Roman  Catholics  think 
fit  to  exorcise  tho  franchise  in  favour  of 
native  gontlcnien  whoso  families  sat  in  for- 
mer Parliaments  ;  thoy  say  they  are  tired 
of  all  agitators,  and  thoy  have  returned 
— •  to  their  honour  bo  it  spoken — meu 
whom  thoy  can  bclievo.  And  now  they 
are  aocusod  of  being  factious  and  corrupt  ? 
I  bog  to  inform  tho  right  hon.  Baronot  that 
I  mightrotortouhim— coalitions  are  odious. 
As  for  mysolf,  I  represent  my  native  Univer- 
sity, and  it  is  the  liighest  honour  which  I 
can  ever  ho|M)  to  possess.  But  tho  righthon. 
Baronot  is  mistaken  if  he  supposes  that  I 
am  about  to  join  him  and  certain  so-called 
religious  journals,  which  write  up  the  noble 
Viscount  while  maligning  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics hccauso  thoy  thought  propor  to  support, 
without  corruption,  men  who,  I  trust,  will 
bonoiit  tho  ompiro.  A  coalition  is  a  very 
odious  thing.  Thoro  has  been  a  coalition 
Oovornment.  Tho  noble  Viscount  was 
Homo  Socrotary,  and  tho  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet WAS  thon  in  oihco.  A  coAlition  was 
made  in  Ireland  which  will  never  bo  for- 
gotten, A3  tho  sayinff  is,  **  while  grass 
grows  and  wntor  fiows.  *  Mr.  John  Sadleir 
was  made  a  Lord  of  tho  Treasury.  I  have 
just  had  in  my  hands  tho  papers  relating  to 
iho  last  of  (hat  ^mrty  who  was  placed  in  the 
Income- tax  Otfioo,  and  has  become  a  de- 
faulter. One  WAS  oxpollod  from  this  House. 
Another  is  said  to  have  committed  suicide. 
Another  was  hkewiso  in  tho  Inoomo-tax 
i^tHoo.  Aiul  having  coniuiitted  serious  of- 
fences escaped.  That  was  a  coiiUtion  which  ', 
wo  ean  all  understand  and  remember.  I  am  | 
of  opinion  that  tho  rank  and  disiinotiou 
whieh  wero  then  given  to  the  notorious  priu-  j 
eipal  of  a  provincial  bank  gave  credit  and  j 
ciix^ulaiion  to  its  paper,  and  causOil  ruin  to  j 
many  innocent  persous.  I  ask  who  was  it  > 
placed  Mr.  John  Sadloir  in  |>ower  ?     The  I 


noble  Lord  the  Member  fcr  'tlw  -GHy.of 
London  is  not  likely  to  inquire  howit  hap- 
pens that  he  does  not  possesB  tbat'popo- 
larity  in  Ireland  to  whieh  his  peraOBal  Tir* 
taes,  commanding  talents,  and  great  dti- 
tinction  might  entitle  him.  I  have  always 
received  the  utmost  courtesy  from  thenoMe 
Lord,  but  insult  is  remembered  more  than 
injury.  He  once  described  the  Proteatanli 
as  a  miserable,  monopoliaing  minoritj,  in' a 
passage  which  is  not  original,  for  I  tomoA 
it  in  one  of  the  orations  of  Mr.  Fox. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  I  quoted 
from  Mr.  Fox,  and  I  stated  at  the  timft 
that  Mr.  Fox  had  used  it. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  :  We  havo  only 
been  accustomed  to  it  in  Ireland  in  ita 
original  shape,  and  I  am  glad  the  noUo 
Lord  was  so  candid  as  to  refer  to  the  an* 
thority  which  he  quoted.  The  noUe  Lord 
described  the  Roman  Catholie  roligioii  in 
his  celebrated  letter,  and  so  disposed  of 
the  Irish  nation.  It  was  said,  tbiat  iriian 
Parliament  created  the  £12  TOting  fraai^ 
chise  in  Ireland,  the  Oonservatire  pvty 
would  be  destroyed;  bat  the  £aot  is,  that  it 
is  stronger  than  it  ever  was.  The  rigfal 
hon.  Baronet  talked  of  the  CathoUe  oomfai- 
nation,  and  said  he  had  read  in  the  apeeohaa 
of  tho  hon.  Member  for  DoDdaUE  (Mr. 
Bowyer)  something  abont  a  ohaiier»-  «id 
that  we  had  granted  it. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  :  I  aud  it  ima 
incredible  that  yon  shonld  adfiae  ik     - 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  :  I  uaderatood  Chi 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  inainvato  thaA^ 
coupled  with  the  fact  that  I  am  member  of 
a  Protestant  University,  though  it  is  not 
exclusively  Protestant,  and  has  not  been 
for  tho  last  sixty  years,  I  was  to  anannt  in 
some  way  to  this  charter  which  is  to  hii 
granted  hereafter  to  a  Roman  CathoUoool- 
lege  in  Dublin. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM :  I  oai4  jiai 
the  reverse,  tliat  it  was  inoredihle  jpen 
should  advise  such  a  charter. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE:  That ia a modo of 
speech.  When  a  man  wishoa  to  iaainnalo 
a  thing,  he  says  it  is  qaito  iaeroiiblob 
I  will  give  a  clear  and  aatisfiustorj  ■oeoiiiil 
of  what  happened  on  thataabjoot.  Twentj- 
fivo  Irish  Members  of  ParUamanft  vaitodoa 
a  depuution  upon  tho  ChancoUor  of  tho  Bs* 
chequer,  as  twenty-five  Memben  waitdd 
upon  him  in  reference  to  the  Ioim)  qatav 
tion»  and  they  asked  the  Minialarlo  ho  nt/i- 
ououifh  to  consider  the  anbjeet  olthf  £if^. 
ter.  It  was  totally  nnconnoetad i^HJbl  jjjjn^ 
elections,  and  I  believe  0€eanod«»moii|K 00 
two  before  the  elcctioni.    Lei  mMflhVlnf 
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^Mpi  riiMld  BOl  10  atW  if  tlMj  thought  fit  t 
pit  iM  what  aro  tho  ideat  of  the  right 
iim»  BoiDBOt.  If  If  emben  of  Parliament 
Mir  aak  what  he  approvei,  thej  are  very 
vefi4Mh4Yed  men;  but  if  they  notify  that 
Ihtj  have  a  demand  to  make  of  a  public 
BttTrrr,  of  which  he  disapproves,  aod 
fMA  is  pabiiahed  in  tlie  newspapers  it 
if  ft  cooopncy.  These  twenty-five  Mem- 
bra iii  wait  upon  the  Minister.  The 
lUHttor  heard  them  for  the  first  time 
ia  hia  Ufis,  and  informed  them  that  the 
artfatt  would  be  considered.  Neither 
iHjfiJf,  Mr  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
eMqaar,  nor  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  nor 
W^  aokb  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary,  nor 
Mj  ooa  that  I  know  of,  directly  or  indi- 
«iail/ff  Jpive  any  promise,  express  or  im- 
|riiadp  la  reference  to  the  charter  to  induce 
thoM  geatlemen  to  give  any  vote  they 
do  aoi  choose  to  give  on  this  or  any 
atfaar  night.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
ii.aeaastomed  to  give  us  the  chilling 
laitmiony  of  hia  experience  of  political  life. 
I -am  not  a  very  old  Member,  nor  have  I 
hog  been  a  servant  of  the  Crown,  but  I 
•BMratand  it  to  be  my  duty,  as  a  servant 
of  Ibe  Crown,  to  act  directly,  honestly, 
aad  in  a  manner  which  will  bear  the  test 
of  invMtigation,  and  I  do  not  understand 
iha  pdioy  to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
ia  aecuatomed  if  it  be  that  description  which 
ka  azemplifics.  I  will  state  everything 
whieh  passed  in  reference  to  the  Roman 
Oathiriie  parly  without  reservation.  They 
called  on  the  Minister  and  asked  him  whe- 
ther he  would  undertake  a  settlement  of  the 
land  qaeetion.  I  believe  that  is  a  question 
ta  whieh  they  are  sincerely  and  conscien- 
ticcalj  attached.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dnagarvan  (Mr.  Maguire)  applied  to  me 
to  know  when  certain  Bills  which  I  under- 
took to  draw,  would  be  brought  in.  He 
caHed  attention  to  the  case  of  a  priest 
who  had  been  evicted  and  deprived  of 
the  Talue  of  his  improvements,  made  in 
the  Ciith  of  a  supposed  contract,  and  he 
aakcd  whether  such  a  grievance  could 
Mt  he  remedied.  I  answered  that  I 
IhOQght  it  eould ;  but  I  never  told  any  man 
care  the  members  of  the  Government, 
what  wonld  be  the  provisions  of  the  mea* 
•area  I  should  propose.  The  Irish  inde- 
pendent party  aid  not  say,  "  Before  we 
Tot6»  tell  ns  what  you  can  do  for  us." 
That  independent  party  have  never  asked 
dlreetly  or  indirectly  for  a  place,  and 
diej  have  never  received  it.  The  hon. 
Oeatleman,  (the  Member  for  Dungarvan), 
irfhscd  to  be  a  magistrate  of  the  town 

YOL.  CLIY.    [tbibd  sekieb]. 


which  he  represents  ;  which  I  think  waa 
an  absurd  decisicn,  because  a  Roman 
Catholic  has  a  right  to  be  a  magistrate  aa 
much  as  a  Protestant.  Mr.  Fagan,  who  ia 
now  no  more,  called  the  attention  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  to  the  investigation  into 
the  University  of  Dublin,  and  said  that 
all  the  recommendations  had  not  been 
carried  out,  because  no  new  scholar-' 
ships  had  been  founded  to  which  Roman 
Catholics  might  be  admitted.  My  noble 
Friend  undertook  the  settlement  of  that 
question,  and  the  heads  of  the  University 
in  a  spirit  of  truo  liberality,  did  found  four- 
teen additional  scholarships,  which  were 
thrown  open  to  members  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion.  I  am  not  ashamed  to 
have  approved  of  that  measure.  I  repu- 
diate an  uncharitable  policy.  If  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  prefer  to  come  to  the  ancient 
University  which  I  represent  they  will  be 
heartily  welcome  ;  they  will  meet  with  no 
insult,  no  discourtesy ;  they  will  inform 
their  minds  by  the  study  of  the  noble  works 
of  antiquity,  and  will  enter  public  life 
better  prepared  for  the  duties  which  they 
have  to  discharge.  Such  has  been  our 
conduct  with  reference  to  Irish  measures  ; 
and  if  the  people  of  Ireland  are  contented 
with  them,  that  is  tho  highest  praise  which 
the  Government  can  receive.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Deasy)  very  feelingly  objected  to  two 
appointments — those  of  the  Chancellor  and 
the  Attorney  General.  That  was  very 
natural.  lie  thinks  that  thoso  officers 
might  bo  changed  with  advantage,  and  he 
possesses  both  the  abilities  and  the  incli- 
nation to  undertake  the  duties  of  my 
office.  I  have  been  asked  ^vhat  the  cri- 
minal code  was  to  be.  A  measure  has  been 
prepared  establishing  the  same  criminal 
statute  law  for  England  and  Ireland,  and 
it  is  ready  to  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House.  The  conspiracy  to  murder  ques- 
tion and  others  of  importance  are  dealt 
with  in  that  measure,  which,  while  it  re- 
duces the  cases  in  which  offences  arc  to 
be  punished  by  death,  simplifies  and  conso- 
lidates the  law  ;  thus  accomplishing  that 
which,  under  the  administration  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  was  never  e£Fected.  Waa 
it,  then,  worthy  of  tho  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet,— is  it  worthy  of  eminent  men  in 
this  country — to  try  to  raise  against  us  the 
religious  question  in  Ireland?  We  have 
not  compromised  our  faith  or  our  religion. 
We  hold  both  sacred,  but  we  have  learned 
to  think  we  can  maintain  both  with  perfect 
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sincerity  and  eonaifttency,  with  charity  and 
justice  to  all  claaset  of  our  fellow-country- 
men ;  and  1  am  of  opinion  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  will,  when  they  are  once  satis- 
fied of  that,  he  as  willing  to  give  their  con- 
fidence to  the  Protestant  gentry  of   that 
country  as  to  any  other  set  of  politicians. 
Never  forget  the  Income-tax.  Never  forget 
tiie  conduct  of   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  W<»lls  (Sir  W.  Ilnyter). 
who,  immediately  before  the  debnte  on  the 
budget  of  1852.  penned  up  a  small  number 
of    Irish   Members  in  a  corner,    and  told 
them  that  they  might  be  sure  the  Income- 
tax  would  never  be  extended  to  Ireland. 
They  rejected  the  budget  of  Lord  Derby, 
they  destroyed  the  Government,  and  they 
got  in  return  the  income-tax  and  a  personal 
explanation.  Recollect  that  when  you  give 
your  votes,  and  do  justice  to  the  present 
Government.    Sir  Robert  Peel,  when  about 
to  be  condemned  according  to  the  principles 
of  Radamanthus,  who  punished  first  and 
inquired    afterwards,    once   said    in   this 
House  :*— 

'*  I  call  upon  you  not  to  condemn  before  you 
have  heard,  to  receive  at  least  the  measures  I  shall 
propose,  to  amend  them  if  they  are  defective,  to 
extend  them  if  they  shall  &11  short  of  your  expec- 
tations ;  but  at  ieast  to  give  me  the  opportunity 
ot  presenting  them,  that  you  yourselves  nuiy  con- 
sider and  dispose  of  them." 

I  aik  the  House,  is  it  just  upon  the  invi- 
tation of  the  two  noble  Lords  who  have 
now  composed  their  differences  to  destroy 
the  Ministry  before   their  measures  have 
been  heard  ?    And  to  do  it,  why  ?    Observe 
the  fair  and  monly  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham — how  unlike  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet !     That 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  '*  I  do  not  object  to 
the  dissolution.     I  do  not  object  to  your 
foreign  policy.     I  do  not  charge  you  with 
corruption  at  the  elections,  because  I  have 
no  facts  to  go  upon.''    On  what  ground, 
then,  does  he  quarrel  with  us  ?     Upon  the 
one  siuj^le  ground  of  Parliamentary  reform. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  about  to  descend 
from  heing  the  leader  of  a  great  party  to 
become  the   follower  or    assistant  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton.    The 
noble   Viscount    wiU,  no  doubt,  be   very 
comfortable  when  he  has  on  one  side  the 
rip^ht  hon.  Member  for  Ashton-under-Lyne 
(Mr.  M.  Gibson)  and  on  the  other  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmin<^hani.     Biography  is  a 
delii:htful  ptudy.      The  hon.   Member  for 
Birmint^ham  is  a  master  at  sketching;  cha- 
racter,  and  tlio  noble  Viscount  the  Member 
for  Tiverton  is  not  behind  him  in  that  art. 

Mr.  Whiteiide 


The  hon.  Member  for  Birmiogham  has 
sketched  the  character  of  the  noble  Yia- 
oount^  and  the  noble  Visoount  haa  returned 
the  coDopliment.  The  hoo.  Gentlemaa  said 
of  the  noble  Lord — 

"  I  have  observed  the  noble  Viscount's  conduct 
ever  sinco^I  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  Iloaie, 
and  the  noble  Visoount  will  exeuso  me  if  I  state 
the  reason  why  1  have  often  opposed  him.    I'be 
reason  is,  that  the  noble  Viscount  treats  all  Ume 
questions,  aod  the  House  itself,  with  such  a  waiyt 
of  seriousness,  that  it  has  appeared  to  mo  that  he 
has  no  serious,  or  sufBolently  serioos,  conrlotien 
of  the  important  business  that  so  conttantlj  coows 
before  this  House.     I  judge  th»  noUe  Viaooast 
as  a  man  who  has  exporierco,  but  who  with  eue- 
rience  has  not  ffained  wisdom ;  as  a  man  who  £as 
age,  but  who  with  age  has  not  the  gravity  of  age, 
and  who  now,  occupying  the  highest  eeat  Of  aowr, 
has  (and  I  say  it  with  pain)  not  appear^i  anoled 
with  the  due  sense  ol'  the  respoDaibil^f;t|h^te- 
longs  to  that  elevated  position.     Weweifovni 
the  hands  of  these  two  noble  Lords.    Th^f  m 
the  authors  of  the  Russian  war.    It  Ilsi  Mmen 
them  that  peace  was  not  made  at  Vieana  ifML 
some  proper  terms,  and  whatever  disasters  ■»!  be 
in  store  for  this  country,  or  for  Europe,  thsgr  vPl 
lie  at  the  doors  of  these  noble  Lords.** 

The  noble  Viscount  has  favoured  sa  with 
his  view  of  the  political  character  ef  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.  Speakiag 
of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  he  said— 


**  He  (Mr.  Bright)  asks  me  to  explain  tba; 
ing  of  *  the  balance '  of  power.  Now,  the  ben. 
Member  for  Manchester  and  I  differ  so  mneh  upoa 
almost  every  question  involving  great  prIndplM, 
that  I  am  afraid  1  shall  be  unable  to  grati^  kim 
by  complying  with  his  request  to  explain  the  mtaa- 
ing  of  the  expression  *  the  bnhince  of  power.'  The 
hon.  Member,  however,  reduces  cverj'thing  to  the 
question  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  and  I 
verily  believe  that  if  this  country  were  threateaed 
with  an  immediate  invasion  likely  to  ead  in  its 
conquest,  the  hon.  Member  would  ait  down,  take 
a  piece  of  paper,  and  would  put  on  one  aide  of  ^ 
account  the  contributions  which  his  Grovemment 
would  require  from  him  for  the  defienoe  of  the 
liberty  and  independence  of  the  country,  aad  he 
would  put  on  the  other  the  probable  contrlbations 
which  the  general  of  the  invading  army  mkrht 
levy  upon  Manchester  ;  and  if  he  found  thatcn 
balancing  the  account  it  would  be  cheaper  to  be 
conquered  than  to  be  laid  under  oontribatioot  ftr 
defence,  he  would  give  his  vote  afainst  goiMT  to 
war  for  the  liberties  and  indepeadenoe  of  the  caaxh 
try,  rather  than  bear  his  share  in  the  ezpendiftBiv 
which  it  would  entail.'* 

Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  a  coalition  of  pe^ 
sons  who  entertain  these  agreeable  opiDions 
of  each  other  will  form  a  Miniatrj  of  wbioh 
England  may  be  proud.  I  enteruio  no 
duubt  that  the  nob^e  Viscount  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  enter  upon  their  dofcies 
each  with  a  solemn  sense  of  his  retpeosi- 
bility  and  a  firm  determinatioD  Dover  to 
yield  to   anything   said   bj  a  eoVeagye. 


Hit  Mary's 
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The  Imnl  Member  lor  Birmiogbam  has  a 
mat  horror  of  war,  bul  the  Members  of 
hit  pbilaalhropie  teei  have  a  peculiar  iray 
of -lortmg  war  in  their  onn  fasliion.  I 
remember  hearing  a  storj  of  a  Quaker 
who»  being  on  board  a  ship  which  was  at- 
taeked  hj  pirates,  and  finding  one  of  them 
hotrding  the  ? esse!,  clasped  him  round  the 
wmiat  and  dropped  him  overboard,  saying 
nOdlr,  ''Friend,  thou  hast  no  business 
here.  And  in  jastice  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ter  {oxBuiningham  1  must  say  that  I  have 
no  doobt  that  if  an  enemy  touched  our 
ehoreit  he  would  be  found  among  our 
ivflooteen,  and  that  if  be  did  not  fire  a 
riflo  ho  would  wield  a  bludgeon  with  no 
Jmlo  eieention.  The  policy  of  the  hon. 
Memhir  ie  one  of  neutrality,  but  his  neu- 
tmlity  meoni  a  general  disarmament  of  the 
ooanftry.  He  Bays  that  he  will  vote  for  the 
BoUe  Tiacount  because  thore  is  no  danger 
horn  Auatria  or  Sardinia  ;  he  has  no  sus- 
pieion  of  any  other  country,  and  the  best 
Way  to  show  that  we  have  no  suspicion  is 
to  break  up  our  army,  dispose  of  our  ships, 
aad  diaband  our  sailors.  Is  that  the  policy 
of  the  noble  Viscount  ?  Why,  there  is 
Mt  a  more  bellicose  Minister  than  he.  He 
woold  not  allow  the  honour  of  England  to 
be  invaded,  nor  her  soil  desecrated  by  the 
foot  of  an  enemj.  The  policy  of  the  noble 
Viflooont  and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bimingham  are  wide  as  tho  poles  asunder. 
Why,  then,  does  tho  hon.  Member  support 
the  noUe  Lord  ?  He  says  to  the  present 
OoTOmment,  "  I  know  very  well  that  I 
oannot  gain  my  objects  through  you  ;  I 
■Ofor  shall  be  able  to  carry  out  my  views 
wUlo  you  are  in  power,  and  therefore  I 
am  determined  that  you  shall  change 
daoee  with  the  noble  Lord."  Tho  hon. 
bemtleman  in  effect  says,  I  will  make 
tho  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton 
Minister,  in  order  that  I  may  squeeze  what 
I  ean  out  of  him.  When  I  have  done  that, 
then*  like  Warwick,  I  will  kill  him  and  go 
on  breaking  up  Ministry  after  Ministry, 
Util  I  have  accomplished  that  which  is 
tho  darling  object  of  my  life.  Now,  that 
ia  a  clear  and  intelligible  policy,  and  it  is 
manfully  avowed.  I  cannot  help  congra- 
tulating the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Asbton  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tbc  Member  for 
W\\i%f  who  signed  the  requisition  conven- 
ing the  meeting  which  took  place  at  Willib's 
Booms,  on  the  prospect  of  tho  entire 
nnanimity  of  feeling  which  is  likely  to 
pervade  the  Government  of  which  they  arc 
to  bo  members,  ond  upon  the  circumstance, 


that  while  they  are  prepared  to  agree  on 
matters   of  principle,  they  are  perfectly 
ready  to  set  aside  mere  matters  of  detail  ; 
such,  for  instance,   as   the  ballot.      The 
speech  which  was  made  on  thfit  question 
by  the  late  Attorney  General  in  the  course 
of  last  Session  must  no  doubt  have  been 
very  flattering  to  the  feelings  of  the  noble 
Viscount,    in    whose    Administration    he 
served,  while  ho  must  have  been  equally 
fluttered  to  find  that  bis  own  remarks  upon 
the  same  occasion  where  characterized  by 
one  of  the  stanchest  of  his  adherents  (Mr. 
Berkeley)  as  *' complete  rubbish."      For 
my  own  part,  I  have  reed  with  no  little  re- 
gret certain  statements  which  have  been 
made  as  to  the  constitution  of  that  future 
Administration  which  the  noble  Viscount 
appears  so  anxious  to  construct.     I  have 
seen  placarded  the  names  of  more  than  one 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Members 
of  the  Liberal  party,  who,  it  is  said,  are 
to  be  consigned  to  political  extinction.  The 
noble  Viscount,  it  seems,  is  about  to  take, 
not  a  cordial,  but,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  a  re- 
spectful farewell  of  his  old  friends,  and  to 
find  his  new  colleagues  below  the  gangway. 
That  is  not  a  course  which  is  likely  to  en- 
list the  sympathies  of  a  united  party,  snob 
as  that  to  which  I  have  tho  honour  to  be- 
long.    Wo  have  stood  by  one  another  in 
tho  conflict,  and  we  certainly  should  not 
dream  of  placarding  the  names  of  those 
Gentlemen  in  our  ranks  who  had  always 
been  true   to  their   leaders,  or  saying  to 
them  a  new  Ministry  must  be  formed  by  the 
sacrifice  of  the  most  respectable  members 
of  the  old.     But,  perhaps,  it  is  somewhat 
presumptuous  in  me  to  advert  to  a  subject 
of  this  delicate   nature.      I  shall  content 
myself  with  saying  further  that  the  ques- 
tion upon  which  you  are  called  upon  to 
decide  by  the  noble  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment under  discussion  is  whether,  as  matters 
stand,  the  existing  Administration  is  en- 
titled to  your  confidence.     With  respect  to 
tho  answer  which  you  will  return  to  that 
question  I  have  como  to  a  different  con- 
clusion from  that  at  which  the  noble  Vis- 
count opposite  seems  to  have  arrived.     I 
confidently    anticipate  that    your   verdict 
will  1)0  pronounced  in  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.   MILNER   GIBSON    moved    the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Tlie  debate  was  then  further  a^owm$d 
till  To-moirow, 


Ilonse  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'elcck. 
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Friday,  June  10.  1859. 

M^mnrii.]  Took  the  OolA.— Several  Lordi. 
PuBUC  Bills.— !•  Sale  of  Gas. 
2*  Vexatious  Indictments ;  Debtor  and  Creditor; 
The  Companies  (1869):  Lftw  of  Property  and 
Trustees  Relief  Amendment. 


THE  MILITIA.— QUESTION. 

Lord  AVE  LAND  aaked  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  War  whether  any  and  what 
Btepa  had  hecn  taken  to  afford  instruction 
in  musketry  practice,  and  in  the  use  of  the 
rifle  to  the  staffs  of  the  disembodied  militia 
regiments,  so  that  tliey  might  be  compe- 
tent to  teach  their  men ;  and  whether  any 
Enfield  rifles  had  been  issued  to  them  or 
to  the  regiments  of  militia  ordered  for 
training  ? 

Lord  ROSSLYN  said,  that  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  War  Department 
had  conferred  with  the  General  Command- 
ing-in-Chief,  and  arrangements  had  been 
made  to  send  a  portion  of  the  permanent 
staffs  of  the  disembodied  militia  regiments 
to  Hythe  for  instruction  in  rifle  practice. 
No  Enfield  rifles  had  been  issued  to  the 
disembodied  militia  regiments,  but  some 
had  been  already  issued  to  the  embodied 
regiments,  and  it  was  intended  to  issue 
more  from  time  to  time,  as  the  men  should 
be  reported  to  have  become  proficient  in 
the  use  of  the  weapon. 

ENDOWED    SCHOOLS. 
OBSERYATIOXS. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  he  had 
on  the  previous  evening  presented  eight 
petitions,  praying  for  an  Amendment  in 
the  law  relating  to  the  trustees  of  endowed 
schools.  In  consequence  of  the  conflicting 
legal  opinions  with  reference  to  the  eligi- 
bility of  Dissenters  to  serve  as  trustees, 
there  had  for  a  long  time  been  constant 
litigation  in  places  where  those  schools  ex- 
isted. In  one  case  no  less  than  between 
£4  000  and  £5,0l0  had  been  spent  in  law 
costs.  lie  had  given  notice  of  liis  inten- 
tion to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law 
with  reference  to  these  schools  ;  but  he 
understoud  that  one  having  that  object  was 
about  to  be  introduced  in  **another  place*' 
by  an  hon.  and  learned  Friend  of  his,  and 
believing  that  the  question  waa  in  safe 
bands,  he  should  await  the  progress  of  his 
hon,  and  learned  Friend's  measure. 
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Order  for  Second  Reading!  pr^. 

LofiD  CAMPBELL  noved  that  the  Bill 
ho  now  read  2*.  The  present  Bill  wa8» 
word  for  word,  the  aama  wi^h  .thai  he 
had  introduced  in  the  laat  Parliament,  and 
which  had  passed  through  all  itf  fftagaa  ia 
their  Lordships'  House  without  a  division* 
It  waa  sent  down  to  the  other  poase,  whm 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  AttonNd^ 
General  had  consented  to  take  cbar^eiM 
it,  concurring  in  all  its  provisions. 

Loan  WENSLEYDALE  said,  he  stiHl 
entertained  the  same  objection  to  thf  BjiU 
which  he  expressed  last  Session-^-naindjrr 
that  it  would  interfere  with  the  privHego 
which  every  subject  of  the  realm  poaaessed 
to  put  the  criminal  law  in  motion. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  said,  that  he  waa 
very  much  inclined  to  take  the  same  Tiew 
of  the  measure  as  his  noble  and  leamfnl 
Friend  (Lord  Wensleydale),  but  as  it  bad 
in  the  last  Session  passed  through  all:its 
stages  without  a  division  he  thought  they 
ought  not  now  to  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing. As,  however,  the  Bill  had  been  read 
a  flrst  time  only  on  the  previous  evening, 
he  thought  he  was  moving  the  second  read- 
ing at  a  very  early  period.  He  presumed 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  was  anx- 
ious to  have  all  the  credit  which  might  at- 
tach to  the  author  of  a  good  Bill,  and  was 
therefore  afraid  lest  anything  might  inter- 
fere to  take  this  measure  out  of  his  hands. 
Perhaps,  too,  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  anticipating  an  elevation  from  his 
present  to  a  still  higher  judicial  position. 
Should  his  anticipations  prove  well-found- 
ed, he  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  was  sure  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  discharge 
the  duties  of  his  future  position  with  as 
much  ability  as  that  which  had  character* 
ized  the  performance  of  his  previous  judi- 
cial functions. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  he  could  as- 
sure his  noble  Friend  opposite  that  it  was 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  (and  long  might  that  noble 
and  learned  Lord  he  Lord  Chancellor), 
who  had  suggested  to  him  to  move  the 
second  reading  that  evening. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
would,  in  the  first  place,  thank  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Campbell)  for 
his  kind  wish,  which  he  was  sure  was  a 
sincere  one.  It  was  quite  true,  that  when 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  bad  named  a 
more  distant  period  for  the  second  read- 
ing, be  (the  Lord  Chaaeellor)  si^geated 
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tliRt  H  H  was  K  measure  which  Iiad  been  1  of  thii  Uoum  for  Uor  M^etty't  Moit  Cracioas 
-  Spwch  from  the  Throne  :     "  To,  *«.  [««p.  104]. 

And  irhicli  Amendment  iras,  at  the  end 
of  ilic  Question,  to  ndd  iho  worda— 

"  But  we  beg  humblj  to  aubmit  to  Uer  Ma- 
jeitf.  tbat  it  is  esjcnlial  far  securing  sntiifnalory 
reaulu  to  our  deliberations,  and  for  fncililniiny 
the  diichnrgo  of  Uer  Majegty's  high  functions, 
that  ilcr  M.ijo>t;'s  Goiernment  should  poUHS 
the  confidtnco  of  this  House  and  of  Iho  Country- 
and  we  deem  it  our  duty  respectfully  to  reprcsoni 
to  Ilcr  Majesty  that  such  coDfldoDce  is  not  re- 
posed in  the  present  Advisers  of  iter  Majeitty." 

Queslien  afaio  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  tliero  added," 

Debate  raumed. 

Mb.  UILNER  GIBSON  :  Sir.  1  was 
inclined  to  abstain  from  oakiog  the  per- 
niiasion  of  the  Huuao  to  make  aoy  obser- 


fttreailf  discuased  by  their  Lordships,  there  \ 
would  probabljr  be  no  objection  to  rend-  | 
ing'it  a  second  time  that  dnj  in  order 
tint'  it  mipht  be  paseed  thruugh  their 
IJOKlships'  House  as  quickly  ns  possible. 
As  io  the  objections  whicli  had  been  tirged 
U  A«  Bill,  he  might  state  that  its  ob- 
jort  ina  to  prevent  a  person  going  be- 
ttn  a  gnnil  jurj  onil  preferring  nn  iiidict- 
mVnl  Apiost  a  part;  behind  liis  back  and 
iftthiMt  Mitice,  and  then  procuring  a  trsr- 
rant  and  getting  him  arrested  witli  the 
irtsW  onl J  perhaps  of  extorting  money. 
Tb«  nn.'Iii  order  to  meet  this  enl,  pro- 
Tfdad  that  these  charges  should  in  the  first 
itUtXati  be  publicly  inTe8ti;.'aIed  before  a 
iM^hliate,  and  he  confessed  ho  could  not 
•M  hi  aneh  a  prOTision  any  interference 
•Mb  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  sub 
jeM.  lie  therefore  did  not  apprehend 
that  their  Lordships  would  huTo  any  diffi- 
elrt^  hi  giving  their  nsseut  to  the  second 
latfing. 

If othm  offned  to.    Bill  read  2" 

Oommittee  negcAmtd. 

Donse  B4ioumed  at  a  qoartDr  before 

Sis  o'elook,  till  To-morrow, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


n  the  Mot 


ivhich  is 

I   thnt  1 


n  jour 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 

Friday.  Jane  10.  1869. 

Ibauiaa.}  Public  Bills, — I"  Criminal  Juitice, 
MuUUmz  (Asijstant  Judge):  Fishing  Vessels 
■BMing  tha  Norc ;  Galwny  Harbour  and  Port 
Ml(18D3]  Amendment;  AdutteratioD  of  Food, 
~<fee,  mventiOD. 

OPERATIONS  IN  INDIA. 

URtBR    OF  ACKNOWLEDOIIEKT    FROU  UAJOR 

mnRatSlR  EDWAttD  LUOARD,  K.C.U. 

Mk.  speaker  acquainted  the  House, 
that  he  hod  received  from  Major  General 
Sir  Bdward  Lugard,  K.C.B.,  a  Letter  in 
letorn  to  the  Thanks  of  this  House,  com- 
m'nnicated  to  hiu)  in  obedience  to  (heir 
commands  of  the  14th  day  of  April  last. 

Letter  read. 

TBS  ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MA- 
JBSTI'S  SPEECH.— AMENDMENT. 
BRBAIS  BESDUED.     (tHIBD  NIQUT]. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned  Dc- 
Wte  mi  AmeadmeDt  proposed  to  Question 
[rthJane], 


hands,  but  the 

made  to  myself  by  spenkers  during  this 
debate,  and  llie  desire  which,  on  the  whole, 
1  have  to  state  my  grounds  for  the  course 
which  1  shall  feel  it  uiy  duty  to  take,  hove 
induced  me  to  alter  my  former  intention  of 
not  addressing  the  Houfe.  1  am  one  of 
those  who  arc  seldom  mi;[ed  up  in  what  are 
called  party  conflicts,  although  I  quite  agree 
with  the  statement  attributed  I  bolieTe  to 
the  Earl  of  Derby,  that  great  party  di- 
visions are  inseparable  from  a  free  govern- 
ment, and  I  feel  undoubtedly  that  there  are 
great  occasions  when  no  Member  taking 
any  interest  in  political  affairs  can  be  silent, 
but  when  all  are  under  the  absolute  ne- 
cessity of  declaring  themselves  for  oue  side 
or  tlie  other,  it  would  have  been  more 
agreeable  for  me,  I  must  confess,  if  wa 
had  been  called  on  to  discuss  some  legisla- 
tive measure,  and  argue  on  its  merits  ;  it 
would  have  been  more  agreeable  to  me  >E 
1  had  been  called  upon  to  discuss  some 
practical  act  of  the  executive  Gorernmenli 
but  as  the  qoestinn  actually  before  us  is 
the  rival  claims  of  two  great  political  partiea 
iu  this  country  to  political  power,  1  shall 
not  shrink  from  delivering  my  opinion  on 
that  most  important  qucntiun.  I  do  not 
propose  to  iniiiate  the  tone  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Whiiesidc) 
who  last  addressed  us  in  the  debate.  I 
should  be  incapable,  even  if  J  were  so  dis- 
posed, to  give  utterance  to  such  fervid 
declamation  ;  but  I  must  say  that  ho  was 
rather  unfair  to  tliis  side  of  the  House, 
when  on  the  one  hand  he  taunted  us  with 
what  he  vros  pleased  to  call  our  unhappy 
divisiuns  and  dissensions,  and  in  the  nest 
iDomeut  accused  us  of  a  disposition  to  be- 

Addreiibep«sentedtoller!<^ome  again  united.     I  think  it  is  raiiier 

r,  to  eonvej  to  Uer  U^esty  the  Thanks  I  hard  to  please  him,  and  that  he  ought  to 
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be  satisfied  with  the  censure  which  he  casts 
on  otir  difisions  ;  and  if  there  be  a  ten- 
dency—as I  beliere  there  is  —  towards  a 
better   understanding,    he    shonld    rather 
have  made  it  a  matter  of  congratulation 
than  an  additional  canse  for  censure.     The 
diffiouUj  of    our    situation    at   this   mo- 
ment is  not  of  our  own  seeking,  on  the 
contrary,  I  am  of  opinion,   Sir,  thnt  the 
Motion  which  is  now  in  your  hands  has 
been  forced  on  the  House.     It  has  been 
forced  on   us  by  the   course  which   was 
taken  by  the  Executire  Government  during 
the  last  Parliament  in  dissolving  thnt  Par- 
liament on   a  pure  question  of  political 
confidence  in  the  present  advisers  of  the 
Crown.     I   therefore  do  not  feel  as  if  I 
were  an  attacking  party,  but  merely  in  the 
position  of  one  taking  up  a  challenge  which 
bad  been  thrown  down  and  which  cannot 
be  avoided.     Indeed,  the  first  intimation 
that  I  had  that  there  would  be  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Address  was  from  a  circular 
which  I  saw  mentioned  in  the  public  pnpers 
as  being  issued  by  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, and  in  which  they  stoted  their  convic- 
tion that  from  the  course  they  had  taken, 
an  Amendment  on  the  Address  was  an  in- 
evitable result,  and  that  there  wonhl  be  a 
discussion  on  that  issue  on  the  firat  meet- 
ing of  the  new  Parliament.     Now,  I  am 
not  going  to  travel  over  the  ground  which 
was  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Under  Secretory 
for  Foreign  AtFiiir8(Mr.  Seymour  Fitz-Ge- 
rald),  who  made  quotations  from  speeches 
of  mine  delivered  during  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament ;    hut   as   the  subject   has 
been  alluded  to,  I  shall  say  this,  that  I 
have  been  on  various   occasions   opposed 
to  the  foreign    policy  of   the  noble  Lord 
the   Member   for   Tiverton,    that   I  have 
expressed    my    opinion    on    that    foreign 
policy    frequently,    and    in   reference    to 
those  subjects  on  which  I  then  expressed 
my  opinion,  I  have   not  changed  it,  but 
adhere  exactly  to  the  views  which  I  took 
at  the  time  that  I  expressed  them.     I  was 
once  invited  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Shefiield  to  pass  a  very 
strongly  worded  eulogy  on  the  policy  of 
the  nol)Ie  Lord  with  reference  to  Greece, 
but  I  declined,  and  voted  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  in  condemnation  of  the  noble 
Lord*s  policy.     I  seconded  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  then  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  in  reference  to  China,  and  I 
do  not  regret  the  course  which  I  then  took. 
I  believed  at  the  time  I  was  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  sound  policy,  and  my  opin- 
ion has  been  fully  justified  by  subsequent 
events.     With  regard   to  the  Conspiracy 

Mr,  Alilner  Gibson 


Bill,  I  was  aetuatad  by  two  feelin|it«»  one 
to  get  rid  of  the  Bill,  and  the  ether,  to 
express  an  opinion  on  the  liireiimataneea 
under  which  it  had  been  introduced.    The 
views  which  I  then  entertained  were  ae- 
ceptable  to  the  House,  and  the  fall  6f  the 
Ministry  was  an   inevitable  aeeident  on 
carrying  that  Motion;  but  the  sole  objeei 
of  hon.  Members — at  least  the  main  per* 
tion  of  them — in  voting  for  It  was  to  fil 
rid  of  the  Bill,  and  to  save  the  coantiy 
from  what  they  believed  to  be  a  hnintMi- 
tion.     Well,  but  even  supposing  there  he 
something  in   these   allusions  to    former 
opinions,  I  want  to  know  what  relation 
they  have  to  the  subject  before  the  Hooseb 
Whether  any  hon.  Member  was  right  er 
wrong  in  his  views  respecting  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tiverton,  will  not  enable  him  to  come  tea 
decision  as  to  whether  he  should  vote  for 
confidence  or  want  of  confidence  in  a  great 
political  party  at  the  present  time;  for,  r^ 
collect,  we  cannot  separate  political  mem 
from  their  leaders.     We  may  admire  poli- 
tical men,  and  believe  that  they  woahl  do 
good  if  they  could;  but  we  must  look  to 
the  political  party,  which  has  its  agencies 
throughout  the  length  and  brearlth  of  the 
land,  and  pass  an  opinion  whether,  as  a 
whole,  their  rule  is  the  best  for  the  interest 
and  happiness  of  the  country.     'We  are 
told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  the  dissolatioa 
was  a  necessity,  because  he  could  not  canr 
his  measures.      "  True,   our  measures/' 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  *'  were  not 
successful,  and  this  was   not  sarprising, 
when   they   were  brought  forward    in  a 
Parliament  of  which  only  one-third  were 
our  supporters.     I  do  not  think  any  mea- 
sures, however  carefully  matured,  however 
happily  adapted  to  the  circumstances  tiiej 
were  intended  to  meet,  could  have  been 
successful  in  a  Parliament  so  constituted. 
Wo  knew  that  our  measures  could  not  be 
carried,  and  that  was  a  just  reason  for  ap- 
pealing to  the  country."    But  Parliament 
then  dissolved  contained  a  larger  Liberal 
element  than  it  does  at  present.    The  ob- 
ject of  the  dissolution  was  then  to  increase 
the  Conservative  element,  and  how  could 
the  passage  of  Liberal  measures  be  helped 
by  making  the  Parliament  more  Conserta* 
tivo  than  before  ?     I  considered  that  the 
object  of  those  who  advised  the  dissohition 
— I  don't  blame  them  for  it—was,  as  it 
were,  to  cmsh  the  existence  of  the  LibenJ 
party,  inasfar   as   it  was  in  their  pow^ 
to  do  BO.     Well,  such  being  the  object  4>f 
the  dissolution,  how  can  w«  believe.  tliat» 
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MM  Lihar»l8,  we  should  be  justified  before 
the  eavntry  and  our  constituents  in  voting 

SiUoal  eoofidence  in  a  Government  which 
I  thus  acted  ?  I  have  heard  one  or  two 
baa.  Gaotlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
aaj>  they  think  Liberal  measures  would  be 
best  pramoted  by  maintaining  for  some 
time  longer  the  present  Government  in 
paver*  They  believe  conscientiously  that 
aaeh  wonid  be  the  effect  of  maintaining  a 
Goaservativa  Government  in  power,  and  no 
donb^.tbej  have  satisfied  their  consciences 
aa^  ta*  the  course  they  take,  but  I  cannot 
mndaratand  by  what  course  of  reasoning 
they  bring  themselves  to  that  conclusion. 
Theniialha  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(itfr«,LfaldBay).  1  have  heard  a  rumour 
ibailia  is  about  to  vote  confidence,  politi- 
aal  eaaftdence  in  Iler  Majesty's  present 
Oaternnicnt  and  their  followers.  Now,  1 
am  one  of  those  who  were  first  to  congra- 
tnlate  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  on 
bis  return  to  Parliament.  1  congratulated 
bis  on  having  defeated  Mr.  Hudson;  1 
eoDgratnlated  him  because  I  thought  he 
•oaM  be  a  very  useful  Member  of  this 
HoQsev  from  his  great  experience  in  mer- 
cantile affisirs,  and  in  matters  connected 
with  the  shipping  interest.  1  also  con- 
gratulated him  because  1  believed  him  to 
baTC  a  sincere  desire  to  promote  the  cause 
of  Reform  ami  peace.  While  my  hon. 
Friend's  election  was  going  on,  1  read 
the  accoonts  of  it  with  some  interest, 
and  one,  a  paragrnph  in  the  Times,  1 
■hall  take  leave  to  read  to  the  House  : — 

"  Mr.  Lindsay  addressed  <in  immcnso  meeting 
la  Sanderland  on  Monday  night.  The  ToHes  have 
imnewhat  Livish  in  their  expenditure,  and  it 
ibifadly  stated  at  the  meeting  that  Mr.  llud- 
IS  being  supplied  from  the  Carlton  Club.'' 

I  think  that  having  congratulated  my  hon. 
Friend  on  his  return  1  have  a  right  to  be 
carprised  that  having  defeated  Mr.  Hud- 
ton,  he  is  about  to  vote  just  as  Mr.  11  ud- 
aon  would  have  done  had  he  been  elected. 
My  hon.  Friend  will  hardly  think  it  quite 
fair  that  those  who  supported  him  with 
iacb  enthusiasm,  on  questions  in  which  he 
DMj  be  sure  they  take  the  deepest  inte- 
reit,  should  now  see  him  givo  a  vote  at 
Tariance  with  the  principles  on  behalf  of 
wbicb  so  great  a  battle  had  been  fought 
and  won.  I  am  not  going  to  char^rc  the 
Goremment  or  any  party  in  this  House 
with  being  peculiarly  prone  to  corrufition 
—I  am  afraid  that  the  charge  would  not 
apply  particularly  to  any  section,  and  1 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
Cor  Binninghain  (Mr.  Bright)  that  all  par- 


ties have  occasionally  forgotten  themselves 
at  election  time.     But  there  is  one  point 
which  I  think  is  remarkable  in  tho  present 
election,  and  tn  which  I  think  all  friends 
of  freedom  should  direct  their  attention — 
I  mean  the  direct  use  of  the  power  of  the 
Executive  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  by 
inducement  or  intimidation  the  return  of 
certain  Members  to  Parliament.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  alluded  to  several 
cases  of  that  sort,  but  there  was  one  which 
it  seemed  to  me  he  passed  by,  but  to  which 
my  attention  has  been  called  more  than 
once  by  statements  appearing  in  the  news- 
papers, and  by  communications  addressed 
to  myself.     The  case  1  allude  to  ie  that  of 
Berwick,  the  hon.  Member  for  which  bo- 
rough is  in  the  House,  and  he  will  set  me 
right  if  I  am  wrong.    1  make  no  assertion, 
but  1  ask  explanations  respecting  state- 
ments which  ought  to  be  contradicted  or 
explained.     The  case  of  the  Berwick  elec- 
tion is  a  remarkable  one,  and  there  was  a 
great  feeling  respecting  it ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  put  it  aside  on 
the  ground  that  there  was  a  Committee 
of  inquiry  into  the  Berwick  election,  when 
the  whole  subject  would  be  investigated. 
That  would  be  a  complete  excuse  for  pass- 
ing this  particular  case  if  the  matter  in 
hand  was  to  be  examined  by  the  Commit- 
tee ;  but  on  reference  to  tho  Petition  it 
would  be  found  that  the  matter  cannot  be 
inquired  into,  because  it  is  not  amongst 
the  allegations  of  tho  Petition.     But  it  is 
on   public   grounds  that  I  allude  to  the 
question.      Recollect   that  there  may   be 
good  reasons  why  no  persons  in  Berwick 
would  think  it  worth  while  to  inquire  into 
the  use  of  Government  influence,  because 
Government  might  be  going  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  town,  and  therefore  all  par- 
ties in  the  town  might  be  unwilling  to  in- 
terfere.    There  has  been  for  some  time  a 
desire  to  re-establish  in  Berwick  the  bar- 
racks which  had  fallen  into  disuse.    Appli- 
cations had  been  repeatedly  made  to  Lord 
Panmure  and  the  authorities  to  re-esta- 
blish those  barracks  and  to  place  troops 
in  them,  and  those  applications  had  been 
uniformly  refused  on  professional  grounds 
into  which  1  need  not  enter.  I  have  doubts 
whether  even  the  Earl  of  Derby's  Govern- 
ment did  not  refuse,  hut  there  were  parti- 
cular parties  who  were  desirous  of  making 
political  capital  out  of  the  statement  that 
thcv  had  succeeded  with  the  Government, 
and  had  succeeded  iu  obtaining  this  advan- 
tage for  the  town.     In  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished 1  find  this  statement,  which  1  think 
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requires  explnnation.  I  hope  the  bon. 
Member  for  Berwick  irill  be  able  to  con- 
tradict  it.  Mind»  this  publication  came 
oat  three  days  before  the  nomination,  and 
being  a  subject  of  remarkable  interest  to 
the  people  of  Berwick  was  eagerly  read. 

"  We  learn  witli  great  satisfaction  that  the  long 
struggle  to  vindicate  the  claims  of  the  town  as  a 
military  station  has  been  brought  to  a  successful 
issue.  We  deriTo  this  satis&ctory  information 
Irom  a  private  letter  which  we  had  the  privilege 
of  reading,  addressed  from  the  highest  authority 
to  a  gentleman  who  takes  a  deep  interest  In  the 
question,  and  whose  connection  with  Berwick  will 
be  of  great  advantage,  should  they  assume  the 
eharaotor  we  anticipate.  We  have  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  military  authorities,  fortified  by  the 
report  of  their  surveyors,  are  about  to  make  ar- 
rangements for  the  repair  of  the  barracks,  in 
order  that  they  may  be  soon  re-oocupied  by  Her 
lli^jesty's  troopa." 

Now,  Sir,  since  the  election  was  over  there 
has  been  a  rumour  that  the  work  was  not 
going  to  be  done,  but  the  circulation  of 
what  was  called  a  private  letter  from  a 
high  authority  must  have  had  great  influ- 
ence on  the  voters.  There  have  been  many 
cases  of  such  use  of  the  Executive  power 
brought  under  my  notice  and  which  I  could 
mention.     However,  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  by  so  doing,  but  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  did  not  dwell  on  this 
matter,  and  ns  the  right  hon.  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  passed  it  over,  it  ap- 
pears to  mc  to  be  one  of  those  that  should 
be  explained,  for  if  there  is  one  thing  of 
which  Parliament  should  be  especially  jea- 
lous, it  is  the  direct  interference  of  the 
Executive  Government  of  the  day  in  pro- 
curing the  return  of  particular  candidates 
for  boroughs.     I  think  I  should  fail  in  my 
duty  as  an  independent  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment did  I  not  enter  my  protest  against 
the  influence  of  Government  in  elections, 
whether  it  be  Conservative  or  Liberal.     I 
hope  that  the  Minister  for  War  will  tell  us 
in  the  course  of  this  debate  whether  it  is 
his  intention  to  place  a  supplementary  Es- 
timate on  the  Votes  for  the  establishment 
of  the  barracks  at  Berwick.      [General 
Peel:    It  is  not.]     Then  will  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berwick  say  whether  this  is 
true  or  not  ?     It  appears  in  this  paper, 
[•*  Order  !**]— it  appears  here  that  a  letter 
wos  received  in  Berwick  and  publicly  cir- 
culated or  made  known — for  I  find  it  no- 
ticed in  the  public  papers  —  stating  that 
such  a  promise  of  barracks  had  been  made 
three  days  before  the  nomination.     [•*  No, 
no ! "]   If  I  am  wrong,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  have  the  opportunity  of  setting  me 
right.     It  is  quite  obvious  that  I  cannot 
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be  in  a  position  of  making  any  matertiat 
of   my  own  knowledge  relative  to  tbb 
matter;    but  I  do  say  that  when  a  ra> 
spectable    paper,   the    hon.    Greallemaa'i 
own  paper,  The  Berwick  TFarcbr— wkei 
the  editor  of  that  paper  states  that  he  bti 
himself  had  an  opportunity  ef  aeeiBg  a 
letter  from  the  highest  anthority  m  thii 
country    promising    that    such    barrasb 
shall  be  given  to  the  people  of  Benriet 
it  is  important,  for  the  justiflcation  of  tke 
Executive  Government,  that  that  ehargeil 
the  Berwick  editor  should  be  contrai&td 
or  explained.     An   hon.   Friend  of  miai 
seems  to  suspect  that  independent  Memben, 
situated  as  I  am,  might,  in  reference  to  tin 
Motion,  be  drawn  into  some  purely  party 
division  which  they  might  not  be  able  alte^ 
gcther  to  defend.     I  will  endeavour  to  da- 
fend,  so  far  as  appears  to  my  jodgoMil 
reasonable,  the  course  which  1  shall  tab 
in  voting  for  this  Amendment.     When  tie 
Earl  of  Derby  first  came  into  power,  ii 
1 852,  he  stated  that  one  of  the  missiom  of 
his  Government  was  **  to  stem  the  tide  of 
democracy."     Subsequently,  the  Govern- 
ment  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  annonnoed  an 
intention   of  entertaining  the  queation  of 
Parliamentary  Reform,  and  they  went  the 
length  of  submitting  a  Bill  to  the  Houoe 
which  the  House  pronounced  to  be  not  a 
measure  calculated  to  promote  a  freer  and 
broader  representation  of  the  people,  bat 
rather  to   be  of  a  retrograde  oharaoter. 
Amongst  others,   I  was  of  that  opinion, 
and  it  oppeared  to  me  but  natural,  aeefaig 
that  it  was  the  professed  creed  of  the  great 
Conservative  party  to  do  all  they  eoald  ti 
arrest  and  stay  the  popular  desire  for  B^^ 
form,  that  if  they  did  bring  in  a  Befbra 
Bill,  it  would  be,  to  use  the  worda  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  of  so  "  mitigated  and 
moderate  a  character,"  that  it  would  OOD^ 
fer  no  power  upon  those  classes  that  it  was 
the  wish  of  the  Reformers  to  enfranehiii 
and  to  give  political  power  to.     Therefore 
I  thought  the  Bill  of  the  Government  was 
consistent,  to  a  great  extent,  with  the  pit- 
fessed  creed  of  the  general  Oonserfattfi 
party.    But  it  was  introduced  no  douht  with 
different  professions  by  the  leader  of  tUo 
House,  and  even  now  the  right  hon.  Geo^ 
tieman  assures  us  that  if  we,  the  Reformei«t 
will  only  trust  him  once  more,  and  will 
allow  the  question  of  Reform  to  remain  ii 
his  hands  without  suspicion,  he  will  trf 
again  and  really  introduce  a  liberal,  a  eom^ 
prehcnsive,  and  a  conclusive  meaanrt  of 
Reform.     I  must  say  that  I  believe  I  haves 
very  fair  share  of  credulity.    I  am  iwd|y4i 
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hAvrnkM  easiljand  as  much  as  most  man,  i  fact  is  that  the  right  bon.  Gentlemaa  and 
bat  I  am  rather  afraid  that  my  ezpccta-  i  his  Friends  oppo»ite  can  onljdeal  with  the 


tions  would  be  disappointed  were  I  to  sup- 
p«nthaft  the  party  opposite,  whose  views 
Mint  necesaarily  influence  the  right  hon. 
Ckntieman,  would  allow  him,  even  if  he 
djeaured  to  do  to,  to  bring  in  and  to  pass  a 
iibaral*  a  aomprehensive,  and  a  conclusive. 
neaavra  of  Reform.  I  have  the  honour  of 
Wn^fticonstitnent  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
iml*tv  aad'!  find  that  that  hon.  and  learned 
tSeatWiMn  told  the  electors  of  East  Suffolk 
vbtbttJnhaleotion,  something  very  different 
teivliU  idie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
womM  ^had  U8  to  expect.  The  hon.  and 
lam uiid GeDtleman  in  some  degree  reiterated 
tfasatatenenta  of  the  Earl  of  Derby— that 
•  OoBwrvatiYe  Government  was  necessary 
Sm  the  purpose  of  arresting  the  progress  of 
dBBQoracjt  which  democracy  is  now  repre- 
aCBtei  by  an  alleged  combination  between 
the  noble  lord  the  Member  for  London 
and  ny  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  £ir- 
singhani.  Now,  what  did  the  hon.  and 
iMmed  Gentleman  say  to  the  electors  of 
Bast  Suffolk,  of  whom  I  am  one,  with  a 
Tiev  to  inflaenoe  me  in  my  support  ?  In 
Ua  apeeoh  to  the  electors  at  Ipswich,  on 
the  26th  of  April,  he  said  that  he  felt  con- 
naeed  that  notwithstanding  the  lapse  of 
twenty-seven  years  since  the  passing  of  the 
fiaform  Bill  a  further  Reform  in  the  repre- 
■eetation  of  the  people  was  not  really  and 
tralj  called  for,  either  by  the  public  voice 
or  the  public  opinion  of  the  country.  Well, 
iheut  if  be  it  not  be  called  for  by  the  public 
voiee  or  by  the  public  opinion  of  the  coun- 
try«  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
he  justified  in  attempting  to  pass  a  liberal, 


question  in  the  spirit  we  want  it  dealt  with, 
by  a  deliberate  betrayal  of  the  promises 
they  have  made  to  the  great  bulk  of  the 
electors  who  supported  Uiem  at  the  late 
election.  Upon  the  ground,  therefore,  of 
Parliamentary  Reform,  I  cannot  vote  con- 
fidence in  Her  Majesty's  present  Admi- 
nistration. How  can  I  vote  confidence  in 
them  on  the  question  of  religious  equality 
and  freedom  of  conscience  ?  What  did  we 
witness  in  the  last  Parliament  ?  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  brought  forward  a  Motion 
for  altering  the  Roman  Catholic  Oath  in 
conformity  with  the  religions  convictions  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  country,  and 
who  was  the  violent  opponent  of  that  Mo- 
tion ?  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
That  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  led 
the  van,  and  I  say  that,  notwithstanding  all 
that  bos  been  said  about  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics having  a  desire  at  this  moment  to 
support  the  Administration,  that  on  reflec- 
tion they  will  see  that  the  liberty  of  reli- 
gion to  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects 
is  more  likely  to  be  effectually  promoted 
by  the  Liberal  party,  who  bad  uniformly 
and  consistently  advocated  religious  free- 
dom, than  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  And  I  would  further  recommend 
Irish  Gentlemen,  that  if  they  believe  that 
there  is  this  sudden  desire  to  do  justice  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  come  over  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  to  lose  no  time  in  going 
up  with  a  deputation  to  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  and  ascertaining  from  him 
whether  he  still  retains  the  opinions  he 
professed  in   the    last    Parliament,  or  is 


%  MMprehensive,  and  conclusive  measure '.  willing  to  make  those  alterations  in  the 
ef  Befotm,  even  if  he  were  willing  to  do  j  Oaths  which  their  concieoces  require.  For 
•0.  I  do  not  think  it  reasonable  to  expect '  myself,  I  am  very  much  afraid  that  when 
mkj  real  and  satisfactory  measure  of  Re- 1  this  division  is  over,  the  Roman  Catholic 
ienn  from  that  party  whose  professed  creed  '  Members  will  find  but  little  encouragement 
fsr  jears  had  been  hostile  to  Reform  ;  and  from  Her  Majesty's  Government — though 
I  OMinot  but  demur  to  the  idea  that  we  on  I  would  not  say  so  much  if  they  had  taken 
this  side  of  the  House  are  to  be  induced  to  |  the  opportunity  of  an  earlier  application  ; 
take  the  formidable  step  of  voting  against  i  but  although  hopes  might  have  been  held 
ihe  great  body  of  our  co-operators  as  a  I  out  and  expectations  encouraged,  I  think 
pelitioal  party  upon  the  vague  assertion  of  |  it  is  impossible  from  the  political  connection 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  at  some  |  over  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land 
time  or  other  he  will  be  willing  to  under- 1  which  supports  the  present  Administration 
take  to  introduce  and  to  pass  this  liberal,  — I  think  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  do 
eeoiprehensive,    and  conclusive  measure.  •  full  justice  to  the  consciences  of  our  Ro- 


To  come  to  me  as  one  who  desires  Reform, 
and  ask  me  to  vote  confidence  in  you  as  Re- 
formers, because  you  tell  me  that  at  some 
future  time  you  will  bring  in  a  liberal  mea- 
sure of  Reform,  is  trifling  with  the  founda- 
tiotta  of:  our  Parliamentary  system.     The 


man  Catholic  fellow  subjects.  They  have 
always  been  the  first  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  no-popery  cry.  We  know  by  expe- 
rience in  this  House — for  we  have  listened 
to  the  painful  attacks  which  have  from 
time  to  time  been  directed  against  the  con- 
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▼ietions  of  Roman  Catholics,  and  which 
hafe  been  sjmpathized  with  bj  the  p;reat 
body  of  the  Conservative  party — wlidt  we 
have  to  expect  from  that  party  in  the  ilirec- 
tion  of  religious  liberty.  These  are  I'arlia- 
mentary  grounds,  as  it  appears  to  n^e,  for 
voting  for  the  Amendment.  We  must  view 
these  things  in  a  Parliamentary  anrl  con- 
stitutional sense.  We  must  get  rid  of  mere 
personal  feeling  on  a  great  occasion  like 
this  ;  when  the  Crown  has  called  upon  the 
parties  in  this  estate  to  declare  their  poli- 
tical predilections,  their  political  obliga- 
tions, and  their  political  allegiance,  per- 
sonal feeling  must  be  put  aside  ;  and  every 
man  ought,  if  he  does  justice  to  himself 
and  to  his  political  friends  in  the  country, 
to  record  his  vote  in  favour  of  that  political 
party  to  which  he  is  prepared  to  give  his 
allegiance,  and  with  whom  his  political  con- 
victions sympathize.  Now,  with  regard  to 
another  important  question — the  question 
of  neutrality.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
are  disposed  to  charge  the  Government 
with  a  direct  desire  to  support  by  patent 
acta  either  side  in  the  war  now  going  on  in 
Italy  ;  but  I  hold  the  opinion  which  is 
universally  entertained,  I  believe,  through- 
oat  Europe,  that  the  Government  of  this 
country  at  this  moment  have  at  least 
Austrian  sympathies.  It  may  be  said  that 
there  is  not  much  in  mere  sympathy,  but  I 
am  not  quite  sure,  when  Ministers  of  State 
rise  in  their  places  in  parliament  to  express 
opinions  bearing  upon  the  alleged  rights 
and  feelings  of  any  one  of  the  belligerents, 
I  am  not  quite  sure  whether  sympathies  so 
expressed  can  be  promulgated  without,  to 
a  certain  extent,  involving  this  country  — 
I  will  not  say  hostilely — but  by  creating  a 
feeling  that  it  is  more  favourable  to  the  one 
side  than  to  the  other*  The  Earl  of  Derby 
some  time  ago  said  in  *'  another  place  '* 
that  the  grievances  of  the  Italian  subjects 
of  Austria  were  mere  sentimental  griev- 
ances, and  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury,  in  the 
other  place,  laid  great  stress  on  the  treaties 
of  Vienna,  and  stated  that  tho^e  treaties 
had  been  signed  by  the  Sovereign,  or  the 
representatives  of  the  Sovereign  in  former 
times,  and  that  the  Government  of  this 
country  would  therefore  be  bound  to  up- 
hold and  maintain  them.  That  speech  of 
the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  was  followed  by 
another  speech  of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  in 
which  he  hinted  that  perhaps  this  war  was 
not  conducted  or  undertaken  with  a  desire 
to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  Italian 
subjects  of  Austria,  but  that  there  were 
ambitious  views  behind.     Is  it  the  business 
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of  the  chief  of  the  Executive  of  this 
country  to  be  uttering  opioiona  in  Parliii- 
ment  which  shall  be  offensire  at  least  to 
one  side  that  is  engaged  in  this  war? 
There  may  be  nothing  in  what  I  aej.  but 
it  does  appear  to  me  that  there  has  been 
in  this  country  something  which  rather 
brings  into  question  the  idea  that  there  ii 
that  honest  neutrality  —  that  neutrality 
which  will  not  make  an  enemy  on  cMar 
side — carried  on,  not  only  by  the  acta  bat 
by  the  counsel  given  to  foreign  natiom  b| 
Her  Mojesty^s  Government.  I  hold  that 
the  French  alliance — I  do  not  say  trealj 
alliances — but  I  hold  that  friendly  relatiooa 
and  a  good  understanding  with  France  are 
of  all  things  most  important  to  the  happi- 
ness and  welfare  of  this  country.  I  there* 
fore  am  one  of  those  who  regret  to 
a  display  at  this  time  of  alarm  and 
picion  without  a  single  fact  on  which  yea 
can  put  your  finger  in  justification  of  soeh 
alarm  ;  and  I  do  also  deeply  regret  the 
custom  that. has  prevailed  of  latoof  patting 
an  unfavourable  construction  on  everything 
that  is  undertaken  in  reference  to  those 
affairs  by  the  French  Government,  rather 
than  waiting  for  the  current  eventa  and 
taking  the  Emperor  of  the  French  at  hii 
word  until  he  deceives  you,  but  not  enter- 
ing into  adverse  speculation,  which  eanaet 
but  make  friendly  relations  with  Franoe 
impossible  to  observe.  I  think  hon.  G^tle* 
men  on  both  sides  must  agree  to  thia 
doctrine.  I  am  not,  to  use  tlie  worda  of 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  a  person  to  pot 
any  romantic  confidence  in  any  foreign 
Power ;  but  I  am  averse  to  the  habit  of 
incessantly  finding  out  imaginary  dang^V 
by  putting  unfavourable  construetiena  oa 
the  acts  of  the  French  Government  with- 
out  the  slightest  justification.  For  myself^ 
I  shall  undoubtedly  await  for  the  prodoe* 
tion  of  the  papers  that  have  been  promised 
before  I  undertake  to  pronounce  any  opiuioa 
as  to  whether  the  Government  are  honeetly 
neutral  in  this  war  or  not.  But  when  we 
are  promised  papers  from  the  Foreiga 
Office,  I  have  had  sufficient  experieoee  to 
tell  you  that  we  ought  not  alwaya  to  be 
guided  in  our  conclusions  by  such  doei^ 
ments.  An  honourable  friend  of  minewaa 
invited  to  enter  into  some  rather  awkward 
negotiations  in  a  borough  a  little  before  the 
last  election,  but  ho  said,  *'  If  thia  aheaM 
come  out,  what  will  people  say  V*  The 
reply  was — **  Oh,  never  mind,  1  will  wrila 
you  a  letter  that  you  can  show,  which  ^ifiH 
make  it  all  right.''  [**Name,  name."]  I  am 
not  making  a  charge  against  any  tnaand 
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therefore  I  mm  not  bound  to  mention  the 
name.     I  am  afraid  that  when  reviewing 
oar  foreign   diplomacy  we  must   not,  in 
formmg  an  opinion  of  the  views  of  the  Go- 
Tomment,  be  content  to  be  guided  alto- 
getlier  bj  the  information  that  is  to  bo  ob- 
tained from  diplomatic  documents   which 
Minieters  ef  State  may  think  fit  to  lay  be- 
fore tf  popular  assembly  like  the  House  of 
Oothmona.     I  should  of  course  be  depart- 
ing from  what  I  believed  to  be  the  wish  of 
the  Hettte  if  I  were  to  travel  over  the 
ffnHrod  that  has  been  trodden  over  by  the 
Qevemment  daring  these  negotiations  witli 
VraiRse»  Aestria,  and    Sardinia.      I  will 
await  the  prodnction  of  the  papers,  and 
dchoagh  I  am  not   without  some   slight 
ehiml^  jet,  As  we  have  the  solemn  assurance 
of  the  Qbfemment  that  they  desire  to  be 
neotml  in  the  war,  I  will  let  the  matter 
reet  there  for  the  present,  and  I  Impe  we 
■twU  be  able  to  devote  our  attention  to  do- 
mettie  fegislation — the  reform  of  our  social 
qfitem  and  the  various  improvements  that 
ere  pressing  on  our  consideration,  and  that 
we  may  not  by  some  unfortunate  interven- 
tSoB  have  the  whole  attention  of  the  coun- 
try  directed  once  more  to  the  most  un- 
fettunate  thing  that  could  happen — a  con- 
thkental  war,  in  which  we  were  ourselves 
en|v«ged.     The  only  question  now  before 
US  is  whether  the  present  Government  have 
obtained  the  result  for  which  Parliament 
WM  dissolved.  We  are  not  called  upon  now 
to  go  back  to  the  discussions  that  may  have 
prereiled  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  but 
■re  aimply  called  upon  to  ascertain  by  a 
URberate  vote  whether  the  result  which 
theBarl  of  Derby  desired  to  occomplish, 
sad  fir  which  he  dissolved  Parliament,  has 
been  obtained — whether  he  has  secured  by 
the  dissolution   that  majority  of  political 
partisans  that  will  enable  him  to  carry  on 
the  Government  in  a  manner  creditable  to 
hhaself — that  will  give   England    dignity 
and  power  in  her  relations  with  foreign 
eonntries,  and  at  the  same  time  be  satis- 
Ihetorj  to  the  great  body  of  the  people  of 
this  land  ?     I  do  not  believe,  as  has  been 
stated,  that  the  division  on  the  noble  Lord's 
(Lord   J.  Russeirs)  Motion  has  had  the 
effect  of  weakening  tho  hands  of  the  go- 
vernment and  depriving  them  of  tho  power 
ef  negotiating  successfully  to  prevent  the 
war  that  has  broken  out.      It  was  well 
known  on  the  Contiuent  long  before  that 
division  took  place  that  tho  Government  of 
this  country,  as  had  been  repeatedly  an- 
nonnoed  bj  the  Earl  of  Derby  himself,  wns 
in  e  greet  minority  in  this  House.     There- 


fore it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that  the  war 
between   France,    Sardinia,   and   Austria 
was  precipitated  by  the  division  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord.  But  an  hon.  Friend 
of  mine,  the  Member  for  Portsmouth,  a 
gentleman  of  great  authority  on  the  other 
side,  and  who  seconded  the  Address  (Sir 
J.  Elphinstone),  what  did  ho  tell  his  con- 
stituents in  his  speech  at  the  nomination  ? 
He  said  those  who  had  voted  for  the  noble 
Lord's  Resolution  were  answerable  for  the 
present  state  of  Europe,  and  ho  believed 
that  had   the  Government  been   able  to 
maintain  a  firm  position  in  the  eyes  of  the 
European  powers  we  should  not  have  seen 
the  torch  of  war  lighted  on  the  Ticino. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  must  have  but  a  very 
poor  opinion  of  his  constituency  in  point  of 
intellect  if  he  thought  they  would  believe 
such  statements  as  this.     I  do  not  make  it 
a  chorge  against  the  Government  that  they 
did  not  prevent  the  war.     I  always  expect- 
ed such  neo:otiations  would  be  ineffectual 
after  the  conference  of  Paris.     When  I  re- 
collect what  took  place  there  upon  the  pro- 
posal for  settling  the  Italian  question,  and 
tli<*  remarks  that  fell  from  the  lips  of  Count 
Wcilewski  on  the  part  of  France,  and  Count 
Cavour  on  tho  part  of  Sardinia,  I  always 
fc/t  that  there  was  great  danger  of  war 
breaking  out  upon  this  Italian  question, 
for  I  believe  that  it  was  not  possible  that 
Austria  would,  without  war,  make  the  con- 
cessions demanded  of  her.     Therefore  I  do 
not  charge  tho  Government  with  any  feeble- 
ness or  fault  in  not  having  by  their  nego- 
tiations prevented  the  war.      And  I  am 
sorry  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth   should    have   made   me   and 
others   who   voted  for   the   noble    Lord's 
(Lord  John  Russell's)  Motion  answerable 
for  the  war  as  he  did  in  the  speech  I  have 
referred  to.     The  war  arose  from,  I  may 
almost  say,  the  necessities  of  the  position 
from  the  unfortunate  state  in  which  the 
Italian  subjects  of  Austria  were  left.     It 
must  have  been  obvious  to  every  man  for 
some  time  past  that  the  system  of  govern- 
ment that  was  corried  on  by  Austria  in  her 
Itolian  dominions  could  have  but  one  of 
two  ends — war  or  revolution.     I  will  not 
stop  to  dwell  upon  the  curious  insinuations 
I  and  inueudoes  in  which  hon.  Members  on 
tho  other  side   have   indulged  about  un- 
worthy coalitions  and  "reconciled  sections." 
I  am  now  speaking  my  own  opinions  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament.     I  have  upon  all 
occasions  pursued  an  independent  course  ; 
I  may  have  committed  errors  of  judgment; 
I  speak  not  in  any  feeling  of  personal  hos- 
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tiUty  CO  the  parU  opposite,  or  to  the  Go-  The  editor  of  this  ptper  was  an  adftnec 
Yerament — I  merelj  speak  those  i-eati-  Liheral.  as  thoroughly  eiirnest  as  bis  rijl 
menu  which,  I  believe.  I  am  bound  to  ex-   hon.  Friend,  an  J  be  continued — 

press  as  one  who  ia  anxious  to  promo:e  the       ^  _  .     ,.,,,.      .  ,.      ^.  ^ ...  ._, 

'^  f  -I      i>  r  -i.    .         I  T  1    r^  «        "  It  15  plainly  this,  whether  the  present  Minw 

oaase  of  tiie  Reform  party  ;  and  I  L-.heve  ^^  ^^  be  removed  from  office  without  any  defto 
that  tl^at  cause  will  be  best  promot  ^d  by  ^  accusation  or  any  sufficient  guarantee  that  th 
Mying  that  we  have  do  confidence  in  II cr  soccetsors  will  introduce  and  maintain  a  polj 
Majeaty's  present  Administration  :  and  more  conducive  to  the  interests  of  the  cosat 
that  being  my  opinion,  I  shall,  without  '^'^°  auctions  claimed  prominent  attention- 
I  •  1        X  ..         1        lorm  and  pe.icc.     It  is  soon  to  be  seen  whet] 

r«lactonce.  give  my  hearty  support  to  the  ;  ^^^  Derby  Administration  have  proBted  by  tli 

Amendment.  ■  knowledge  of  a  thorough  determination  on  the  p 

U&.  LIXDSAY  said,  that  as  the  right    of  the  people  to  have  a  real  and  eobstantial  a 

boo.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  !  f"™5>^Rffonn.»"d  if  ao,  whether  they  wiUlg 

^  reference  to  him  (Mr.  Li„d.«j).  and  ,  1^ ceAi^eTrha'rthroSS; J^ 
the  course  he  was  about  to  take  on  the  :  showing  whether  such  a  change  has  taken  fh 
present  occasion,  perhaps  the  House  would  i  A  factious  Amendment  on  the  Address  ahoidli 
allow  him  to  state  the  reasons  which  in-  ;  be  countenanced  by  independent  Liberals,  it 
doced  him  as  an  earnest  and  advanced  Re-  I  the  great  question  of  peace,  if  Mioi^n  pMi 
M  X     T»   r  i_  •      •   I  .    their  acts  that  they  are  sincere  in  their  dasn 

former-aa  earnest  a  Reformer  as  his  right  i  ^^^^  ^^  „.^i„^^i„  ^\^^^^^  neutmlitj,  it  widlb 

boo.  Fnend — to  take  the  course  winch  he  ;  most  injudicious  at  this  time  to  compel  a 
felt  it  his  duty  to  take.  Uo  had  always  '  in  tho  Administration.  For  these  reai 
voted  in  favour  of  Reform— he  had  always  \  ha^e  "<>  do"!*'  ^^^  *  I****  number  of 

voted  for  progress  and  for  liberty,  both  ciiil' ^"i^";^*^^^'^*"'  Uberals  will  act  in  ace 

J       ,.    "    ®        1   •    ij-         1  ^>th  the  views  represented  by  one  of  oar « 

and  religious,  and  holding  those  opinions  :  representatives,  Mr.  Lindsay,   in   the  ftlhnri 
he  conacicDtiously  believed  that  by  the  vote  i  conununicatioo." 
be  was  about  to  give  he  should  best  per- 1 

form  his  duty  to  the  Liberal  constituencv  !  Then  came  the  extract  froofi  the  commn] 
by  which  he  had  been  returned.  That  was  i  nation  to  which  he  had  referred,  and  t 
hia  conscientious  belief,  and  he  was  sure :  "^^^^  ^'^"^h  he  wrote,  without  having  m 
boa.  Gentlemen  would  respect  his  motive  :  '^^ea  that  they  would  find  their  way  to  i 
when  be  said  that  it  was  a  high  sense  of ',  V^^f^  5  ^»*  ^f  ^^^  not  at  aU  aahamad 
duty  as  a  Reformer  that  induced  him  to  \  ^^^^^  having  done  so— 

vote  affainst  the  Amendment  to  the  Ad-  i     „ «,-        i       u         i.       j      j      r 

J  Tj-      •   1  i  L        T?  •      1         1  I         This  century  has  not  produced  a  worsoC 

dress.  His  ni;ht  hon.  Friend  read  a  para-  i  yemment  than  that  which  we  destrt^yed  oa  t 
graph  from  The  Times  of  a  great  meeting  |  Conspiracy  Bill,  and  I  believe  there  are  a  I 
which  he  (Mr.  Lindsay)  addressed,  in  which  j  stern,  honest,  men  in  tho  House  of  Oobdn 
bis  *•  triumphant  return"  to  that  House  was  '•  ^'*»o  ^^"«  »<>  interest  but  those  of  theUr  soaal 
referred  to  m  a  Reformer,  and  then  asked   ^'  *^""^'  ^'^'^^  '^^^  ^^"  "*"*  ^  ^«  «*™*'« 


what  would  his  Liberal  constituents  think 


attempt  to  reinstate  the  Whig  party  in  povi 
If  the  present  Government  on  the  opening  of  A 


of  the  vote  he  was  now  about  to  give  ?  ILiment  say  that  they  are  prepared  to  advu 
Now,  it  so  happened  that  in  some  cor-  i  ^i'h  tl^e  growing  intelligence  of  the  people^  m 
respondence  he  had  written  to  a  political  '}!^'  they  will  introduce  a  Reform  BiU  which; 
r  •      1     1        11      ^   .  1  ^  •       '^  <>  distranchisc  a  number  of  the  smaller  boroofl 

friend  abroad  about  the  question  ot  neu-  ;  .^^j  ^^^^  ^^  ^^0  others  a  considerable  esteS 

traliiy,  and  how  U  affected  British  ships—  of  the  franchise,  and  that,  further,  thoj  will  tH 
he  referred  to  the  state  of  political  par- ■  all  the  necessary  steps  to  maintain  an  boneit  a 
ties  in  this  country,  and  in  the  paragraph .  V^  I'onourablo  neutrality,  while  prepared  ta  i 

in  The  Times  some  remarks  that  ho  had  =  ^"^  \^^\"\^7^V/ ^^^^^^^ 

...  <•  xi    .  1  ^"^y  "ecd  have  no  reason  to  dread  any  bflid 

made  in  the  course  of  that  correspondence  j  conflict  with  the  old  Whig  party,  and  all  tbsfti 
appeared.     Some  extracts  from  his  letter  |  tliat  party  can  bring  to  bear  against  theaL*  ' 
to  bis  friend  abroad  found  their  way  to  i 
the  press,  had  gone  down  to  Sunderland,  I  These   were    the   views   expreaaed   by 

which  be  represented,  and  appeared  in  a 


newspaper  there.  He  had  those  extracts 
in  his  box,  and  it  might  be  interesting  to 
the  House  if  he  read  the  views  of  the 


leading  Liberal  of  the  north  of  Eng^ 
they  were  also  his  views.  The  ban.  MjppiV 
for  Birmingham  was  not  more  eaiM 
for  Reform  than  he  was.     The  right:  ba 


leading  Liberal  paper  upon  the  subject  of!  ^^^ember  sneered  ;  he  seemed  ta  thpnk 
this  Amendment.   The  editor  of  this  paper  i  inipossible  to  get  a  substantial  .apd  9$6 
said —  I  factory  Reform  Bill  passed  bj  tbe  pem 

"  The  matter  before  the  country  now  is  not  ono   Government.     But  what  party .wa^Hlf  «& 
of  an  abstract  character."  passed  all  the  great  meaaHl)if^  ^99/0 
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of  wluob  w«.  were  m  proud  ?  It  was  the 
Dake  of  We11in|irton'B  GoTornment  that 
passed  Catholie  Eraancipation ;  it  was  the 
GoTernment  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  that 
rtpealed  the  Corn  Laws,  and  it  was  the 
Barl  of  Derbj'a  Ooveniment  that  admitted 
tbo  Jews  to  Parliament.  In  the  hands  of 
the  aoUo  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  the  Jew  Bill  was  tossed 
dwal  like  a  shuttlecock,  that  House  being 
for  twentj-five  years  the  one  battledore, 
and  the  House  of  Lords  the  other.  What 
TfNitoii  liftd  he  to  suppose  that  any  Reform 
Bin  brought  in  by  the  noble  Lord  would 
ikH  undeigb  a  somewhat  similar  process 
perhaps  for  twenty  years  to  come  ?  The 
prMent  Government  had  in  Her  Majesty's 
o^eoeli  pledged  themselves  to  a  substantial 
measure  of  reform — to  *'  a  measure  of  re- 
torn  which  Her  Majesty  trusts  will  be  sa- 
tiafeotory  to  the  country.*'  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  pledged  himself  on  the 
pari  of  the  Government  that  he  would  even 
this  Session,  should  the  House  demand  it, 
introduce  a  Reform  Bill  which  would  dis- 
franchise mony  of  the  small  boroughs,  and 
give  a  considerable  extension  of  the  fran- 
ebiso.  That,  he  believed,  was  all  they 
wanted  on  that  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  just  then.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  said,  ho  did  not  know  when 
the  present  Government  would  give  them  a 
Befomo  Bill,  but  if  the  Whigs  came  into 
oflice  they  would  introduce  one  this  year. 
Bat,  did  the  Whigs  really  mean  that  a 
Bafbrm  Bill  could  bo  passed  this  year.  Did 
ikoy  mean  to  sny  even  that  that  House  do- 
sired  to  see  a  Reform  Bill  pass  this  year  ? 
Did  hoD.Gentlemen  desire  to  go  back  to  their 
eoMCitaents  instead  of  going  to  the  grousc- 
aliooCiog  ?  They  knew  that  if  a  Whig  Go- 
Temment  were  in  ofHco  to-morrow  they 
would  not  oven  attempt  to  pass  a  Reform 
Bin  this  year;  and  therefore  the  House  had 
reason  to  expect  a  Reform  Bill  as  early 
from  the  present  Government  as  from  any 
ibat  might  succeed  it.  Besides,  he  knew 
that  the  present  Government  would  be  able 
to  pass  their  Ueform  Bill  through  the  other 
House — a  thing  which  the  Whi<:;s  could  not 
do^-and  that  was  a  great  conf^ideration 
with  him.  Before  they  destroyed  the  Go- 
Temment  they  ought  to  consider  whether 
a  better  and  stronger  one  was  likely  to 
succeed  it.  That  was  a  great  considern- 
tion  with  him,  ns  nn  earnest  Reformer  and 
wisliing  to  settle  the  question  for  the  well- 
being  of  the  people  and  the  constitution 
also.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
iii%is  reocDft  speech,  referred  to  the  opin- 


ions held  by  a  noble  Lord,  who  in  the  event 
of  a  change  of  government  might  be  sent 
for  by  Her  Majesty,  or  who  in  any  Govern* 
ment  that  might  be  formed  would  hold  a 
distinguished  placo  In  the  cabinet.      His 
hon.  Friend  said,  that  "  he  was  not  about 
to  defend  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Viscount  Palmerston),  or  to  retract  one 
sentence  which  he  had  over  uttered  with 
regard  to  him.     He  (Mr.  Lindsay)  did  not 
know  whether  his  hon.  Friend  wonld  be  a 
Member  of  any  Government  which  might 
be  formed  ;  he  believed  that  he  wished  to 
retain   the  independent   position   he  had 
hitherto   occupied,   but    he    believed   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat  next   his 
hon.  Friend,  and  who  held  the  same  opin- 
ions, was  likely  to  be  honoured  with  a  scat 
in  the  coalition  Cabinet.     Let  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen consider  whether  a  cabinet  so  con- 
stituted was  likely  to  he  stronger  than  the 
present.     Ho  need  not  go  back  to  all  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  said  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  at  different  times; 
he  would  only  go  back  to  last  Session  to 
show  what  were  the  views  which  his  hon. 
Friend  held  with  regard  to  the  noble  Lord, 
and  as  his  views  were  exactly  the  same  as 
those  of   the  right   hon.  Gentleman   the 
Member  for  Asliton,  ho  would  then  simply 
ask,  how  could  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  noble  Lord  work  well  together  in 
the  same  Cabinet?     His  hon.  Friend  said, 
that  he  expected  that   ho   should  obtain 
more  reform  and  was  moro  likely  to  secure 
peace  from  the  new  Government  than  from 
timt  now  in  office,  and  yet  only  last  Session 
ho  said,  •*  When  the  noble  Lord  came  into 
office  he  was  paraded  as  a  great  Reformer." 
He  was  so  paraded  now — but,  continued  his 
hon.  Friend,  **  when  ho  left  office,  he  left 
nothing  but  confusion  abroad,  and  at  home 
nothing  had  been  done."     Did  his  hon. 
Friend  suppose  that  more  would  be  done 
now  than  then  ^     Did  he  suppose  that  one 
who  had  occupied  the  distinguished  position 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton, 
and  had  arrived  at  his  age,  was  likely  to 
change  his  views  now  ?     It  was  curious 
enough  that  his  hon.  Friend,  in  the  same 
speech,  also  referred  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  who  was 
likewise  expected  to  hold  a  high  position 
in  the  now  Cabinet,  should  circumstances 
render  it  necessary  to  form  one.     "The 
noble  Lord  the  Xiembcr  for  the  City  of 
London,  too,'*  said  his  hon.  Friend,  *•  had 
been  Prime  Minister,  and  the  leader  of  the 
great  Whig  party,  with  which,  somehow 
or  other,  those  who  were  called  Radicals 
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had  dovetailed  '*— that  was  what  they  were 
doing  now — "  but  the  spoils  of  the  warfare, 
if  such  an  irreverent  word  could  bo  per- 
mitted, hod  always  fallen  to  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  immediate  friends."  What  reason 
had  his  hon.  Friend  to  suppose  that  those 
spoils  would  not  fall  to  him  again,  as  they 
had  done  before  ?  On  the  subject  of  our 
foreign  relations,  it  was  necessary  that  he 
should  remind  his  hon.  Friend  that  the 
uoble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  had 
not  been  so  great  a  peacemaker  as  he  sup- 
posed he  was.  At  the  meeting  at  Willis's 
Kooms  the  other  day,  his  hon.  Friend 
having  expressed  somo  doubts  as  to  the 
noble  Lord's  foreign  policy,  he  (Mr.  Lind- 
say), to  his  utter  amazement,  heard  the 
noble  Lord  say,  that  even  with  regard  to 
tbe  question  of  peace  he  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham. [Mr.  Bright  :  On  this  particular 
question  of  peace.]  His  hon.  Friend 
DOW  said  that  they  agreed  on  this  ques- 
Uon  of  peace.  If  so,  the  noble  Lord 
must  very  suddenly  have  changed  his 
views.  Looking  back  for  many  years,  it 
would  be  found  that  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  led  us  into  war  he  had  at  least  not  kept 
us  at  peace.  He  (Mr.  Lindsay)  remembered 
a  British  fleet  being  sent,  at  the  instance  of 
the  noble  Lord,  into  the  waters  of  Greece 
to  settle  a  trumpery  debt  of  £150.  He 
remembered,  too,  the  declaration  of  war 
against  China,  and  when  an  English  fleet 
poured  shot  and  shell  into  the  habitations 
of  an  innocent  people  in  order  to  resent  a 
fancied  injury  said  to  have  been  committed 
on  a  miserable  lurcha.  But  what  became 
of  the  honour  of  the  British  flag  when  the 
memorable  despatch  of  Count  Walewski 
was  allowed  to  remain  unanswered.  Who 
took  so  conspicuous  a  part  in  resenting  that 
insulting  despatch  as  his  (Mr,  Lindsay's) 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ashton, 
who  was  probably  to  bo  a  member  of  the 
new  coalition  Cabinet.  Reference  was  made 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  in  tho  debate  of  the 
previous  night  to  the  war  in  Italy  in  1848, 
when  the  people  of  Lombardy  might  have 
been  free,  and  when  the  noble  Lord  had  it 
in  his  power  to  make  them  so.  lie  (Mr. 
Lindsay)  would  like  to  have  the  question 
of  the  learned  Attorney  General  answered, 
whether  it  was  or  was  not  the  case  that 
Austria  agreed  to  evacuate  Lombardy,  and 
to  grant  the  people  iheir  freedom,  and  that 
the  noble  Lord  declined  to  sanction  that 
arrangement  ?  if  that  were  so,  the  noble 
Lord  was  indirectly,  if  not  directly,  to 
Mr,  Lindsay 


blame  to  a  conBiderable  extent  for 
fearful  war  now  going  on  there.  For 
reasons  he  (Mr.  Lindsay)  had  stated  hei 
sidered  it  his  duty,  as  «  caloi  thinking  n 
and  as  an  advocate  of  Reform  and  pei 
to  give  his  vote  against  the  Amendn 
on  which  they  were  to  diTide  that  etSB 
But  he  should  do  so  for  another  nm 
The  question  before  the  House  was 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  in  reply  to 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  Nov,  in 
whole  course  of  the  debate  not  a  word 
been  said  against  the  policy  propeaiii 
Her  Majesty's  Speech,  and  thejvofoai 
to  agree  to  an  Amendment  to  that  Sps 
although  they  as  Liberals  entirely  im 
with  the  principles  laid  down  in  it.  ji 
neutrality  had  been  preserved  bylbi 
vernment,  and  they  stated,  moimuli 
they  had  done  all  in  their  power  tsfHHi 
peace,  and  papers  had  been  oflTenllii 
House  which  would  prove  that  Aq^ 
done  so.  Not  a  single  hon.  Membef  •ll 
(tho  Opposition)  side  ever  aflPeeted  toil 
that.  Then  as  regarded  mmom  si 
sympathy  with  Austria*  every  effort 
failed  to  show  that  there  was  anytU^ 
a  rumour  on  that  point ;  and  waahetoj 
his  vote  for  destroying  a  OoremBseil 
on  facts  proved,  but  on  the  gnrani  < 
mere  rumour  ?  He  should  ill  represent 
gentlemen  who  had  returned  him  bja  k 
and  triumphant  majority  if  he  did  so. 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
Stroud  (Mr.  Horsman)  on  the  pief 
evening  had  made  one  or  two  of  the  i 
extraordinary  statements  he  ever  ha 
He  said,  **  Her  Majesty  informed  then 
in  the  differenoes  which  had  aiiaea  beti 
continental  powers  her  mediatorial oSdcI 
the  interests  of  peace  had  entirely  bill 
She  told  them  that  war  was  now  lagi^ 
Italy,  but  that  her  determination  wa^- 
in  this  Her  Majesty  was  loyallj  aoppi 
by  all  classes  of  her  subjects — that  1 
land  should  remain  strictly  nentraL  i 
she  went  on  to  inform  them  that  shfl 
felt  it  right  in  the  present  state  of  Bv 
to  add  to  her  naval  forees,  theraky 
closing  an  apprehension  that  ciroums^ 
beyond  her  control  might  unhappyyi 
to  compel  reluctant  England  to  beeoo 
belligerent  power.  All  tfaia  vae  i 
known,  but  tlie  authoritative  annooDoen 
was,  perhaps,  one  of  the  most  impori 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Sovereigi 
Parliament  in  our  day.  We  had  boni 
part  in  negotiations  now  oonoliided,  i 
unless  Providence  averted  the  eahuaiiy- 
might  be  entangled  in  the  war.    War  i 
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'Mgingy  and  m  spavk  from  that  conflagration 
siligfat  reach  Uiigland,  and  were  Her  Ma- 
jatly'a  Ministera  to  leave  Her  Majesty  uri> 
■iiiU  II I  fid  in  ciroumatances  which  the  right 
£mi« Gentleman  said  might  he  quite  beyond 
Jhaireondro].     While  he  (Mr.  Lindsay)  was 
jpidaeidcd  adrocate  of  peace  and  economy, 
ke  waa  nlao  an  advocate,  especially  at  tho 
time,    when   war  was  raging    in 
irope,  for  having  the   defences  of  the 
intrj  placed  on  a  sufficient  footing  not 
ImAf  tO'^protect  England,  hut  to  vindicate 
ilUir-lMaoari  which  was  of  far   more   ini- 
llpobteMa  tor  her  as  a  nation,  and  especially 
«n'A<9iBniiiflrci»l  nation  than  his  right  hon. 
Biriipd-.flaeiDed  to  imagine.    The  right  hon. 
iflsritleman  the  Member  for  Stroud  gave 
-•atolfair  reason  why  he  should  vote  against 
jMt  .flovemment.     He  stated  that  if  the 
flMaoedlor  of  the  Exchequer  had  only  ap- 
e^Mltd  to  the  House  against  the  bringing 
Mutwai'd  of  this   Motion,  he  should  have 
itoen;  disposed  to  have  voted  against  the 
iAHandmeot.     Well,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
leqner  had  no  opportunity  of  doing  so, 
the   Amendment  was  concocted,  and 
tainuiged,  and  agreed  upon  by  the  leaders 
ea^  the  different   sections  of  the   Liberal 
'   Iffttty  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
WVom  ID.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how> 
«4f0r,  took  the  earliest  opportunity  imme- 
■riiately  after  the   Amendment   had   been 
aamved,  to  expound  his  policy  in  what  he 
i^Mr.  Lindsay)  would  call  a  strai^rhtforward 
iimA  honest  speech.     And  although  he  did 
PBOt  expressly  solicit  the  forbearance  of  the 
.SLoDSe,  he  said  as  much  when  he  declared 
ikkM  kope  that  the   House  would  give  the 
:*flswument  a  chance  of  carrying  out  tho 
fUlMnl  policy  which  he  had  propounded. 
'   ThB  House,  however,  would  not  let  him 
•  iiape  a  chance,  for  fear  that  he   should 
Uhnng  in  a  similar  Reform  Bill  to  that  of 
^jImI  Session.     If  he  did,  he  (Mr.  Lindsay) 
apoold  vote  against  it,  as  he  did  last  Ses- 
;ilftHit  for  the  reasons  which  the  noble  Lord 
'/4he  Member  for  London  had  embodied  in 
'y^OM  Resolution  were  to  him  unanswerable  ; 
'bntiiecanse  the  Government  had  erred  with 
ipcct  to  that  Bill,  was  that  a  reason  for 
turning  that  they  were  unable  to  bring  in 
.v«  Bill  which  might  meet  with   approval? 
;:  fie  oonfessed  ho  could  not  sec  the  cogency 
of  the  argument.    It  might  as  well  be  said 
:  that  the  noble  Lord  the  AIemi)er  for  Loii- 
-doQ  was  not  fit  to  bring  in  a  Reform  Bill, 
1)000080  the  Bill  he  introduced  in  1854  was 
even  more  erroneous  in  principle  than  the 
iteform  Bill  introduced  by  the  Government 
ia  the  course  of  last  Session.     He  believed 


it  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
who  on  that  occasion  showed  the  House 
that  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  attempt- 
ing to  give  members  to  minorities,  was  un- 
constitutional and  unsound.    But  would  the 
hon.  Gentleman  say  that  he  would  not  trust 
the  noble  Lord  to  bring  in  another  Bill  on 
that  account  ?     For  the  same  reason  that 
he  would  have  allowed  the  noble  Lord  to 
bring  in   another  Bill  he  would  allow  the 
Government  to  do  so,  especially  as  they 
had  by  the  dissolution  learnt  what  were  the 
wishes  and  feelings  of  the  people  with  re- 
gard to  the  franchise  which  they  did  not 
know  before,  and   there  was   every  hope 
that  they,   like   the   Duke  of  Wellington 
with  regard  to  Catholic  Emancipation,  and 
like  Sir  Robert  Peel  with  regard  to  the 
Corn    Laws,  would   have   endeavoured  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  people  with  regard 
to  a  Reform  Bill,  as  the  time  had  arrived 
when  all  sides  of  the  House  felt  that  the 
question  of  reform  must  be  settled  without 
further  delay.     They  would  also  possess 
this  advantage,  that  they  could  pass  their 
measure  through  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament with  a  rapidity  which  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Whigs  to  ensure.   Under 
these   circumstances,   and   as   no  reasons 
had  been  stated  for  giving  a  vote  of  no 
confidence  in   Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment, he  should  certainly  feel  it  his 
dutv  to  oppose  tlie  Amendment. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  :   Sir.  I  am  afraid 
that  those  persons  in  this  House  who  take 
offence  at   the  reconstruction  of  sections 
will  have  found  some  little  comfort  in  the 
speech  we  have  just  heard.  We  are  not  quite 
unanimous.    There  is  something  still  to  he 
gained  from  divisions  among  the  Liberals 
in  this  House.     I  had  hoped  that  I  might 
get   through    this   discussion  without   the 
necessity  of  taking  a  part  in  it.     I  am  not 
fond  of  discussions  upon  the  merits,  not  of 
measures,  but  of  men.      Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will,  I  trust,  admit  that  never  in 
our  most  heated  controversies  has  a  single 
word  escaped  from  mo  implying  any  want 
of  respect  for  the  party  to  which  they  be- 
long.    I  have  spoken  of  their  great  quali- 
ties —  I    have    frequently    acknowledged 
them,  and  if  in  this  case  I   have  a  com- 
plaint to  make  it  is  not  directed  against 
I  the  party,  but  those  who  lead  the  party. 
I  Now,  Sir,  before  the  dissolution   the  Go- 
'  vcrnmcnt  chuUenscod  the  House  to  an  issue 
■  on  confidence.    To  this  House  the  Govern- 
•  ment  said,    before  the  dissolution,    **  We 
i  stand  upon  our  merits.     We,  a  minority, 
I  seek  to  carry  on  the  Government  with  such 

'  [  Third  Night. 
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QODcessions  m  we  maj  to  tbe  Liberal  ma- 
jority." It  wag  then  "measares,  not 
mon  ;*'  but  to  the  country  the  cry  was 
reversed,-— it  was  then  not  meatores,  but 
men.  Now,  the  Government  having  nuicle 
that  challenge,  can  hardly  complain  of  us 
for  having  taken  up  the  gage  that  they 
threw  down.  It  was  natural  that  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  the  question  should  be 
again  asked  which  was  put  by  Her  Majesty 
in  proroguing  the  late  Parliament.  Her 
Majesty  then  prayed  that  Providence  would 
so  direct  the  people  of  this  country  that 
such  a  return  might  be  made  as  would 
enable  Her  Majesty  to  carry  on  the  affairs 
of  the  country  by  a  majority.  I  appre- 
hend that  majority,  of  course,  meant  a 
majority  that  would  support  the  existing 
Government.  The  proposal  to  us  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  whether  or  not  that  ma- 
jority has  been  obtained  is  one  in  itself  not 
within  the  scope  of  debate.  That  must 
depend  on  actual  numbers.  What  those 
numbers  may  be  I  cannot  tell.  I  will  not 
follow  the  example  set  on  both  sides  of 
speaking  with  the  greatest  confidence  of 
the  success  of  the  party  to  which  one  be- 
longs. I  have  the  greatest  respect  for  the 
gentlemen  who  are  vulgarly  and  techni- 
cally called  the  "  whips"  on  both  sides, 
but  I  have  not  that  share  of  credulity 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ashton  (Mr.  M.  Gibson)  possesses. 
I  must  say  that  I  take  the  accounts  of 
each  side  with  the  same  degree  of  credence 
that  I  give  to  the  bulletins  of  contending 
generals  after  a  battle.  Until  the  event 
has  been  shown  by  a  division  I  will  not 
speculate  upon  what  the  result  may  be. 
But  it  is  tbe  duty  of  those  who  take  part 
in  this  discussion  to  show  on  what  grounds 
they  justify  asking  this  question  of  the 
House.  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)»  in  the  very  able  and 
promising  speech  which  he  delivered  in 
opening  this  debate,  that  if  the  Government 
have  a  majority  as  the  result  of  the  disBO- 
lution  they  ought  to  have  the  full  benefit 
of  it,  and  that  the  country  ought  clearly  to 
understand  that  they  have  it.  What  they 
want  is  strength.  If  they  are  to  remain 
in,  let  them  have  more  strength.  We  have 
a  number  on  this  side  sufficient  to  prevent 
the  Government,  if  they  were  so  inclined, 
from  embarking  upon  any  very  erroneous 
line  of  policy.  If  we,  on  the  other  hand, 
have  the  majority,  it  is  iucumbent  upon 
us  to  show  how  we  may  best  use  it  for 
the  advantage  of  tbe  country  generally. 
Kr.  Sidiiey  Herbert 


The  ^iuoWpu  VM  t^  d«oIaisiMiioa.pf  war 
to  the  knife  agaioaft'  the  Ijabairal  P^J- 
The  Gofemment  were  weary  of .  toe  po- 
sition they  held  in  the  last  Parliament* 
and  I  do  not  wonder  at  it.  They  de- 
termined to  set  up  for  tfaemaeivefi  with 
a  majority  of  their  own.  It  waa  quite 
right  to  do  so,  if  they  thought  that  the 
result  of  the  dissolution  would  be  that  thej 
would  obtain  a  majority.  It  waa  quite 
justifiable,  if  they  felt  confident  that  their 
measures  had  been  good  and  had  hem 
thwarted  by  a  factious  opposition,  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  country  in  order  to  aae 
whetlier  the  excellence  of  their  meaanrss 
was  so  recognized  that  the  country  vould 
determine  that  their  measures  should  be 
carried,  and  would  give  them  a  large  ma- 
jority to  insure  their  success.  I  do.Dpft 
know  that  either  of  those  justifioationa  ^a 
be  pleaded  for  the  dissolution.  It  may  he 
that  the  Government  thought  they  were 
going  to  obtain  a  large  majority,  but  w^ 
calculations  were  made,  and  they  found 
themselves  with  perhaps  thirty  more  frieeds 
in  this  House,  and  about  ninety  or  100 
more  enemies,  than  in  the  last  Pariiament. 
Had  they  the  other  reason,  that  they  were 
satisfied  of  the  excellence  of  their  mea- 
sures ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Bzchequer 
said  they  had  no  chance  of  carrying  their 
measures,  however  good  they  were,  beeanse 
they  were  only  one  third  of  the  Hoose. 
Did  the  Earl  of  Derby  feel  that  eonfidenee 
in  the  excellence  of  those  measures  that 
he  could  stand  or  fall  by  them  ?  The  Uat 
great  measure  was  the  Reform  Bill,  and 
what  did  the  Earl  of  Derby  say  in  his  laM 
speech  about  it? — ''that  the  course  adopt- 
ed by  the  House  of  Commons  upon  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  ibr 
London  had  this  effect ;" — and  here  I 
must  say  never  were  Resolutions  framed 
by  man  which  seemed  to  have  such  extra- 
ordinary effect  as  those  of  the  noble  Lord. 
We  have  been  told  that  this  Resdetion 
lost  the  Government  the  confidence  of 
foreign  Governments,  and  yet  we  know 
that  at  their  bidding  the  Austrian  Gorem- 
ment  suspended  a  movement  which  it  had 
threatened,  and  to  which  it  waa  pledged* 
Well,  what  was  the  effect  of  the  noUe 
Lord's  Resolution  upon  the  question  of 
Reform  ? 

'^  That  no  single  Member  of  that  Honse  who 
may  be  unconnected  witn  office  will  be  by  his  vole 
pledged  to  one  single  proviaion  of  that  measaza." 

That  is  the  most  extraordinary  statement 
I  ever  read  — the  effect  of  a  ReBolntieo 
oondenouing  a  particular BMaaureia  te  eh* 


HMt^UI  tlraM' W!k^ haferst  ftBjffllitfe ft^pov- 1  rather, tkt-ivhose  absence  I  rejofee, beMius^ 


«j  toy  JMiff  of  thaV  mtoasore  from  all  respon- 
MbiKty  fofi  0^  eOnnectlon  wUh»  their  pre- 
tioUBopinioiKi.  It  ib  not  confined  to  gen- 
iiismen  in  office,  for  wc  find  that  they  ah- 
•ohed  their  followers  from  the  hopoless 
task  of  defending  the  measure  upon  the 
hustings.  If,  then,  the  Government  had 
no  confidence  in  their  chance  of  obtaining 
ft  majority,  no  confidence  in  the  goodness 
of  their  measures,  wliat  was  the  object  of 
the  dissolution  ?  Just  let  me  read  a  sen- 
tence npon  that  point,  and  I  can't  do  bet- 
ter than  quote  the  words  of  the  Chancellor 
t^  the  Exchequer,  who,  upon  a  similar 
occasion,  said,—- 

.  "  What  then  is  the  real  objeot  ?  To  waste  a 
year.     .    .    Ilis  scheme  of  conduct  is  so  devoid 


he  has  not  heard  the'  principles  whioh  hie 
so  eloquently  enforced  tossed  to  the  winds 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman?  He  said 
that  a  lowering  of  the  borough  franchise 
was  to  postpone  education  and  knowledge 
to  ignorance  and  brutality.  We  were 
assured  that  there  was  great  virtue  in  a 
£10  house — that  ignorance,  dark  and  crass 
ignorance,  was  the  normal  state  of  all  who 
lived  in  a  house  of  less  than  £10  value — 
and  that  to  admit  such  persons  to  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  franchise  would  be  destructive 
to  the  constitution.  But  now  we  are  told 
they  have  no  prejudice  against  the  propo- 
sition. They  go  on  to  say,  "  all  we  want 
is  to  minister  to  the  public  necessities," 

**.-  «^-w«*w  w  ww»^.»^.  *»  ^  ««w.v.  ^^'^^  '*  *®  *^®  necessities  of  the  Govern- 
oTldl  political "pri^cijjre  Ithar^when'  forc^'to  I  ment  repYesenting  the  public ;  but  they  add 
amMd  to  the  people,  his  only  obiim  to  their  con-  cautiously,  **  provided  the  measures  we  in- 
Nene«  is  his  name.    Sach  arts  and  resources  may   troduce  are  deserving  of  public  approba* 

'H^J^  f"^*^°i  ^^'i't  T^^^'^'l  ?^*®'  ^''"  tion."  Those  are  certainly  wider  conces- 
Bausted  by  revolutLons,  but  they  do  not  become  a     .         .,  i        j  u  r       r 

British  Minister,  governing  a  country,  proud,  free,  ^lons  than  ever  were  heard  before  from  any 
Sfid  progressive,  animated  by  glorious  traditions,  Ministers  in  this  House.  They  say — "You 
and  aspiring  to  future  excellence."  wanted  reform.     Wo  offered  you   reform 

Well,  what  wag  there  for  this  dissolu-  "^P^tiWe  with  our  principles     You  did 

,    :  ^     mu^  •  J-  not  accept  it.     Isow  we  will  offer  you  re- 

tiOQ  but  a  name.     There  was  no  vindica-  ^       ^i.  f  •        x  ^-ui      -^-u 

t       X  _       mi.        ui    T      i»  form  that  is  not  compatible  with  our  pnn- 

Uon  of  past  measures.     The  noble  Lord  s  .  j      „     ,.  ^  ffcneral  merchants  '' 

Resolation  had  relieved  them  from  that,  f  Pl?^*  ,        ^^  ^\l  general  merchants, 
ur  11  xk^           *i     «                 '       cr  J.  We    have   samples    of   every    article. 

Well  thauwM  there  any  promise  of  future  ..^  ^  been  reading  about  political 
measures.    Tl«re are  some  hon.  Gentlemen  j        ^„^^  S^^^^^  t^/,^  i,  ^ 

tolerably  confident  of  what  will  be  done,  j         /',        .  .  ^     ^^i„  >>     t  ««^ 

and  I  must  «iy  I  nem  knew  a  Ministe;  J^""""!  ^''T  """**  t%*  l^^^'   J  ","1' 
T          L  i.         L    e     !•*•    I    •               -J  foss   when  I  am   asked  to  give  my  con- 
make  a  statement  of  political  views  so  void  -,         x    xi.    n  *    f  -«  ..*     i  ..- 
r          XL*       u«    X*      ui    r    1.           'J  fidence  to  the  Government,  1  am  at  a  loss 
of  everythmg  objectionable,  for  he  promised  ^^  ^        ^^^^  .^  .^  j  ^^^  ^^  ^^„g^^  ^^  ^^^^ 

werjthrag  they  wished  to  every  party  in  ^^     j^        „  ^      ^      Sunderland    (Mr. 

the  House.    Let  me  read  what  the  Chan-  j.  ■,      ,  .        x-    *  i  u    *i, ;.»-  „* 

<wUor  of  the  Excheauer  said  the  other  ^»°"^'V)  "  captivated  by  the  promises  of 

night.  "OnrresistanVe  to  the  noble  Lord's  the  Government     He  says  he  is  as  ardent 

Motion  and  our  objection  to  lowering  the  *  .'^f;"'"*"  "',  ^^^  ^<"'-  ."'"^'w  w 
V  I.  r       f  »»      'J  xi_       •  i-x   minffham,  and  iroes  as  far  as  that  non. 

boroi^h  franchise  were,     sa.d  the  right  g,„|,^;„  .  ^^  |„,^3  ^i,,,^  ^  go  for  the 

hon.  Qentleman' mere  matters  of  detail,      ^        ^^^^  ^     ^^^         ^^^\^ 

not  of  principle,    and  then  he  went  on  to   ..  ^,,^  G^.e^nment  hare    the  House    of 

^'  Lords  with  them,  who  will  pass  any  mea- 

•*  The  question  of  the  borough  firanchise  must    sures  which  they  may  support,  and  they 

£Li?*/!?'*?i? "*?^  *?*K^^* "T-^ ''l^^ '^  will  carry  a  Reform  Bill  that  will  satisfy 
ftreoee  to  the  introduction  of  the  working  classes.  ,,     /T    ^  .  i     ^i.  «.i  :^u  *i,l 

We  admit  that  that  has  been  the  oninionof  Par-  »"®-        Certainly  the   measures  winch  the 

Uament,  and  that  it  has  been  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  propose  in   the 

country,  as  shown  by  the  gentlemen  who  have  last  Parliament,  besides  the  Reform  Bill, 

beta  Mturned  to  thU  House.    We  cannot  bo  blind  jij  not  inspire   me  with   such  confidence. 

^  that  result    Wa  do  not  wish  to  be  blind  to  it.  ^ho  India  Bill  we  know  was  disposed  of 

We  have  no  pre]  udice  against  the  proposition."  ,         j.u«iu.  A^m     ^       ",--,.     K      ,., 

'  ^  *  r   *—  ^y  ^  resolution  of  my  noble  Friena,  which 

Why  that  proposition  was  the  whole  ques*  was  not  then  considered  to  be  factious  or 

iion  that  we  had  been  debating.     It  was  improper,  and  support  was  obtained  from 

the  rery  point  at  issue.     Details  indeed  !  hon.  Gentlemen  usually  sitting  behind  me 

Do  we  not  recollect  the  speech  made  by  who  are  now  spoken  of  with  great  acrimony^ 

the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  but  to  whom  at  that  time  confidential  de- 

tbe  Colonies  (Sir  B.  B.  Lytton),  whom  I  spatches  wete  shown,  and  whose  support 

regret  aol^  %e  pere^iw  now  in  his  place  t  or  was  not  then  deemed  to  be  so  destructive  to 
VOL.  CLIV,    [THiaD  8EBIEP.I  M  ^  f  rWhf  Iffght. 
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tbe  character  cf  those  who  receired  it  as  ]  measure  of  the  (xOTernment    proposed  a 
appears  to  he  the  opinion  now.     The  Jew  I  £10  franchise  in  connties,  an<l  I  hope  I 
Bill  was  quoted  hr  the  hon.  Mem  her  for  '  am  not  dning  injustice  to  the  hnn.  Mem- 
Snnderlar^d  fMr.  Lindsay),  hot   how  was  her  for  East   Surrey  (Mr.  L.  King)  if  I 
the  emancipation  of  the  jews  carried  out  ?  say  that  the  Goremmcnt  may  have  copied 
I  remember  in  the  debates  which  we  had  tliis  proposition  from  his  Bill.     He  liaa  a 
from  year  to  year  upon  that  subject  there  perfect  riijht  to  that  portion   of  the  Bill. 
was  one  argument  consistently  put  forth.  Indeed,  the  day  after  the  right  hon.  Chaii- 
that  there  was  an  exception  in  the  case  of  cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  a  Terrmasterij 
the  Jews  which  did  not  apply  to  other  re-  speech,  explained    the  provisionB    of  Ae 
ligious  persuasions — that  there  was  ab^ut  Reform  Bill — upon  which    day   w©  heard 
them    a    l^ind    cf   miraculvus    nationnlitr  with   creat  sorrow  that  two   of  the  most 
which  no  resi  'erce  couui  charsre.    I  main-  influential  and  respected  members  of  theGf^ 
taineil  then,  as  I  hare  always,  that  accord-  remnipnt  had  seceded  from  it — so  generd 
in  *  to  tbe    principles  i-f  riMigicms  liberty  was  the  idea  thnt  the  Bill  belonged  to  the 
in  t^is  House  no  clerk  at  i'  at  table  ouzbt  hon.  Member  for  East  Surrev  that  theCourt 
to  ask  any  gonileman  who  takes  tbe  oath  newsma:i  spent  tbe  whole  day  opposite  the 
what  pariiculir  creed  he  rr  fesses.    There  hon.  Gentleman's  door,  expecting  him  to  he 
migl't    he   a   special  difficulty   about   the  sent  for  to  assist  the  Charcellor  of  the  fir- 
Jews,  but   they  hare  been  aJmitted  here  chequer  in  carrying  the   measure.      T\a 
in  such  a  n:anner  t^at  the  objection  still  noble  Lord*s  Bill  proposed  the  lowering  tf 
remains,  and  is  a  standing  cause  of  acri-  the  borough  franchise.     That  subject  wit 
monr.     Tbe  GoTemxent  hare  not  taken  stead'lr  avoided  Lt  the  Government  in  their 
a  broad  and   :nteirgiVe  princir'^e.  but  re-  late  Bill,  because  ibey  thought  it  imposai- 
Tersing  the  maxim  cf  <fe  mi^  im\s  ncn  curat  ble  on  princ'ple  to  lower  the  boroogh  fraa- 
fex,  they  tare  legislated  in  that  spirit  for  chise,  but  they  prop  sed  what  have  been 
the  ease  of  ih?  Jews.      Thev  said  that  called    "fancv  franchises."      Now,    how- 
to  admit   the  Jews  w.-iold  be  a  blow  to  ever,  there  seems  a  chance  of  their  agree- 
Christianity   in    this    House,   ar.'d    yet    in  io^  to  a  proposition  very  similar  to  thai 
the  face    of   that   stiitement,  when    thev  contained  in  the  Bill  of  the  notile  Lord  ei 
got  into  o^Sce,  wt'r*:Out  any  cri'at  p'.'lit'cal  the  speech  of  the  riiiht  hon.  Gentleman  hat 
necessitT  t  .ev  d  d    the  verv  thin::  which  ^iven  us  an  indication  that  we  are  to  ex- 
they  said  wcu-J  I-:?  so  destructive  to  Chris-  pec:  no  opposition  to  a  safe  and  moderate 
tianity.     Cin  they  wcndcr  tr.en  that  tbere  lowering  of  the  franchise.     It  moat,  bew- 
are men  in  tlis  H.use  and  cut  of  it  who  ever,  be  remembered  tbatmT  noble  Friend 
begin  t?  ouestiin  the  rrounJs  ur^rn  which  the  Menioer  for  the  Ciiv  of  London  was  a 
thev  have  acted.     E  :t   then  thev   sax  ^f  Reformer.    I  do  not  ar.arrel.  howerer,  viib 
we   fai'ei   w::h   oTir  Ref:r:n    Bi'.I   it  was  the  G over nmeni  for  cndertaking  in  the  late 
not   a  c"e«:icn    o'  pri:}c*:!e,    and  others  Parliament   to   dcr.l  wiih  the  qaeation  ef 
have  ii\.e^  :>i>— the  ncb!e  L?ri  the  Men-  Refcrm.     As  the  r.oble  Meaiber  for  Tirer- 
ber   f:r  L-?i:d:.n  hi  rase".  5.     Xo  doubt    the  tja  said,  th.ey  took  the  horse  with  its  en- 
nob:e    Lord   :!::T>iu?eil  a    Ei!!  in    1SJ4:  za Cements,  and  they  ki: ex  ir hat  thej  vera 
but,  a'lbirrh  he  fa:V3  to  pass  it.  i;  was  "roi:::i  to  do.     They  can:e  to  this  Uonae. 
not  r-riecTed.     To  this  d^v  ihe  H-ruse  has  c:^l^:*:in::  cf  a  mai^ritv  cf  L:bera]s.  who, 
no:   rsf*ri   a^v   cTin^on   T::^on   that  Bi'h  a'.i'-.iujh  ihev  cou'.vi  no:  airreeamonfftbe*- 
[^r  .«.  i^j.^Liysriv  :  Ocr  B'.l  was   r:-:  re-  Srl^esto  form  a  Gcverr.ment,  would,  it  was 
jlected.]     Tr.?  -I'.'e  L:rd  tbe  Member  f:r  clear,  agee  amo-^  themselves  as  ta  tbe 
the   C::t   c:    Lend:-:,  when    he   Jed    th's  trine  p]es  ur»on  w..ich  auT  other  Gevem- 
Hozse  ?n  the  G:=v?-n=2ert  <>f  the  Ear.  c:  .ment  shocid  be  conducted  :  and.  ahbo«gli 
Aberic-fn.  b^curht  in  a  Reforn:  B:i':.  Was  rrofe*s*:iiy  ar.t:  re:  rr.  ers,  althonvh  chcj 
that  B;"'.  r-:;ec:vu  f     It  was  the  uri versa'  bad   disrhyed  very  gria:  teil  and  abili^ 
feelinr  c:  :..■:•  H:nse  that  no  :n?s:\-n  o:  '-n  or-t^csini:  the  rr:.:*w*iiion  of   tiie   bon. 
Kercrm  c:.-'i  :e  •:r.ter:::'n€d  when  tht  war  Mr:::rier  ::r  Hast  Surrey,  they  thongbt  it 
wi:a  Euss'i     tr:.;e    on:.     But    the  hon.  th-'r  d'jty  to  brrg  :n  a  B  1  on  tbe  came 
Men::-*r  :\r  Sur.iJer\-n:  s'-vs  t'-e  rrrc're  mo-tl   which   onlv    excited    oor   svrivrin. 
e:  t'e  n:  .e  Li-ri*?  B  :  ^^as  That  m'ri-^r-"-  the  r-~;f?n  !  w  ^u  J  cive  to  the  hon.  )fes- 
tiesshrn'.i  Vie  rr--?se'.tei.  ani  that   that  rer  fcr  S-r.ierh'^i    Mr.  Lindsay)  for  pre- 
princ  r'-e  wis  c-rdmrej.     W:  y,  :hat  B::i  lerrlng  cc:  t  j  wsi:  for  the  fnifilmest  of  the 
was  t!*e  fou'davoa  of  a  gT>eat  pcrtiotj  o:  pro3;ises   of  the  Gc-vemmeDt  —  sapponaiF 
tbe    late  Bili  cf  the   Govemment.     Tbe  they  hare  aa  opportnsiiT  of  laliliug  tlH 
Mr.  Sdmey  Hfr^^.                            ' 


mt5 


Berik^uliyU 


\  Juki  10, 1859 }       Speuk^Atimdmeni.       326 


mi,  for  wiBbing  to  lee  the  qneBiion  of  Re- 
form in  tlM  hands  of  Reformers  is  this  \-^ 
l4  \%  admitted  that  it  is  no  easy  matter  to 
etrrj  a  Reform  Dill,  but  I  have  stated  in 
tkia  Home,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  true, 
ihari  we  always  find  ourselves  in  diffioukies 
ithenthe  two  great  parties  in  this  House 
A^BOt  eonfine  themselves  to  that  which  is 
their  imij  in  right  of  their  principles,  but 
when  one  of  them  undertakes  to  do  the 
:hilMrtesaef  the  other.  I  have  been  blamed 
£or  easing  tliat  there  was  dannrcr  in  a  Con- 
aervatife  Reform  Bill,  because,  in  the  na- 
tme  ef  tlungs,  the  Opposition  would  think 
theawfllvM  bound  to  go  beyond  it,  and  to 
fMrtbid-tlieie  by  whom  it  was  proposed.  I 
Jttsliljf  myself  in  that  statement  by  np- 
pealtllg  Co  a  passage  in  that  remarkable 
letter  addressed  to  the  Earl  of  Derby  by 
tbtl  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  X/ambridge  (Mr.  Wulpole)  with  reference 
te  the  Reform  Bill  of   the  late   Go  vern- 


al cannot  help  saying  that  the  mcasuro  which 
tie  Cabinet  are  prepared  to  recommend  is  one 
wMsh  we  shonld  all  of  us  have  stoutly  opposed  if 
sillier  Lord  Palmeriton  or  Lord  John  Uussell  had 
Wntored  to  bring  it  forward." 

There  is  also  another  consideration  which 
leads  me  to  the  opinion  that  a  Reform  Bill 
■hould  be  brought  in  by  Reformers.  A  com- 
promise to  some  extent  is  ohvays  nindo  he- 
me these  questions  are  settled.  No  Go- 
verament  panses  a  Bill  upon  suhjccts  of 
thia  nature  in  the  exact  form  in  which  it 
ia  laid  before  Parliament  ;  but  a  Bill 
hroaght  in  by  those  wiio  have  previously 
hean  opposed  to  any  great  extension  of 
BeiNiii  is  passed  under  the  protest  of  those 
Would  go  further,  and  who  say  they 
■et  bound  by  any  compromise.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  a  Reform  Hill  is  passed 
hj  the  Liberal  part}',  that  party  are 
homd  bj  any  compromise  to  which  they 
have  assented,  and  the  other  party  are  cer- 
tain never  to  disturb  it,  because  the  measure 
already  goes  beyond  their  own  wishes  and 
epinioos.  In  such  a  case,  therefore,  there 
ii  a  promise  of  stability  and  permanence 
whieh  I  do  not  think  we  could  anticipate 
with  reference  to  a  Bill  passed  by  a  Con- 
•errative  Government  with  the  reluctant 
aaseotp  or,  probably,  with  the  dissent  and 
under  the  protest,  of  the  Opposition.  I 
have  referred  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Jewish  question  was  settled,  and  another 
measnre  was  passed  to  which  I  uilered  no 
ohjeetion,  but  which,  in  my  opiniun,  it  was 
net  within  the  scope  of  a  Conservative 
party  to  pasa.     They  did  not  bring  it  for- 


ward, but  they  assented  to  it.  I  allude 
to  the  measure  abolishing  the  property 
qualification  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
When  that  Bill  was  assented  to,  the 
Government  were  asked  by  one  of  their 
influential  supporters  whieh  point  of  the 
Charter  they  were  going  to  take  up 
next,  and  a  practical  answer  was  given 
by  the  introduction  of  a  Reform  Bill  pro- 
viding for  the  establishment  of  a  sort  of 
electoral  districts.  I  now  come  to  another 
question  —  the  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
claims  to  equality  on  the  part  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  I  have  no  wish  to  complain  in 
some  respects,  as  regards  the  public  in- 
terests, of  the  course  the  Government  have 
taken.  I  have  long  entertained  the  opin- 
ion which  I  was  glad  to  hear  expressed  last 
night  by  a  Roman  Catholic  of  high  stand- 
in  sc,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Deasy),  that  if  by  their  policy 
the  Government  have  succeeded  in  break- 
ing up  that  system  under  which  religious 
and  political  differences  in  Ireland  have 
heen  conterminous,  they  have  effected  great 
good.  I  would  willingly  see  on  the  opposite 
benches  numbers  of  Conservative  Members 
returned  by  Roman  Catholic  constituencies. 
I  think  is  it  a  great  misfortune  in  Ireland 
that  every  Roman  Catholic  is  considered 
as  bound  to  belong  to  the  Liberal  party, 
and  every  Protestant  as  bound  to  belong  to 
the  Conservative  party.  The  Government 
will,  then,  have  done  much  good  if,  by  a 
conciliatory  demeanour  towards  Roman  Ca- 
tholics —  by  satisfying  their  claims  —  they 
have  broken  up  this  system,  and  enabled 
persons,  without  reference  to  their  religious 
opinions,  to  fall  into  the  ranks  of  either  of 
the  great  political  parties  without  dis- 
honour. I  think  that  a  wise  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  Government ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  must  ask — why  has  this  been  done 
now  for  the  first  time  ?  We  recollect  the 
dissolution  of  1852,  and  how,  when  we 
endeavoured  to  do  justice  upon  some  points 
to  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen, 
a  Protestant  cry  was  raised  against  us. 
Maynooth  was  the  popular  question,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Spooner)  was  idolized  throughout  England 
under  the  excitement  which  the  agitation 
produced.  WMicn  I  was  in  office  as  Secre- 
tary for  War  I  proposed  to  send,  and  I  am 
happy  to  sny  1  succeeded  in  sending,  Ro- 
man Catholic  chnplains  to  comfort  the  sick 
and  wounded  Roman  Catholic  soldiers  in  their 
suffering  in  the  Crimea  ;  hut  I  had  to  en- 
counter £:reat  opposition,  which  wos  backed 
by  influential  persons.  I  do  not  say  that  in 
M  2  [  Third  Night. 
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the  prcsentease  there  has  been  anjeompaet. 
I  have  heard  strong  expressions  of  indig- 
nation at  the  notion  that  treaties  hare  been 
signed,  or  that  written  engagements  hare 
been  entered  into;  but  these  things  are 
not  done  by  treaties,  bnt  on  a  tacit  under- 
standing.     There  have  been  charges  of 
conspiracy,  but  I  apprehend,  that  conspi- 
rators do  not  go  and  sign  documents  in  the 
face  of  Masters  in  Chancery.     I  conceive 
that  if  it  is  done  sincerely  and  bond  fde 
there  is  nothing  dishonourable  in  the  Con- 
servative   Government   offering  measures 
which  will  give  relief  to  Roman   Catho- 
lics,   and   holding  towards  them  concilia- 
tory language,  provided  that  such  a  course 
is  not  adopted  at  the  moment,  and  for  the 
purposes  of  the   moment.      I  may  state 
to  the  House,  while  alluding  to  this  sub- 
ject, what  took  place  with  reference  to  Ro- 
man Catholic    prison   chaplains  in  1854, 
when  the  noble  Member  for  Tiverton  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Government : — In  the 
House  of  Commons,  June  12,   1854,    in 
Committee  of  Supply  on  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates,  on  the  sum  of  £371,933  being 
proposed  for  the  maintenance  of  Govern- 
ment prisons,  Mr.  Spooner  asked  for  an 
explanation   of  an  item  of  £550 — not  a 
very  largo  sum — under  the  head  of  special 
service  provision  for  Roman  Catholic  priests, 
and  was  replied  tcr  by  Viscount  Palmerston, 
who  remarked  that  he  supposed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wished   to  know  why  Roman 
Catholic   priests  were   allowed  to   attend 
prisoners.     Mr.  Spooner  then  moved  that 
the  vote  be  reduced  by  £550,  expressing 
his  surprise  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
should  ask  them  to  pay  for  instruction  in 
a  religion  which  the    Sovereign  had   de- 
clared, by  her  assent  to  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles,  **  an  idolatrous  faith  and  a  dan- 
gerous deceit."     Mr.  Adderley  approved 
of  the  Amendment.     Sir  John  Pakington 
spoke  ogainst  the   proposed  vote.     On  a 
division  there  appeared — for  Mr.  Spooner *s 
Amendment,    158 ;  against   it,    136.     In 
the  list  of  that  majority  are  to  be  found 
the  names  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  Sir  John  Pa- 
kington,  Mr.  Whiteside,  Colonel  Taylor, 
Mr.  Whitmorc,  the  whipper-in  of  the  party, 
and  Mr.  John  George,  the  Irish  Solicitor 
GencraK     I  do  not  in  the  least  object  to 
the  change  of  opinion  that  has  occurred 
now,  but  I  say  to  Roman  Catholic  Gentle- 
men, '*  Recollect  what  we  were  exposed  to 
in  advocating  your  claims  when  on  hardly 
a   hustings  in    England   could   any   man 
avow  that  he  believed  it  was  the  duty  of 
an  English  Goyemment  to  give  the  con- 
Mr.  Sidneif  Herbert 


BolatioDfl  of  their  own  Church  to  the  boI- 
diera  who  were  bleeding  in  our  canse." 
I  hope  that  this  change  will  be  perma- 
nent, and  that,  if  ever  another  Govern- 
ment shonld  succeed  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, and    proceed   in  the  same  course 
of  conciliation,    they  will   not    again  at- 
tempt to  take  up  their  old  principles,  and 
that  we  shall  not  again  have  a  Protestant 
cry  raised  or  the  country  told  that  its  reli- 
gion is  in  danger  from  these  Roxnaninng 
Ministers.     I  was  surprised  and  yet  gra- 
tified to  hear  the  tone  in  which  the  Irish 
Attorney  General  spoke  upon  this  subjeet^' 
He  boasted  that  the  Roman  CatholiOB  of 
Ireland  reposed  such  entire  eonfidenee  Sn 
the  Government  that  they  bad  returned  a 
great  number  of  Members  who  profened 
Conservative  opinions.     I  rejoiced  gmtfy 
to  hear  the  language  held  by  the  Tight 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.     His  expm- 
sions  of  tolerance  on   religious  Bubjeeli^ 
as  well  as  of  affection  and  good-will  to- 
wards his  Roman  Catholic  fellow-country^ 
men,   fell    like  dew   from  heaven   on  a 
parched   and  thirsty   land.      "We   hate 
learnt,"  he  said — for  I  use  his  own  words 
— ''  we  have  learnt  that  toleration  is  com- 
patible with    Protestantism.      We    hsfs 
learnt   that   we   can — without   giring  up 
those  sacred  things,  our  own  faith  and  belia 
— deal  in  a  conciliatory  and  just  spirit  with 
our  Roman  Catholic  fellow-snbjects.**  How 
long  has  he  learnt  this  ?    How  many  yean* 
how  many  months,  ay,  how  many  weekt 
ago  did  this  happy  inspiration  come  upon 
him  !     I  wish  it  had  been  earlier.     Look 
back  at  the  history  of  even  the  last  twenty* 
five  years.     If  hon.  Gentlemen  had  leant 
that  lesson  sooner,  how  much  misery,  strife, 
hatred,  and  uncharitableness — how  many 
feelings  ending  in  crime  and  bloodahea» 
would  have  been  spared  to  afflicted  Ira- 
land  !     I  rejoice,  however,  that  they  htfo 
learnt   it   now.     I    trust   it  is  well  and 
thoroughly  learnt — that  there  will  bo  no 
falling  back  from  it.     And  I  can  auilit 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thai 
I  shall  have  the  greatest  satisfaction  and 
pleasure  in  finding  that  a  man  of  his  great 
influence,   derived   from  his  high  offieiaF 
position  and  the  talents  which  dignify  it, 
has  become  heartily  and  truly  or  opinion ' 
that  the  way  to  govern  Ireland  is  bj  a  dis- 
play of  the  spirit  of  Christian  toleration  aUd 
good-will  towards  those  who  diffisr  from  tis 
in  religious  convictions.     I  know  it  will  h6 
said,  as,  indeed,  it  has  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  near  mo,  (JMf 
the  Tories  pass  all  the  good  toefcymi^'  ' 
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tkatf  fior  example,  they  repealed  the  Corn 
Laws;  and  it  will  be  added  bj  some, 
"YoUv  too,  changed  your  opinions." 
Well*  I  admit  that;  but  let  me  draw  at- 
teation  for  ene  moment  to  the  circum- 
■tooces  of  that  time.  Sir  Robert  Peel 
wafl  at  the  head  of  a  very  powerful  majo- 
nty.  He  had  been — I  may  say  wo  bad 
Imoa— •ia  the  course  of  long  discussions, 
estendiiig  orcr  some  years,  defeated  in 
argHmeatt  and  convinced  that  we  were 
wrongs  ■ .  The  moment  we  felt  this,  we  felt 
also  thai  we  could  not  go  on  conducting 
ike  G<evaniment  with  the  maintenance  of 
•  fiMalfffttem  that  was  unsound  and  un- 
japthlei  But  for  this,  having  a  great  ma- 
J9ritjj  we  might  have  held  office  much 
loogif.  But  Sir  Robert  Peel  forfeited  that 
flu^joritj  in  order  to  carry  out  what  he  felt 
to  -  be  naceisary  for  the  safety  of  the 
eeontiy,  and  necessary  especially  for 
the  aafetj  of  the  landed  aristocracy.  I  ask 
ia  there  in  that  change  any  strict  analogy 
whieh  changeB  made  in  order  to  meet  the 
liewa  of  a  large  Liberal  majority  differing 
ftom  yen  in  opinion  ;  Sir  Robert  Peel  felt 
that,  whatever  might  be  his  own  convic- 
tioDfl,  he  was  not  the  man  who  ought  to 
introduce  a  Bill  for  the  upsetting  of  a 
^tem  which  he  had  long  supported,  and 
be  at  once  resigned  office.  lie  felt  that 
the  aoble  Lord  who  sits  behind  me,  (Lord 
John  RnsBell)  was  the  proper  person  to  pro- 
poae  that  measure.  Difficulties  arose  with 
regard  to  the  formation  of  that  Cabinet 
te  which  I  need  not  allude,  nor  am  I  cog- 
uaant  of  them.  The  task  was  afterwards 
faned  back  upon  Sir  Robert  Peel,  but  he 
felt  n  strongly  in  the  first  instance  that  he 
waanot  the  right  man  to  undertake  such  a 
werh  that,  although  at  the  head  of  a  large 
majority,  he  voluntarily  quitted  office  to 
enable  others  more  fitted  than  himself  to 
aoeomplish  it.  Well,  we  were  ostracized 
from  pnblic  life  for  years.  I  never  niur- 
qrared  at  that  sentence.  I  conceive  that 
the  comparison  between  us  and  the  llivitcs 
and  the  Hittites  drawn  by  tiic  hon.  ^Member 
br  Birmingham  was  perfectly  just.  I 
tUnk  such  changes  of  opinion  ought  not  to 
he  treated  lightly,  that  they  warrant  the 
inflieUon  of  a  heavy  penalty,  and  therefore 
that  the  House  and  the  country  were  per- 
fBOtlj  right  in  ostracizing  those  who  called 
tfaemselTea  Feelites.  I  say  then  to  those 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  are  changing 
their  opinions  on  these  subjects  ['*0h, 
oh  i  '']-r-why  surely  there  is  a  change  in 
jffm  qpiaions  since  1854  in  regard  to  the 
tnataient  .of  the  Roman  Catholics.    Surely 


you  have  changed  your  opinions  since  the 
discussions  upon  Mr.  Locke  King's  Bill.  I 
give  you  credit  for  sincerity  ;  but  when  I 
see  changes  made  so  rapidly,  and  at  the 
same  time  see  that  in  your  party  there  are 
so  many  men  conscientiously  disapprov- 
ing them,  I  am  not  confident  that  the  pro- 
mises you  make  will  be  carried  out ;  and 
therefore,  if  I  can  get  these  measures 
safely  passed  by  men  who  can  pass  them 
without  the  sacrifice  of  principle,  and  with 
much  more  effect  for  the  public  good,  I 
have  a  strong  preference  for  a  Motion  that 
will  insure  so  great  a  benefit.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  did  me  the  honour  to  allude  to  me 
in  a  manner  which  has  called  me  up  on  this 
occasion.  He  read  several  passages  from 
a  speech  which  I  delivered  upon  foreign 
policy  in  the  year  1848,  and  in  which  there 
were  some  remarks  criticising  the  policy 
pursued  in  Sicily  on  an  isolated  occasion 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  ^lember  for  Tiverton. 
Throughout  this  debate  there  has  been  a 
very  general  habit  of  conducting  the  de- 
fence of  the  Government  in  the  following 
fashion ; — we  ask  what  the  Government 
has  done,  and  it  is  alleged,  in  words  like 
those  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, that  they  have  brought  us  confusion 
abroad,  while  nothing  has  been  done  at 
home.  The  favourite  answer  to  all  this 
is,  that  in  the  year  1848  somebody  said 
something  about  somebody  else  on  some 
other  question,  which  makes  it  impos- 
sible that  they  can  ever  act  together 
in  a  Cabinet.  Now,  parties  have  been 
very  much  broken  up  in  this  House  of 
late  years.  It  is  said  there  have  sometimes 
been  very  sharp  discussions  between  dif- 
ferent Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  that  they  are  not  always  found  acting 
in  the  same  combinations.  Well,  every- 
body has  not  that  felicitous,  calm,  and 
philosophic  manner  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  so  eminently  possesses. 
Some  are  carried  away  at  times  by  their 
feelings,  and  speak  with  violence,  and  even 
with  acrimony.  Of  course  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  speeches,  if  ex- 
amined, would  yield  no  particle  of  such  de- 
leterious ingredients.  I  envy  him  that 
very  much  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  other 
men  are  not  all  so  happily  gifted  with  a 
placid  temperament  that  leads  them  to 
bestow  the  most  mellifluous  appellations 
upon  their  political  opponents.  In  the 
course  of  what  I  must  now  call  a  some- 
what lengthened  Parliamentary  life,  I  may 
in  the  heat  of  discussion  have   said  some 
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things  vhioli  in  cooler  moments  I  miprht 
have  thought  far  stronger  than  were  requir- 
ed. But,  sajs  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  "  having  hiamed  the  policj  of 
the  nohle  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston)  in 
Sicily  in  1S48,  how  can  you  possibly  serve 
in  the  same  Cabinet  with  him  ?"  Really 
I  am  much  obliged  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  for  thus  otfering  me  a 
seat  in  the  Cabinet  not  yet  in  existence. 
But  if  he  asks  mo  bow  1  am  to  do  this,  I 
answer  that  I  have  done  it  before  for  three 
years,  and  I  have  never  done  anything  with 
greater  satisfaction.  And  I  must  say  that 
a  mure  honourable,  more  truthful,  and  I 
need  not  add  more  agreeable,  colleague  than 
the  noble  Viscount  it  would  be  impossible 
to  find.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  very  keen  about  the  treaties  of 
Vienna.  He  is  horrified  at  tlio  notion  of 
anybody  speaking  of  Italian  suffering. 
These  are  the  opinions  of  the  Irish  Attor- 
ney General.  But  there  was  a  xMr.  White- 
side who  wrote  not  a  pamphlet  but  a  book 
about  Italy,  which  I  will  not  say  was  a 
hook  which  nobody  vrould  desire  to  read, 
for  it  was  much  praised  by  discerning 
people,  but — 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  :  I  did  not  say  a 
word  last  night  about  the  treaties  of  Vienna 
except  that  it  was  understood  that  those 
treaties  were  intended  to  exclude  the 
French  from  Italy. 

Mb.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  :  I  suppose 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemnn  is 
in  accordance  with  his  colleagues  ?  [No  !  J 
Then  if  he  is  not  in  accordance  with  them, 
of  course  there  is  no  difficulty.  If  he  is  in 
accordance  with  them,  then  I  want  to  know 
what  would  happen  if  Mr.  Whiteside,  the 
author  of  the  book  on  Italy  in  the  nine- 
teenth century,"  should  meet  the  Irish 
Attorney  General,  and  attempt  to  serve  in 
the  same  Administration  with  him.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Horsham  (Mr.  Seymour 
FitsGerald)  arguing  in  the  same  strain, 
attacked  somebody  for  having  said  some- 
thing about  somebody  else  some  years  ago. 
And  that  is  given  as  a  conclusive  reason 
why  we  ought  to  support  the  Earl  of 
Derby.  [Mr.  S.  FitzGerald  :  I  spoke  of 
what  had  been  said  last  year.]  Well,  that 
is  nearer.  But  was  not  the  Earl  of  Derby 
himself  once  juvenile  and  curly,  with  a 
great  talent  for  invective  and  sarcasm  ?  I 
have  heard  that  noble  Earl  say  things  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton 
morelsharp  and  acrimonious  than  anything 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
erer  read  in  any  speech  of  mine.  Does 
Mr.  Sidney  Herbert 


the  Earl  of  Derby,  however,  think  it  im' 
poreible  he  may  at  any  time  sit  in  the  tanid 
Cahinet  with  the  noble  Lord  ?  Why,  ainee 
those  words  were  uttered,  has  not  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston)  been  entreated 
to  assist  the  Earl  of  Derby  in  forming  a 
Government  ?  All  this  is  beneath  eoo- 
tempt.  You  have  a  great  question  to  de- 
cide,— is  the  Government  fit,  or  not  fit,  to 
conduct  public  affairs,  and  there  is  nothing 
hut  raking  up  little  bits  from  Haniord, 
showing  that  some  one,  at  some  other  time, 
was  opposed  to  some  other  statesmaa. 
Why,  it  is  pitiable !  But  the  right  hoa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Whiteaide) 
goes  further,  and  says,  ^'I  will  not  tell  yoa 
what  somebody  else  says,  but  what  I  say 
myself."  He  tells  us  what  happeoed  li 
Willis*s  Rooms  ;  but  it  is  very  dangowi 
to  criticise  speeches  you  have  not  licaiii 
and  which  were  never  reported.  Wil, 
what  did  that  firebrand,  the  Member  kt 
Tiverton,  sav  ?  Here  is  a  man  who  hai 
held  high  office,  has  been  Prime  Miniiter 
and  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  saying 
he  **  believes  that  intimate  relations  with 
France  are  beneficial  both  to  France  and 
England,  and  a  guarantee  of  the  peace  of 
Europe.**  When  has  the  Foreign  Of- 
fice announced  that  our  intimate  relatioas 
with  France  have  bceu  broken  ofiF?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  the  able  speech  he  made 
when  advocating  the  Conspiracy  Bill,  Mid 
that  the  alliance  between  France  and  Rng* 
land  was  the  keystone  of  the  peace  of 
Europe.  Then,  is  it  not  open  to  a  states- 
man who  has  conducted  affairs  for  so  many 
3'ears  and  with  so  much  brilliaticj  as  the 
noble  Lord  to  express  his  belief  that  Fraoee 
is  as  much  our  ally  as  Austria,  and  his 
wish  to  preserve  the  alliance  and  a  tho- 
rough good  understanding  with  the  former? 
Is  there  any  departure  from  nentrali^  in 
that  ?  Now,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  wordSi 
in  perfect  frankness,  on  another  point.  It 
has  been  objected  to  us  that  we  did  not 
postpone  this  Amendment  till  the  Uae- 
l)ouks  containing  the  recent  correspondence 
of  the  Foreign  Office  were  laid  on  the 
table.  1  believe  the  blue-books  might  have 
been  presented  on  the  first  day  of  the  See^ 
sion.  But  I  do  not  bring  any  charge 
against  the  Earl  of  Malmesbnry  of  be- 
ing the  cause  of  war.  I  knoir  many  peo- 
ple think  the  war  might  have  been  averted; 
but  it  is  very  easy  to  judge  things  after 
tbe  event,  and  very  easy  to  piek  ont  of 
blue-books  the  errors  that  may  haTO  beea 
committed  in  the  course  of  long  negerfa 
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ti^Df,  I  was  therefore  glad  to  hear  that 
tba  Cbaneellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when 
ajMakiiig  of  past  negotiations  under  an- 
«ihor  Government  could  discover  through 
#  -long  seriea  of  negotiations  no  worse  hlot 
ibAQ  that  a  sentence  in  some  ohsouro 
note  might  he  construed  hy  two  persons 
ia  two  different  ways.  Blue-books  are  the 
Boat  certain  repositories  of  passages  that 
^n  bo  paed  hy  an  Opposition,  and  to  which 
U  ia  very  di£Scult  for  a  Government  to  re- 
ply^ Ilia  necessarily  so;  hut  I  don't  want 
aiijf  ^Uft-books  ;  my  want  of  confidence  in 
t)M  Qotmment  is  founded  entirely  on 
home. transactions.  And  here  I  must  say 
I  .bflfisfe  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  has  done 
kia  Ipait,  and  I  think  he  lias  been  treated 
with  great  injustice,  especially  hy  his 
fijen^ft*  They  asserted,  most  unfairly, 
tJtM  the  peace  of  Europe  depended  on  his 
XWuaining  in  office ;  wlicrcas,  if  they  had 
9fUi  he  was  an  English  gentleman  of  good 
l^litiea  and  patriotic  intentions,  doing  liis 
tiaatin  Tery  difficult  circumstances,  of  which 
^ibad  had  but  little  previous  experience, 
Va  should  all  have  heartily  concurred  with 
tiiein»  heartily  wished  him  success,  and 
iiiiown  every  indulgence  in  examining  the 
orrora  he  might  have  committed.  I  must 
mj  he  has  been  treated  with  injustice  by 
bii  friends,  and  that  hy  all  he  has  been 
lutfshlj  dealt  with.  Having  said  thus 
noeh  on  this  point,  I  will  make  one  or  two 
•feaervations  on  the  state  of  parties.  We 
a])  hear  very  much  of  tho  unhappy  divisions 
thia  side  of  the  House  ;  divisions  that 
not  so  distinctly  shown,  I  suppose, 
ipaj  be  called  happy  ones.  The  Chancellor 
if  the  Exchequer,  the  great  advocate  of 
paiij  Government,  says  he  wishes  to  ex- 
Mwi  the  area  from  which  the  choice  of  men 
At  official  life  may  be  made,  and  reproaches 
Ihe  purty  leaders  on  this  side  of  the  House 
irith  being  of  a  more  exclusive  character, 
Se  went  so  far  as  to  make  it  a  reproach 
to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Hartington)  who 
90ved  the  Amendment,  that  he  is  a  mem- 
bfir  of  that  **  territorial  aristocracy*'  of 
irbieh  be  (the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exche- 
^Der)  has  been  so  great  an  advocate.  But 
(ecollect  that  in  choosing  men  from  theop- 
piMHte  party  there  is  this  great  facility, — 
|l  ii»  compared  with  this  bide  of  tho  House, 
aoDposed  more  entirely  of  one  class,  name- 
1/9  that  of  landed  proprietors;  there  are  in 
itaraoka  distinguished  lawyers  and  somo  re- 
preaentalives  of  commerce,  but  hardly  any 
inanafaoturers.  It  has  a  far  greater  num- 
bor  of  men  of  leisure,  who  can  give  their 
ilbqjl^.liine  to  political  affairs,  than  we  have 


on  this  side.  On  this  side  of  the  House, 
composed  to  a  certain,  though  less  degree 
of  the  same  elements,  we  have  many  gen- 
tlemen at  the  head  of  enormous  establish- 
ments; they  would  laugh  at  you  if  you  pro- 
posed to  them  to  give  up  their  business  to 
take  office.  Then,  again,  does  not  this 
very  fact  produce  an  independence  of 
thought  and  action  on  this  side  that  does 
not  exist  on  the  other  ?  There  arc  differ- 
ences on  both  sides;  hut  on  ours  they  have 
more  scope.  This  adds  to  the  difficulty  of 
combination.  But,  at  tho  same  time,  I 
should  he  sorry  to  see  any  Government 
commit  anything  like  a  dereliction  of  prin- 
ciple for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  support. 
But  bo  tlio  causes  what  they  may,  it  may 
be  said  that  the  result  is  that  among  their 
supporters  the  opposite  party  finds  greater 
facilities  for  carrying  on  the  Government. 
That  is  true  if  the  numbers  of  the  two 
parties  are  equal.  Whether  our  numbers 
are  equal  will  be  tested  by  the  division.  'I 
do  not  think  wo  shall  get  from  it  what  may 
be  called  a  strong  Government ;  many  la- 
ment that;  they  say  parties  are  broken  up, 
and  that  is  lamented  also,  without  recog- 
nizing the  causes.  Though  some  political 
question  may  bring  masses  in  the  House 
together,  yet  the  tendency  on  both  sides  is 
to  break  up  the  old  lines  of  party.  You 
will  never  get  a  strong  Government  in  that 
sense ;  nor  do  I  think  we  want  a  strong 
Government  in  the  sense  tho  country  did 
formerly.  Then  society  was  weak,  and 
a  strong  Government  was  necessary  to  re- 
press and  guide  it :  now  society  is  strong 
and  dominates  the  Government  set  over  it. 
You  may  have  a  Government  weak  from  its 
composition,  or  weak  from  want  of  support; 
I  see  no  prospect  of  having  a  Government 
that  will  not  be  weak  from  want  of  support; 
but  I  think  I  see  my  way  to  having  a  Go- 
vernment strong  by  its  composition.  That 
is  my  justification  of  the  vote  I  intend  to 
give  to-night.  In  what  I  have  said  I  hope 
1  have  not  given  offence  to  any  one  ;  I  feel 
great  respect  for  many  individuals  who  be- 
long to  the  other  party,  and  for  some  who 
arc  sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  [Laugh- 
ter,] It  is  nothing  to  laugh  at ;  I  hope  we 
have  not  come  to  the  times  when  a  warm 
friendship  cannot  he  felt  for  a  political  op- 
ponent, when  distinguished  by  character  and 
attainments.  As  to  the  result  of  this  con- 
test, if  we  aro  beaten,  I  shall  cheerfully 
acquiesce  in  tho  decision  of  the  House, 
nay,  shall  rejoice  to  find  that  the  Executive 
in  whose  hands  the  affairs  of  the  country 
are  placed  have  been  strengthened  hy  tho 
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diviBion.  If,  on  the  oilier  baud,  the  Go- 
vernment shall  be  in  a  minority  we  shall 
have  great  difficulty  in  forming  a  Govern- 
ment on  this  side  of  tho  House.  Our  num- 
bers arc  not  large.  We  shall  be  exposed 
to  tho  opposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  wo  all  know  how  ho  car- 
ries on  war.  But  I  trust  in  that  case  that 
the  patriotism  and  the  good  sense  (;f  the 
country  would  come  to  our  aid.  Which- 
ever party  is  in  power  I  trust  that  they 
may  at  any  rate  bring  to  a  successful  issue 
the  two  great  questions  that  are  now  be- 
fore the  public — that  they  may  conclude 
that  domestic  question  which  threatens  to 
tear  open  the  old  wounds  of  society  which 
years  ago  were  healed  by  the  first  Reform 
Bill,  and,  that  they  will  be  able  to  restore 
peace  to  Europe,  and  restore  it  in  a  manner 
which  shall  show  that  we  at  any  rate  in 
free  England  have  not  forgotten  that 
there  is  a  people  that  is  struggling  for 
freedom. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who   had  just  sat  down  had 
frankly   and   fairly   admitted   the  justice 
of  tho  sentence   of  ostracism  which  had 
been    passed    on    the    Feel    party ;    and 
looking  to  the   conduct  of  the  Coalition 
Cabinet  ho  (Mr.  Bcntiuck)  thought  that 
sentence    ought    to    be    perpetual  —  and 
it  was  because  one  of  the  objects  of  this 
Amendment   was   to    remove   it   that   ho 
should    vote   against   it.     They   on    that, 
(the  Ministerial)  side  of  tho  House,  had 
been  taunted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other   side   with   the  silence   during   this 
debate  of  those  who  supported  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government — a  silence  which 
they  said  had  been  imposed  upon  them  by 
the  Government.     He  was  not  in  the  se- 
crets of  Her  Majesty's  Government,   hut 
he  certainly  was  not  aware  that  any  effort 
had  been  made  to  restrain  the  oratorical 
powers  of  hon,  ^Members  on  tho  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  upon  tho  first  night  of 
the  debate,  neither  had  he  heard  such  a 
thing   whispered   in   the   lobby ;    and   he 
would  further  say  that  had  such  an  inti- 
mation been  made  to  him  he  should  have 
disregarded  it.     The  fact  of  their  having 
remained  silent  on  the  first  night  was  to 
be  explained — and  he  said  it  in  no  spirit 
of  discourtesy  to  Gentlemen  opposite — by 
the  statement  that  they  had  heard  nothing 
which  called  for  a  reply  ;    and  unless  a 
person  had    come    down    with  a    speech 
ready  cut  and  dried  for  the  purpose,  it  was 
impoBBible  to  find  anything  in  what  had 
been  said  whereon  to  hang  a  speech  on 
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that  side  of  the  House.     The  argument 
which  had  been  put  forward  by  Members 
of  the  Opposition  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment appeared  to  him  for  the  most  part 
to  furnish  the  strongest  possible  reasons 
against  it.    Tho  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for   Cork  (Serjeant  Deasy)  had   told  the 
House  that  the  Government  had  failed  m 
all  their  measures,  and  asked  what  confi- 
dence they  could  have  in  such  a  Govern- 
ment.    It  was  not  his  province  to  defend 
Her  Majesty's   Government  —  they  were 
well  able  to  take  their  own  part.     Tbers 
had  been  acts  by  the  present  GovennDent 
since  they  came  into  office  which  be  de^ly 
lamented,  with  which  he  entirely  disagreed, 
and  which  were  to  him  a  source  of  the  ut- 
most political  regret ;    but  he  considered 
that  he  should  be  taking  a  most  imwin 
and  most  unjustifiable  conrse  if,  beesM 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govermaeiit 
having  been  such  on  one  or  two  occamni 
that  he  was  unable  to  support  or  coneor  in 
it,  he  were  at  once  to  join  in  supporting 
tlie  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord.     The 
House  had  to  ask  itself  in  case  it  assisted  m 
removing  Her  Majesty's  present  advisen, 
who  were  to  take  their  places,  and  what 
j  were  the  chances  of  a  strong  GoyemmeDt 
which  would  prove  of  practical  benefit  to 
the  country.     Tho  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Cork  had  said  it 
was  impossible  that  the  Government  could 
succeed  on  the  present  occasion  otherwiie 
than  by  the  smallest  possible  majority; 
and  so  far  as  he  could  guess  before  the 
division  actually  took  place,  supposing  the 
Government  to  have  a  majority,  it  would 
probably  be  a  very  small  one  ;  but  on  the 
other  hand,   he   anticipated  that  if  the 
adverse  Motion  were  successful,  it  wonld 
equally  bo  carried  by  an  extremely  small 
majority.     If  therefore  they  were  to  be 
told  that  the  present  Government  was  not 
fit  to  retain  office  because  their  probabk 
majority  would  be  of  such  a  limited  iia» 
ture,  what  prospect  had  they  of  a  strong 
Government  being  originated  by  the  Op- 
position, who  would  come  in  perhaps  bj  a 
majority  of  four  or  five  ?     The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  said  the  questioa 
to  bo  decided  was  whether  the  Adminis- 
tration of  one  of  the  greatest  countries  in 
the  world  was  or  was  not  deserving  of  the 
confidence  of  Parliament  and  the  oonntij. 
That  was  one  of  the  gravest  possible  ques- 
tions that  could  be  entertained ;  but  he 
repeated  that  there  was  another  qnestion 
which  must  also  be  answered  by  ere^f  OM 
wishing  to  give  a  conscientiona  toli  Mi 
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Aift  ptMDt,  namely — what  was  to  be  the 
OoTenineDt  that  was  to  succeed  that  now 
ia  idfee  iQ  the  event  of  the  Motion  of  the 
■oble  Lord  opposite  proving  saccessful? 
Aooording^  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Tiferton  the  present  Government,  if 
aOtwed  to  continue  in  office,  would  bo  the 
of  embroiling  the  country  in  foreign 
That  was  a  matter  of  speculation  on 
whiflb  he  felt  unable  to  pronounce  an  opin- 
imil.'bat,  judging  by  what  had  already 
takan  place,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Ihw^  policy  of  the  Government  had  been 
iMa,  Alridedy  manly,  and  straightforward 
«*-hmA  10  far  as  he  could  see,  there  was 
aoihhg  in  it  to  excite  apprehension  for 
Ida  Atma.   On  the  other  hand,  he  appeal- 
ai^taiha  House  and  to  the  country  to  say 
vkatbar  the  advent  to  office  of  the  noble 
Load  himself  was  likely  to  be  ref^arded  as 
a  ajBib<d  of  peace  to  Europe.   The  foreign 
paliaj  of  the  Government  had  been  dis- 
■nnod  at  a  singular  time  and  much  criti- 
«iHi  had  been  passed  on  Lord  Malmcs- 
tny'a  oonducty  the  admission  always  being 
Made  by  the  speakers  that  they  were  not 
ia  poflsession  of  the  means  by  which  they 
vwa  to  judge  of  what  his  conduct  had 
laally  been.    He  had  no  further  sources  of 
iaformation  than  were  open  to  other  hon. 
Oandemen  ;  but  he  felt  bound  to  say  that 
m  his  opinion  the  policy  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  head  of  the  Foreign  Office  had  been 
U  dispassionate,  and  manly — and  that 
if  he  had  had  difficulties  to  encounter,  they 
had  arisen  not  from  any  faults  of  his  own, 
hat  from  the  proceedings  of  the  country 
vilh  regard  to  homo  legislation,  and  by 
mat  of  proper  attention  to  the  defences  uf 
the  sountry.     Had  those  defences  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ashton  was  anxious, 
ha  believed,   to   sweep  away  altogether,  I 
bcea  in  the  condition  in  whicii  they  ought 
to  have  stood,  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
«f  the  Foreign  Office  might  fairly  have 
takea  a  different  tone  than  ho  had,  under 
the  eircumstanceSy  been  ablo  to  assume ; 
and  he  believed  it  quite  within  the  bounds 
if  poasibility  that,  had  he  been  able  to 
toke  BBch  a  tone  at  that  time,  the  conse- 
faenees  of  the  negotiations  with  which  he 
waa  entmsted  might  have  been  very  dif- 
iNtnt.     The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tiverton  said  the  present  Government  was 
weakened  for  the   purposes  of  home  le- 
Bilaftien  by  the  divisions  existing  among 
them*     He  should  like  to  know,  from  the 
spaeiaiena  they  had  had  during  the  debate, 
lAai  |PinD#pe€ts  of  unanimity  tiierc  were  in 
Ike  Oeveiofloent  that  was  to  follow.   What 


were   the  kind  of  discussions  that  were 
likely  to  take  place  between  Members  of 
the  new  Cabinet?     If  it  were  formed  it 
would  probably  include  the  noblo  Lord 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ashton. 
Would   they  see  them  talking  over  the 
last  occasion  on  which   that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  distinguished  himself  by 
upsetting  the   Government  of  the  noble 
Lord?     If  such  reminiscences  were  pro- 
ductive of  unanimity,  it  would  certainly 
be  most  remarkable.     The  noble  Lord  the 
Member   for  Tiverton,   speaking  in  that 
colloquial    tone    which   he  sometimes  as- 
sumed,  said  of  Ministers,  that  **  Those 
were  not  the  sort  of  men  to  be  on  the 
Treasury  Benches."    He  should  like  to 
know,  before  displacing  them,  what  sort  of 
men  were  they  to  have  in  their  stead.     In 
the  new  Government  which   was   to   be 
formed  they  would  probably  have  also  the 
services  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London ;  but  he  could  not  bring 
himself  to  believe  that  these  were  likely  to 
lead  to  the  stability  of  tho  Administration, 
or  to  the   benefit  of  the   public  service. 
Tho  noble  Lord  was  undoubtedly  a  most 
un/ortunate  statesman:  he  had  been  once 
for  six  years  at  the  head  of  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment, the  fate  of  which  was  that  it 
died  a  natural  death  from  want  of  adminis- 
trative energy.     The  noble  Lord  had  at 
various  times  attempted  to  bring  forward 
measures  that  had  not  met  the  approbation 
of  the  country  or  of  that  House  ;  and  yet 
the  noble  Lord  now  claimed  to  be  the  only 
man   in  the  IIousc  who  had  a  right   to 
originate  those  measures.     His  great  ob- 
jection, however,  to  tho  noble  Lord  was, 
that  he  was  more  likely  than  any  man  to 
add  to  the  discord   and   confusion  which 
must  necessarily  characterize  the  new  Go- 
vernment.    There  was  hardly  any  great 
question  which  had  engaged  the  attention 
of  Parliament  for  tho  last  thirty  years  with 
which  he  had  not,  in  common  parlance, 
played  fast  and  loose.     The  noble  Lord  in 
early  life  was  a  zealous  Reformer ;  then 
he  became  in  favour  of  finality — "finality" 
was  his  mutto  so  long  as  he  remained  in 
office  ;  but  when  he  took  his  seat  on  the 
Opposition  Benches  he  became  a  strenuous 
advocate   of   reform.      The    noble  Lord, 
therefore,  was  not  likely  to  give  stability 
to  tho  incoming  Government.     Then  there 
was  another  section  of  public  men  who, 
looking  at  their  past  career,  would  greatly 
benefit  the  country  by  remaining  out  of 
office.    As  regarded  tho  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  lor  Carlisle,  he  could  only  say 
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that  be  was  unablo  to  hail  his  advent  to 
oflSoe  OB  likely  either  to  conduce  to  tho 
harmony  of  the  Governmcat  of  which  ho 
was  a  Member,  or  to  the  maiiitennce  of 
that  state  of  things  and  the  upliolding  of 
those  principles  which  he  (Mr.  Bentinok) 
wished  to  see  carried  out.  But  he  had  yet 
to  mention  the  most  important  personage 
of  all — the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  who,  for 
many  years  past  had  been  a  most  deter- 
mined political  opponent  of  his  future  col- 
leafirues.  Of  tho  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Tiverton  he  had  spoken  in  the  strongest 
terms  that  Parliamentary  courtesy  would 
allow  ;  and  only  tho  previous  night  he  had 
awowed  his  determination  neither  to  praise 
the  noble  Lord  nor  to  retract  anything  that 
he  had  ever  said.  It  was  quite  clear  from 
the  present  state  of  parties  that  the 
Amendment  could  never  be  carried,  nor  a 
Liberal  Administration  expect  to  survive, 
without  the  cordial  support  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham.  He  (Mr.  Ben- 
tinok) did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  was  to  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  new  Cabinet,  but  if  they  knew 
anything  of  that  hon  Gentleman,  they  knew 
that  he  was  not  likely  to  give  to  the  present 
Motion  his  support  without  a  sufficient 
guarantee  that  the  incoming  Government 
would  carry  out  a  policy  consistent  with 
the  views  which  he  himself  espoused. 
With  these  conflicting  opinions — with  these 
powerful  elements  of  disagreement — how 
was  it  possible  that  the  Liberal  Adminis- 
tration could  go  on  working  with  any  hope 
of  cordiality,  or  any  likelihood  of  beneficial 
results?  Neither  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton  nor  tho  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  had  conde- 
scended to  enlighten  them  as  to  the  nature 
of  their  future  policy — they  had  carefully 
abstained  from  stating  how  these  difiicuU 
ties  were  to  be  removed  ;  but  it  was  the 
duty  of  that  House,  before  coming  to  a 
decision  on  tho  Amendment,  to  inquire  not 
only  what  that  policy  was  to  be,  but  whether 
the  principles  of  tho  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton,  or  tho  principles  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  were  to  be 
in  tho  ascendant.  One  very .  remarkable 
assertion  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham.  Ho  said  that  if  the 
present  Government  had  drifted  this  coun- 
try into  war — if  by  their  mismanagement 
they  had  permitted  this  country  to  become 
involved  in  its  consequences — that  might 
have  been  a  fair  ground  for  a  vote  of  no 
I  .     Wbjy  if  the  object  of  the 


hon.  Member  had  been  to  describe  in  the 
most  accurate  terms  the  precise  conduct 
and  exact  proceeding,  the  whole  history  in 
fact  of  the  Coalition  Government,  he  could 
not  have  done  it  bettor !  That  was  pre- 
cisely what  they  did  ;  and  they  not  only 
allowed  the  country  to  drift  into  a  war,  but 
having  well  embarked  in  that  war,  their 
subsequent  conduct  was  characterized  by 
such  gross  mismanagement  that  thousands 
of  men  and  millions  of  money  wero  wasted 
and  sacrificed  to  official  incompetency.  A 
hopeless  want  of  administrative  ability 
characterized  the  British  Government  oi 
that  day,  best  known  as  the  CoaliUon 
Government;  and  to  recall  that  Administra- 
tion to  office,  with  even  less  advantsges 
than  it  thou  possessed  was,  in  his  opinion, 
to  play  a  most  dangerous  game.  Ho 
did  not  think  there  wore  five  men  in  this 
country  who  would  not  tell  them  that  it 
was  the  first  duty  of  the  Government  to 
attend  to  the  defences  of  the  country.  He 
admitted  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Tiverton  had  always  been,  in  theory  it 
least  if  not  in  practice,  one  of  the  ablest 
supporters  of  tho  defences  of  the  country ; 
and  although  under  his  administration  they 
had  been  allowed  to  dwindle  away  to  a 
considerable  extent,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
he  would  now  keep  up  our  defences.  But 
what  was  he  to  do  with  a  Cabinet  in  which 
every  element  of  strength  must  be  derived 
from  the  presence  of  one,  two,  or  three  mem- 
bers who  were  the  direct  friends,  support- 
ers, and  upholders  of  the  opinions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.  Did  the  no- 
ble Lord  believe  that  they  would  recant  all 
they  had  said,  and  sanction  the  large  oa^ 
lay  required  for  the  national  defences! 
Beforo  displacing  the  present  Government 
the  House  ought  to  know  how  that  impor- 
tant question  on  which  the  welfare  of  the 
country  depended  was  to  be  dealt  with  by 
a  new  Cabinet.  He  believed  that  anj  Go- 
vernment which  attempted  to  tamper  or 
temporise  with  that  question  would  be 
speedily  ejected  from  office  with  the  nna- 
ninious  consent  of  the  whole  country.  How 
did  the  hon.  Member  fur  Birmingham  re- 
concile the  maintenance  of  our  commercial 
prosperity  with  the  deterioration  of  our 
naval  defences'^  Our  commercial  sacceas 
was  coeval  with  and  dependent  upon  onr 
maritime  supremacy,  and,  the  moment  ifc 
became  evident  to  foreign  nations  that  we 
were  unablo  to  maintain  that  supremacj, 
that  moment  our  commercial  existence 
ceased  and  England  sank  into  a  third-rate 
Power.  Yet,  with  this  ataring  them  io  the 
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fkce,  they  were  invited  to  restore  to  office 
a  GoTernment  the  leading  Members  of 
which  were  prepared  to  odvooAte  the  de- 
■truetion  of  that  £01*60  on  which  our  posi- 
tion as  a  nation  depended.  He  would  ap- 
peal to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seriour-ly 
to  consider  whether  they  would  continue 
ia  office  a  Cabinet  agninst  which  no  distinct 
charge  had  been  preferred,  or  if  preferred 
certainly  not  proved,  or  whether  they 
woold  bring  into  power  a  Government 
whicli  mast  bo  composed  of  elements  so 
diM^ordaot,  so  utterly  inharmonious,  that  it 
votM  bo  iaipossible  for  them  to  work  to- 
gether except  for  the  destruction  of  all  the 
beat  ioterests  of  the  country. 

Mm.  dandy  SEYMOUR  said,  that 
this  was  not  the  first  time  they  had  been 
toM  that  if  there  wore  to  bo  a  change  of 
Goremment  the  sun  of  England  would  set 
for  ever;  but  this  country  had  existed  and 
proapered  through  Liberal  Administrations 
before,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  it  would 
de  so  again.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  said 
that  tliniughuut  this  debate  there  had  been 
BOthing  for  them  to  answer.  He  asked  them, 
then,  to  give  a  good  reason  why  the  ma- 
jority should  sit  upon  the  Opposition  Benches 
while  the  Treasury  Benches  were  oecupitnl 
bf  the  minority?  The  only  hope  that  the 
Oovemment  had  was  in  tho  dissensions  of 
Ibe  Opposition,  which  they  had  been  doing 
everything  in  their  power  to  foment ;  but 
if  the  Ministerialists  could  ogree,  why  also 
•bould  not  the  Opposition?  If  they  did, 
tbey  were  a  mnjority,  and  according  to 
CMfttitutionnI  precedent  they  ought  to  sit 
ipoB  the  other  side  of  the  House.  If  Eng- 
laaA  ever  sunk  to  be  a  third-rate  Power,  it 
eoddonly  be  by  for<;ettin^  her  own  consti- 
taCional  precedents,  and  allowing  a  Govern- 
acnt  in  an  avowed  minority  to  conduct 
bar  affairs.  Turning  to  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  Government,  there  was  a  general 
fading  out  of  doors  that  the  leaning  of  the 
present  Government  was  towards  Austria, 
aad  that  there  was  some  colour  for  that 
BDpposition.  Austria  was  connected  with 
the  Pope  and  with  the  extreme  section  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Why  was 
tbebon.  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Bowyer) 
10  enthusiastic  in  praiso  of  the  Govern- 
nent  hat  because  he  thought  that  they  were 
IB  favoar  of  Austria  and  of  that  mcdisoval 
tcj  which  she  wished  to  see  carried  out 
Italy  ?  Why  was  it  that  the  late  King 
of  Naples  was  in  favour  of  them  last  year? 
And  how  was  it  that  they  boasted  last 
year  that  they  could  settle  tho  affair  of  the 
CugUria  muoh  sooner  than  the  Govern- 
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ment  that  preceded  them,  because  they 
were  tho  friends  of  King  Bomba  ?  The 
Tory  party  of  England  had  always  been  in 
favour  of  absolute  government.  Before 
they  changed  thsir  name  to  Conservative 
they  were  opposed  to  every  change  which 
had  occurred  in  the  world  for  the  last  100 
years.  On  principle  they  had  always  sympa- 
thized with  despotism  throughout  Europe. 
[**  Oh!"]  If  he  were  wrong  in  saying  so, 
it  would  be  because  this  debate  proved  that 
they  had  no  principles  at  all.  Nothing 
could  be  more  inconsistent  than  their  con- 
duct in  ofHce  and  out  of  office ;  the  mea- 
sures which  they  had  passed  since  they 
had  been  in  otfice  were  measures  which 
they  would  have  opposed  in  Opposition. 
Every  triumph  of  which  they  boasted  was 
a  desertion  of  their  principles,  and  instead 
of  a  credit  was  a  disgrace  to  them.  Did 
they  mean  to  say  that  in  passing  the  Jew 
Bill,  or  in  offering  to  lower  the  borough 
franchise,  they  were  consistent  ?  At  a 
time  when  their  leader.  Lord  Derby,  used 
his  powerful  eloquence  to  brand  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Melbourne  for  an  ab- 
sence of  principle,  tho  noble  Lord  said 
they  were  ''Ministers,  but  he  could  hardly 
call  them  a  Government.*'  The  words 
which  Lord  Derby  used  in  moving  the 
vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  1841  were 
applicable  to  the  present  Government  now. 
He  was  happy  to  say  that  the  dissen- 
sions of  tho  Liberal  party  were  healed. 
All  had  had  to  give  up  something,  as  all 
parties  must  who  wished  to  remain  parties 
and  not  small  factions.  The  basis  of 
party  must  be,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham,  the  average  of 
opinion  of  all  its  mombers.  Upon  that 
basis  the  Liberal  party  were  agreed,  and 
their  agreement  would  lead  not  only  to 
their  accession  to  power,  but  to  their  suc- 
cessful conduct  of  the  Government  after- 
wards. As  to  the  war,  he  earnestly  trusted 
that  neutrality  would  be  preserved.  It 
was  impossible  for  this  country  to  sympa- 
thize witn  Austria,  although  the  war  was 
unjustifiable  on  the  part  of  France  and 
Sardinia.  There  was  no  doubt  that  Aus* 
tria  had  checked  the  progress  of  both  Ger- 
many and  Italy.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
the  Concordat  was  a  most  retrograde  step. 
Austria  had  bound  herself  hand  and  foot 
to  the  Pope  so  completely,  that  the  whole 
education  of  the  people  was  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Jesuits.  Not  a  classic  could 
be  read  in  an  Austrian  school  without  their 
previous  permission  ;  not  a  play  could  be 
represented  at  Vienna  without  the  sano- 
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tion  of  the  ArchbiBhop  of  that  city.  They 
knew  the  state  of  Italy  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  long  and  frequent  complaints  on  the 
part  of  all  the  great  Powers  of  Europe, 
and  Austria  had  for  twenty- five  years  pre- 
vented the  Pope  yielding  those  reibrms 
which  were  now  about  to  be  carried  rt  the 
point  of  the  bayonet.  If  Austria  had  been 
a  liberal  Power  it  was  impossible  to  esti- 
mate the  amount  of  good  she  might  hayo 
effected  in  Eastern  and  Southern  Europe. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  they  could  not 
sympathize  with  Sardinia,  which,  instead 
of  trusting  to  the  peaceable  development 
of  events,  had  done  everything  for  years 
to  get  her  present  powerful  ally  to  assist 
her  in  her  ambitious  projects.  It  would  be  a 
Bad  termination  of  the  war  if  the  Constitu- 
tion of  Sardinia,  now  suspended,  should  be 
extinguished,  and  an  absolutism,  with  the 
democratic  power  of  the  people  vested  in 
one  individual,  as  in  France,  substituted  in 
its  place.  As  they  could  not  sympathize 
with  either  side,  he  hoped  they  would 
maintain  neutrality.  But  in  the  present 
critical  state  of  the  south  of  Germany,  they 
might  hear  any  day  of  armies  marching 
across  the  Rhine.  They  knew  that  there 
was  a  certain  pact  between  Russia  and 
France.  If  the  Germans  crossed  the  Rhine 
we  could  not  sympathize  with  Germany ; 
but  if  Germany  were  attacked  by  France 
and  Russia,  for  any  fanciful  projects  of 
dividing  German  territory,  there  would  be 
a  very  strong  feeling  in  England  in  favour 
of  Germany  as  an  oppressed  Power.  The 
contingency  might  happen  :  and,  therefore, 
all  parties  must  be  desirous  to  have  our 
naval  and  military  establishments  undimi- 
nished. There  was  also  the  contingency 
of  England  being  invaded.  They  had  al- 
ways found  the  Emperor  of  the  French  ob- 
serve good  faith  towards  this  country  ;  but 
there  was  no  doubt  that  monarch  had  broken 
pledges.  Before  the  coup  d*6tat  he  wrote 
assunng  letters  to  the  National  Assembly, 
which  be  suppressed  two  days  afterwards. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  complain  if  that 
circumstance  was  still  remembered,  and  if 
suspicions,  as  to  his  real  intentions,  still 
lingered  in  many  minds.  We  should  be 
in  a  safer  position  if  our  popalation  was 
armed  than  if  we  remained  in  our  present 
unarmed  condition,  and  hon.  Members  need 
not  fear  that  a  change  of  Government 
wonid  lead  to  the  neglect  of  defensive  pre- 
parations. 

Caftaik  VERNON  said,  he  should  not 
Um  m^  wlulst  so  many  hon.  Members 
wmii^lnidolisl^  except 


for  the  fact  that  ho  had  a  little  infonnation 
to  give  to  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side, 
and  particularly  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  James  Graham),  and  the 
lion.  Member  for  Dovonport  (Mr.  Wilson), 
who,  indeed,  were  not  now  present  in  their 
places,   but  who  he  had   no  doubt  iroold 
hear  by  other  means  what  he  had  to  com- 
municate within  the  next  twenty-four  hours. 
The  subject  on  which  he  was  about  to  give 
information  he  should  not  have  considered 
of  great   importance  except  for   the  fact 
that  those  Gentlemen  to  whom  he  had  re- 
ferred had  dragged  it  into  the  debate  by 
the  hair  of  the  head.     It  was  the  case  d 
the  Cunard  line  to  which  he  referred.    The 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  Lad  placed 
the  matter  before  the  House    in  an  in- 
vidious position.     The  hon.    Member  for 
Devon  port  stated  that  the  contract  bad 
been  made  contrary  to  all  preoedeat,  sad 
insinuated  that  it  was  made  for  tbo  pv- 
pose  of  jobbery.     The  right  hon.  ^lember 
for  Carlisle,  with  that  intrepidity  of  a88e^ 
tion  for  which  ho  was,  not  without  a  ce^ 
tain   amount   of  celebrity,    went    so  fir 
as  to  say  that  the  money  had  been  ex- 
pended in  huge  gigantic  bribery — a  bribeiy 
of  all  the  Members  for  the  west  of  Ireland, 
In  the  course  of  his  speech  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Birmingham  had  alluded  to  a  pe^ 
son  sent  to  oppose  his  election,  and  bad 
termed   him  a  *•  wandering  politician  ; " 
but  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  had 
not  always  sat  for  Carlisle,  nor  had  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport  always  sat  for 
Devonport.     It  might  be  that  they  in  the 
courso  of  their  political  travels  might  pre* 
sent  themselves  at  the  western  side  of  irs- 
land,  in  search  of  a  constituency,  and  shonld 
they  do  so  ho  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  they  would  speedily  discover  that  they 
were  **  not  the  men  for  Galway, "   The  hoDk 
Member  for  Devonport  had  given  them  to 
understand  that   there  was   no  precedent 
for  that  which  he  had  denounced.    Now,  in 
I80I  Lord  Jocelyn's  Committee  sat,  and 
of  that  Committee  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devonport  was  one.     The  Committee  was 
appointed  so  consider  the  mode  of  arrang* 
ing  the  postal  communication  with  India  t 
and  they  came  to  a  distinct  understandintf 
that   there  should  be  two  lines  of  postd 
communication  with  India,  and  that  those 
two  lines  should  not  be  given  to  the  same 
parties.     One  line  was  in  the  possession  of 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company,  and 
the  other   line  was  competed  for  by  the 
Eastern  Steam  Navigation  Company.    In 
defiance  of  the  recommendation  -tt   the 
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GemnitlM,  the  Meond  line  of  comraunica- 
tioa  VM  given  to  the  Peninsular  and 
Orfental  Omnpftnj,  And  they  tlieii  had  a 
amopolT  of  tbe  East  Indian  postal  coni- 
amiefttion,  except  a  Bmall  lino  held  bj 
tba  Eiit  India  Company  between  Aden 
■od  Bombftj.  The  Company  afterwards 
t  line,  and  it  tras  expected  it 
be  put  up  to  competition,  and  some 
I  hu  anked  to  be  allonreil  to  tender 
Jbr'H;  they  ftmnd  however  that  it  had 
dhttdy  been  given  to  the  Peninsular  and 
Olhfetal  Company.  He  did  not  charge 
Wi  M  a  job  i  but  why  should  the  hon. 
OeidiiiKn  ohargo  the  present  Government 
■ilk  >  job  in  the  Conard  case  ?  He  nccer 
nnfcDted  hearing  that  the  hon.  Uember 
i^  Davenport  was  deficient  in  memory; 
IIh  km.  Oenilemau  observed  and  recol- 
IMfed  Ter7  well  the  acts  of  others  ;  and 
tlnifi'i'i  it  was  to  be  assumed  that  he 
kiBW  and  recollected  his  own  acts.  Now, 
Alt  were  the  facts  in  reference  to  the 
fat  Iram  Aden  to  Bombay  ?  The  Genlle- 
MD  who  wanted  to  get  this  line  from 
Aden  to  Bombay  communicated  with  the 
Aaneellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  asked 
ftrm  intertiew,  and  received  the  following 

-fy— 

"Downing  Street,  Dec. 8,  1S53. 
*flir,— Tbe   Chancellor  of  tlio    t^clioquer  Je- 
AmoW  to  inform  jou,  in  r«plj  to  your  letter 
teidtbe  llthof  October,  but  wbkli  onl.v  arrived 
■  Downing  Street  on  the  Stii  instant,  tbat  no  iiiti- 
■illoa  haa  jet  been  convoyed  (o  biiii  on  tlie  part 
<f  tl«  Eaat  India  Company  ot  tbcir  intention  to 
dndsn  Um  line  of  Bteam  cornmunicstioii  lictween 
tim  aad  Bcmbsy,  and  in  tliiH  statu  of  tlio  ques- 
''iK.he  would  Im  mucli  oblig^-ii  if,   iircvious  to 
I  interview  witli  bim,  you  woulil  have  the 
to  bvoar  him  witb  nn  outline  of  your 
the  subject  in  writing. 
"I  have  tho  lionour,  4c., 
,'^M.  HoJroyd,  Ksq,"   R.  W.  WiLuiunAu." 

lb,  Holroyd  accordingly  wroto  in  onstvcr : 
"70,  Cornhill,  Dec.  14,  1834. 
'-Hrj^When  tho  formpr  conlmoti  for  t)io  car- 
di|s  of  tbe  mails  in  tho  Kaitem  bobs  wcro  about 
Hi^jn^  I  had  in  deputation  tavcral  tbios  ocoa- 
dn  te  asaet  Sir  Cbarlos  Wood,  the  then  Chancd- 
'-  *  '*  e  Exchequer,  who  invariably  stated  to  us 
a  question  for  the  contracts  for  the  esr- 
P  the  mnila   rvstcd  entirely  with  liim  an 

lUor  of  the  E^sehequcr,"  nnd  -Sir  Ch.irlca 

^^A.^^reised  that  authority  by  giving  all  tho 
•MHti  for  tho  carringa  of  tbe  mails  to  the  I'en- 
^SrHid  Oriental  Company,  much  to  the  disap- 
ftHSmat   of   tho  mercantile  and   Indian  com< 

'l'*'Vi^  tfaaroibre,  it  became  known  that  tho 
^/aL  ^JiB  CoEDpany  were  about  to  abaadoo  (ho 
IM,  lijtiiMn  Aden  and  Bombay  thi>  niurcantilc 
ttm^Stf  felt  that  an  opportunity  waa  now  ot- 
flMftfr'««npetition  in  the  Eastern  scan,  and  a 
Mbidl)fctnKisbla  for  carrying  out  the  recorded 


^", 


opinion  of  the  ccmmiiaionan  on  the  oootraet 
pocket  aerciee  for  tbo  oatabltihmant  of  ■  liue  viA 
Trieste.  Fcciing  satisfied  tlmt  the  matter  rcall; 
rested  with  you,  I  took  tbo  liberty  of  soliciting  an 
interview.  The  reply  lo  my  letter  trom  your  Se- 
eretarjF,  Mr.  Wilbraham,  dated  ttia  8th  inst.,  statea 
that  no  intimation  bad  aa  yet  IjeoQ  conveyed  to 
you  on  the  port  of  tbe  Kost  India  Company,  of 
their  intention  to  ahandoD  the  lino  of  steam  com- 
munication  between  Aden  and  Bombay  ;  and  that, 
in  that  state  of  tho  question,  you  would  be  glad  ta 
have  an  outline  of  my  vinwi  in  writing  provions 

"  Tou  will,  therefore,  I  um  euro,  bo  equally  sur- 
prised with  myself  to  find  tliat,  without  your  know- 
ledge, a  contraot  has  been  virtually  concluded  with 
the  Feninaubir  and  Oriental  Company  for  the  oar- 
riago  of  tho  mails  between  Aden  and  Bombay  of 
that  portion  oi  tho  line  abandoned  by  the  East 
India  Company,  thus  giving;  the  Peninsular  aod 
Oriental  Company  n  complete  monopoly  of  the 
Indian  nnd  China  Seas.  This  information  I  had 
from  &1r.  Wilson,  the  Secretory  to  the  TreaiofT 
this  morning ;  and  from  what  he  told  me  it 
n-ould  npfwar  to  be  uselcu  in  my  troubling  you 
with  my  views  on  tho  subject,  since  be  stated 
the  arrangement  to  have  been  cnnelnded  a  fort- 
night ago,  and  thcrefbre  just  one  week  before  the 
date  of  your  Scorolary's  letter  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  and  from  which  it  it  quite  evident  that 
tills  arrangement  baa  been  entered  into  quite  un- 
known to  you.  1  may  bo  permitted  to  stale  short- 
ly that  a  company  has  been  formed  in  the  City 
ready  to  give  tho  pablio  tho  beaaflt  of  an  additional 
route  vui  Trioate,  at  a  speed  very  superior  to  that 
promised  by  tbo  Peninsular  and  Oriental,  namely, 
twenty-one  days  to  Bombay,  and  the  memorials  in 
my  posseiBJon  irom  the  City  of  London,  of  Liver- 
pool and  Manchester,  and  Halifni!,  of  which  1  on- 
close  copies,  will  allow  the  feeling  of  the  trnda  on 
the  subjeet. 

"Ihave,  ie.,  "  Tnos.  Holbotd. 

"  Uight  IIou.  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Eicbequer." 

llow  the  hon.  Member  could  after  this  saj 
that  there  was  no  prcccdcut  for  such  a 
thiug  as  tho  Cunard  arrangement,  seemed 
to  him  to  be  wonderful.  Tho  hon.  Member 
for  Dcvonport  charged  tho  Government  with 
unduly  influencing  the  elections.  He  pro- 
nounced to  tho  House  a  Jeremiad  respect- 
ing the  manner  in  which  ho  hud  been 
treated  at  Devouport,  and  ho  so  depicted 
his  griefs  that  ho  (Captain  Vernon)  expect- 
ed to  see  "  the  big  tears  rolling  down 
,  his  innocent  nose." 

I  "  A  fellow  fueling  niakea  us  wondrous  kind  :" 
I  hail  he  done  so  ho  {Captain  Vernon)  could 
'  havo  mingled  his  tears  in  the  same 
bottle  ;  for  lie  had  in  times  gone  by  con- 
tested Chatham  against  the  Government, 
and  it  might  bo  readily  imagiucd  tliat  the 
iion.  Member  and  himself  had  been  tarred 
with  the  same  brush.  In  reference  to  elec- 
tions, it  WHS  the  onaicst  thing  in  the  world 
to  make  charges  in  every  possible  direction. 
Tho  right  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  had 
given  them  to  understand  thai  a  large  sum 
[Third  Sight. 
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of  monej  had  been  paid  by  a  nobleman  on 
the  Conservative  side,  with  the  view  of  that 
money  being  employed  for  political  pur- 
poses. He  said  at  first  £20,000,  then 
£10,000,  then  £o,000,  and  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  eventually  '*  shadowed"  it  away 
altogether ;  but  at  all  events  the  state- 
ment left  behind  it  a  sting.  The  right 
hon.  Member  said  that  there  was  an  im- 
proper interference  with  the  elections  ;  but 
did  he  not  know  that  that  which  was 
charged  against  one  side  of  the  House  was 
also  chargpd  against  the  other?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Deasy)  when  speaking  the  other  night  in  his 
excitcmonty  **bonneted"  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London,  and  the  rijuht  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  was  morally  '*  bonnet- 
ing" the  noble  Lord  when  ho  charged  the 
noble  Earl  with  subscribing  money  for  the 
elections.  Similar  things  to  those  said  of  the 
noble  Earl  had  been  said  of  Gentlemen 
closely  connected  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London.  But  ho  (Captain 
Vernon)  did  not  believe  that  such  things 
ever  took  place  or  over  could.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  gave 
them  to  understand  that  bribery  extended 
among  all  sorts  and  conditions  of  men.  Ho 
did  not  say  whether  he  left  out  his  own  par- 
ticular friends ;  but  if  Bribery  were  a 
goddess  it  would  appear  that  she  had  served 
out  a  certain  amount  of  poetical  justice  to 
the  hon.  Member,  for  at  that  very  moment 
whilst  he  was  speaking,  petitions  were 
lodged  against  two  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers, immediate  relatives,  for  bribery. 
No  doubt  a  more  philanthropic  man  tlian 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  did 
not  exist,  and  no  doubt  the  feeling  extend- 
ed to  his  family  ;  and  doubtless  when  they 
contributed  their  specie  it  was  from  purely 
a  philanthropic  lovo  of  their  species. 
One  of  the  relatives  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  must  be  connected  with 
the  Humane  Society,  for  ho  believed 
he  had  actually  gone  to  the  extent  of 
paying  £20  for  a  cat— a  tolerably  large 
sum  for  a  four-legged  mousetrap.  They 
were  all  fresh  from  the  hustings  ;  and 
if  ever  there  was  a  time  when  the  con- 
stituencies of  the  kingdom  compelled 
candidates  to  be  explicit  and  give  things 
their  right  names,  and  call  a  spade  a  spade, 
it  was  now  ;  and  doubtless  the  people  of 
England  expected  that  at  that,  their  first 
deliberation,  they  would  carry  out  the  same 
straightforward  policy.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  thej  had  been  doing  in  their  debate? 


He  had  been  sitting  for  nights  *'  like  Pa« 
tience  on  a  monument"  not  smiling — bot 
listening,  not  to  the  great  question  before 
the  House,  but  to  matters  about  Austria, 
Germany,  Sardinia,  and  France,  and  all 
parts  of  the  habitable  globe;  but  the  great 
question  before  the  House  had  been  sys- 
tematically blinked,  except  that  now  and 
then  when  some  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  in 
a  high-spirited  tone  about  **  chivalry"  and 
*'  throwing  down  the  gauntlet"  and  other 
such  language,  which  made  liim  rejoice 
that  he  did  not  live  in  the  good  old  Irish 
times  when  that  sort  of  thing  ended  ia 
pistols  and  *'  wigs  on  the  Green.** 
What  was  this  Amendment,  stripped  of  its 
disguise  ?  Why  nothing  but  a  dcsperste 
determination  on  the  part  of  certain  Gfea- 
tlemeu,  who  had  been  cooling  their  fceels 
in  Opposition  once  more  to  warm  tWr 
backs  at  the  Treasurv  fire.  That  wists 
be  the  be-all  and  end-all  of  tliia  Amtod- 
ment,  the  letter  and  not  the  spiritof  whieh 
they  wero  called  upon  to  deludo  thcmselvci 
into  the  belief  that  they  were  taking  inte 
their  serious  consideration.  They  mighi 
deceive  themselves,  for  there  was  no  ds- 
cepti<m  so  easy  as  self-deception  ;  but  they 
could  not  deceivo  the  people  out  of  doors. 
They  had  too  fresh  in  their  recollection  tli6 
unhappy  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Oxford,  in  which  ho  sutfered  himself 
to  bo  victimised  by  his  friends,  and  sent  for* 
ward  like  a  scapegoat  bleating  into  the 
wilderness  in  expiation  of  the  sins  of  his 
party.  They  had  too  fresh  in  their  re> 
collection  the  factious  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London.  They  could  not  bo  deluded,  bot 
could  seo  at  once  what  must  be  the  plain 
and  distinct  object  of  the  Amendment. 
He  believed  that  the  thinking  part  of  the 
community  —  the  intelligence  that  gnided 
the  commerce  and  general  business  of  the 
country  —  were  sick  and  tired  of  seeing 
the  great  interest  of  the  country  jeoptiv 
dizcd,  and,  if  not  sacrificed,  at  least  post- 
poned to  the  miserable  question  as  to  who 
wero  or  who  were  not  to  hold  oflice,  and  be 
the  distributors  of  patronage.  There  was  a 
feeling  growing  up  throughout  the  land 
that  England  had  a  nobler  destiny  to  inlfii 
than  to  be  the  mere  pasture  ground  of  a 
political  clique.  The  interests  of  England 
and  of  her  people  would  always  be  para* 
mount  when  those  names  that  had  flourish- 
ed in  the  leading  columns  of  new^papers^ 
and  who  fancied  they  were  names  for  his- 
tory, would  be  swept  from  the  faoe  of  the 
earth.    Wo  hare  all  met  tiiis  feeliiifg  fiMa 
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to  hte  within  this  three  months  —  it 
irookl  one  day  make  itself  heard  in  a 
▼oioe  of  thnnder  if  its  discontented  mut- 
teringt  were  suffered  to  pass  unheeded 
low.  What  was  the  plain  and  unmis- 
tftkeable  object  of  this  Amendment?  Why, 
the  removal  of  Lord  Derby  from  power. 
[OKeen .]  lie  accepted  those  cheers,  and 
be  woold  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  why 
MHMild  Lord  Derby  he  removed  ?  Was  it, 
he  would  ask,  because  Lord  Derby  had 
Mgleoted  Beform,  as  did  the  Administra- 
Aen*  M  the  two  noble  Lords,  until  it  served 
Aeir  perpose  to  reproduce  it  as  a  politi- 
eid  iMking-horse  ?  Was  it  because  he 
had  mismanaged  the  foreign  relations  of 
lbs  tooimtry,  as  did  the  noble  Lord,  who 
leftred  himself  to  bo  cajoled,  nnd  flntter- 
ei^  end  out-manoeuvred  at  Vienna,  drift- 
ieif  the  country  into  a  sanguinary  and 
Mvege  war,  as  did  the  Administration  to 
#hum  the  noble  Lord  belonged  ?  Was  it 
heeeme  be  had  plunged  them  into  a  san- 
■eiiaary  war  with  China,  as  did  the  noble 
ViMSount,  that  cost  the  country  much 
trimey,  and  him  (Captain  Vernon)  his  seat? 
Was  it  because  he  had  submitted  to  na- 
tional humiliation,  as  did  the  noble  Vis- 
eeont,  and  which,  in  his  turn,  cost  him 
his  seat?  No,  none  of  these  circumstances 
aed  tnisdemeanonrs  could  be  laid  to  the 
iherge  of  Lord  Derby.  Then,  what  was 
Us  crime  ?  Why,  his  crime  was  that  he 
eitoopied  the  seat  coveted  by  the  noble 
htrOM  opposite,  the  filibustering  cry  of 
irilose  party  was  •*  war  at  any  price."  And 
who  was  to  be  their  future  lender  ?  Who 
toreign  upon  the  Treasury  ben 


"  Under  which  king,  Benzonian? 
Speak  or  die." 

W$M  Tiverton  to  do  suit  and  service  to 
Uadon,  or  was  London  to  be  dragged  at 
the  ehariot  wheels  and  through  the  mud  of 
Tiverton  ?  Who  was  to  be  Ego,  and  who 
was  to  be  Hex  mens?  Or  was  the  Premier 
ef  England  in  future  to  be  depicted  in  the 
iisperishable  pages  of  Punch  as  the  two 
Kfaigsof  6rentford,amicably8mellingatthe 
Bsnenosegay?  Or  was  a  third  clement  to  be 
iiSfiodoced  in  the  shape  of  the  hon.  Member 
fur  Birmingham  ?  And  was  the  Premier 
•f  England  in  the  good  time  coming  to  be 
ii  described  by  the  celebrated  Mrs.  Mala- 
plWp,  like  Mr.  Cerberus — three  gentlemen 
etoneo?  Poverty  made  people  acquainted 
with  strange  bed-fellows  ;  but  was  it  an 
iM|posBible  vision  that  would  vouchsafe  to 
Ihtai  the  probability  of  seeing  the  noble 
iNel  ikb  Member  for  the  City  and  the  noble 


Visconnt  the  Member  for  Tiverton  com- 
fortably tucked  up  under  the  blanket  of 
coalition,  with  the  hop.  Member  for  Bir^ 
mingham  ensconced  as  *'  bodkin"  between 
them. 

"  Could  such  things  be, 
And  OTercome  ns,  like  a  sammer  cload. 
Without  our  special  wonder  V* 

What  was  the  bond  of  union  between  this 
jchoice  triumvirate  ?  Was  it  peace  V  That 
was  not  the  vocation  of  the  noble  Viscount. 
Was  it  war?  That  was  against  every  feel- 
ing of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham. 
But  here  he  must  do  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  the  jus- 
tice to  say  that  he  appeared  to  have  a  bias 
both  ways,  for  whereas  he  formerly  drifted 
this  country  into  one  of  the  bloodiest  wars, 
that  made  England  like  Egypt  when  a  cry 
went  through  the  land,  for  in  every  honse 
there  lay  one  dead,  he  suddenly  became 
peaceful  and  deserted  his  party  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield,  who,  to  distingnish  him  from 
his  hon.  and  learned  colleague,  might  fairly 
be  called  the  gallant  Member  for  Sheffield. 
What,  then,  was  the  bond  of  union? — was 
it  the  ballot?  Why  they  all  knew  that  the 
ballot  was  a  stink  in  the  nostrils  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  thougli  it  was  a  sweet 
smelling  savour  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  And  here,  again,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
might  be  said  to  have  a  bias  both  ways— - 
for  whereas  formerly  he  eschewed  the  ballot 
latterly,  under  the  pressure  of  a  possible 
contest  for  the  City  of  London,  he  had 
been  induced  to  look  at  the  momentous 
question  with  very  modified  feelings. 
What  was  the  bond  of  union?  Was  it 
Reform  ?  He  believed  that  no  power 
upon  earth  would  induce  the  noble  Vis- 
count to  go  the  whole  length  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  ;  and  no 
power  on  earth  would  induce  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  to  stop  where 
the  noble  Viscount  stopped.  But  here, 
ar^ain,  he  must  do  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  the  jus- 
tice to  say  that  he  had  a  bias  both  ways; 
for  whereas  formerly  the  word  "finality" 
was  the  prefix  to  his  patronymic,  now  he 
was  prepared  to  dance  on  wherever  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  was  pleased 
to  fiddle.  He  would  call  on  hon.  Gentlemen 
op])Osite  who  were  Liberals  at  heart,  and 
not  merely  of  mouth — who  were  received 
tl)rouf;hout  the  len^rth  and  breadth  of  the 
land  as  the  champions  of  honest  Liberalism 
— to  destroy  the  proposed  Amendment^ 
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which  might  be  the  means  of  briDgiag  into 

power  men  whom  thej 

**'  nave  loarned  to  know,  and  knowing  to  distrust." 

He  called  on  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  who 
at  the  last  election  obtained  their  seats 
through  the  magic  potency  of  tho  noble 
Viscount's  name,  and  who  deserting  him 
in  his  utmost  need,  fled  from  him  like 
qaioksilvcr — he  called  on  them  to  recollect 
why  they  did  so  —  if  they  forgot  ho 
would  not  forget — and  to  resist  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  that  might  bring  his 
strong  indignation  back  into  power.  He 
called  on  those  hon.  Members  who  once 
banded  themselves  together,  and  thrust 
out  from  them  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London,  to  remember  why 
they  did  so — for  if  they  forgot  it,  he  would 
not — and  to  resist  this  Amendment,  that 
would  bring  back  his  strong  indignation 
into  power.  He  called  upon  them  to  re- 
collect the  terms  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  gibbeted  these  remark- 
able proceedings — **  Where  did  these  con- 
spirators meet — was  it  in  a  coal-hole  or 
in  a  sewer !  A  fit  receptacle  for  so  dirty 
a  transaction."  He  called  on  them  to 
recur  to  the  feelings  with  which  they  must 
have  heard  these  words,  and  resist  the 
Amendment,  that  might  bring  his  (Mr. 
Bright's)  scorn  and  indignation  to  power. 
He  called  on  those  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  marshalled  in  the  Conservative 
ranks,  to  recollect  that  this  Amendment 
was  not  directed  against  the  Conservative 
Ministry  alone,  but  against  the  Conserva- 
tive party  altogether,  and  not  to  listen  to 
the  flattering  words  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Wilts,  who  said  he  did  not 
find  fault  with  the  party,  but  with  those 
that  led  tho  party.  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  divide  the  head  from  the  body  ? 
When  the  leaders  were  attacked,  the  party 
was  attacked.  When  they  were  to  be 
defended,  they  were  to  be  defended  by  a 
party;  and  the  party  had  now  to  defend 
them  from  the  assault,  not  of  a  policy,  but 
of  a  party — not  by  a  fact,  but  by  a  faction. 
Let  them  then  stand  well  together — let 
there  be  no  doubt — no  hair  splitting — no 
"  letting  I  dare  not  wait  upon  I  would  " — 
but  let  them  rally  together  like  one  man» 
under  tho  banner  of  union  and  consistency, 
and  as  one  man  stand  or  fall. 

Mk.  LEATHAM  :  I  rise.  Sir,  asking 
that  indulgence  which  I  have  been  informed 
is  invariably  granted  the  first  time  any 
Member  seeks  to  address  the  House.  I 
think  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Buokinghamshire  has  made  a  most  un- 
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iustifiable  attack  upon  the  reUtivea  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Binmnghiptm.  Is  it  be- 
cause the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
is  not  in  his  place  that  the  bon.  andgdlant 
Member  for  Buckinghamahire  seeks  to 
apply,  what  he  is  pleased  to  call  "  the  tar 
brush  "  to  the  relations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber? Is  he  sure  that  the  <^  Uf  brush" 
is  not  applicable  to  himself?  It  ,ia  true, 
Sir,  that  petitions  have  been  preaented 
against  the  return  of  the  hon.  Ifembar.  £or 
Huddersfield  and  myself^  but  mX  tibia  time 
it  would  ill  become  me  to  make  any  fjariher 
observations  respecting  what  must  Conn  a 
subject  of  judicial  investigotiou.  of  the 
House.  Now,  Sir,  with  regard  t»  t1i#  TOto 
I  am  about  reluctantly  to  give.  ■  I  oOQfi- 
der  that  those  who  move  and  aupiJ^Etaa 
Amendment  on  the  Address  takeupop  tJM^n- 
selvcs  a  great  responsibility.  Tbii,ieif 
pousibility  is  one  which  I  am  wilkt^  to 
share  with  the  Liberal  party.  Becimiiig 
to  the  vote  which  placed  tho  present  a£ 
ministration  in  power,  though  at  that  timi 
I  had  not  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  HooMb 
I  entirely  concurred  in  the  general  feeliiu[ 
that  Lord  Derby*s  administration  deaerfea 
a  fair  trial.  I  consider.  Sir,  that  the.  AiU 
ministration  of  Lord  Derby  haa  had  a&ir 
trial,  but  owing  to  some  radical  defect  .in 
tho  measures  it  has  introduced  to  ths 
House,  it  has  lost  much  of  the  confidepoe 
of  the  country.  He  was  himself  sentto  Par- 
liament mainly  on  one  question**4he  QW- 
tion  of  Parliamentary  Beform  —  and  en 
the  ground  of  that  question  he  most  yota 
against  the  Government.  He  did  not 
doubt  the  ability  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
composed  the  present  Administration,  bnt 
they  had  egregiously  failed  as  pmetiGal 
statesmen.  The  way  they  had  treated 
the  4:08.  freeholders  and  the  warkiflg 
classes  would  not  soon  be  forgotten  bj 
either.  He  could  assure  the  gallant  Cap- 
tain that  his  (Mr.  Leatham*s)  oonadtib 
ents  did  not  employ  him  to  buy  cats  at 
£20  a  piece,  but  they  had  sent  him  tb^ 
to  state  that  they  had  no  confidence  j|a 
Her  Majesty's  present  advisers  to  om^Qli 
the  representation  of  the  people. 

Sm  GEORGE  LEWIS  :  Sir,  I  think 
I  shall  represent  the  feelings  of  both,  ndee 
of  the  House  when  I  say  that  greot^grali^ 
tude  is  due  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  :(Cmtain 
Vernon)  for  the  diversion  which  he.ottmiA 
us  during  the  dull  hours  fhnt  usnnllj  elipaf^ 
between  seven  and  nine  o'clock,.-  I  shiU 
not  think  it  my  duty  to  follow  him  thrtyMh 
the  details  which  he  gave  us  en  j^e  spb- 
ject  of  the  Cunard  contract^  er  toiexpik" 
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•IJAtA' W'  IJM'  difltetihieB  of  steam  naTiga- 
iMoi    "t^OT/  Again,   shall    I   attempt  t 
'lifti^ite  die  ^cm*8ion8  wbich   he   made 
tilro^l^ -irarioiii    imaginatWe    iields*    to 
imitilttf'ihe  dramatie  allusions  which  ho 
Mkradiieedy  or  try  to  rival  those  attempts 
iHpi6h  .nrinincled  one  of  the  more  succcss- 
M^tiMeiifmin  on  other  hoards  of  persons 
Mo  $m  vaid  plaut^  m  gaudere  theatri. 
l^'WiPlit  to  of  a  more  humble  and  more 
M{'*inid.    It  is  to  state  my  reasons 
Witk  in  support  of  the  Amendment. 
Vifflj^  ilUt  that  an  Amendment  of  this 
%aM^  if^Mving  an  expression  of  want  of 
MUmbU  in  the  Executive  Government 
tf^'fltfVMmtiy,  is  uuusual  and  extraordi- 
Mhp  itad  that  persons  who   have   been 
lUnUBjr  in  opposition   to  the   Govern- 
t^ml  iSJise  its  formation,  and  have  con- 
■IUid^''foond  themselves  in  divisions  in 
flo  ii|lp6flito.  lobby  might  hesitate  to  sup- 
|UM 'II  TOte  of  that  description.     But  it 
■Mini  'to  me  that  any  person  who   has 
IriU  in  the  habit  of  opposing  the  ex- 
iMbg^'OoTemment  ought  not  to  hesitate 
this  occasion  to  support  the  Amend- 
That  Amendment  has  not  been 
spontaneously;  it  has  been  forced 
f'tbo  Opposition  by  the  conduct  of  the 
ment.       When  my   noble   Friend 
John  Russell)  moved  his  Resolution 
tlie  Reform  Bill  in  the  last  Parlia- 
that  Resolution,  in  my  opinion,  did 
flittlaiport  a  censure  on  the  Ministry.     It 
Jhiiied  certain  principles  with  respect  to 
tVjB/form  Bill  on  wbich  this  side  of  the 
Asbad  were  unanimously  agreed,  and  in 
mUl  *  large  number  of  Gentlemen  on  the 
MMsiwial  side  also  concurred  ;    and  it 
Mil  have  been  competent  to  the  Govern- 
jtMB^  if  they  had  thought  fit,  to  have  ac- 
dMitod  those  principles,  and  to  have  modi- 
oli llieir  measure  accordingly.     But  they 
dH-  hot  take  that  course.     They  treated 
IM  Baaolution,  quite  unnecessarily,  as  a 
vMe of  censure;  they  went  to  a  division  on 
tt^anderstanding  that  every  one  who  sup- 
IfMad  it  thereby  implied  his  disapproba- 
lUk  of  the  general  conduct  of  Her  Majcs- 

S'a  advisers.  The  Motion,  as  we  know, 
il$  anpported  by  a  large  majority  of  the 
U$i(  ParKament.  The  Government  did  not 
M^piiBsee  in  the  decision  come  to.  They 
riMded  to  the  country — but  not  on  the 
mtAlM  of  the  Reform  measure  which  they 
bjjtf'ntrodaced.  They  appealed  to  the 
eMatoy  for  a  vote  of  confidence  in  their 
Dfamiiatration,  and  the  elections  which 
toik'  pbee  in  consequence  of  the  dissolu- 
^^M^  did  ndt  turn  upon  the  question  whc- 
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ther  their  Reform  Bill  should  be  revived  in 
the  present  Parliament,  but  whether  the 
country  had  confidence  or  not  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  advisers.     I  entirely  assent 
to  the  remarks  to  which  the  House  lis- 
tened with  so  much  attention  yesterday 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  in 
which  he  said,  with  truth  and  justice,  that 
some  questions  of  importance  were  decided 
at  the  elections.     Wc  know  what  efforts 
were  made  there   and   what  accusations 
were  thrown  out  of  subscriptions  entered 
into  for  contesting  the  elections.  I  do  not  re- 
peat those  assertions;  for  no  Election  Com- 
mittees have  been  appointed,  and  I  have  no 
evidence  on  which  I  can  ground  any  such 
charge.     I  therefore  merely  refer  to  these 
statements  as  general  rumours ;  but  they 
prove  that  great  exertions  were  made  and 
great  anxiety  was  entertained  as  to  whether 
the  elections  would  be  determined  in  favour 
of  a  Conservative  or  of  a  Liberal  candidate. 
Why  was  it  that  such  exertions  were  made, 
that  so  much  anxiety  was  felt  if  something 
was  not  expected  from  the  new  Parliament 
when  it  should  assemble  ?    I  appeal  to  the 
general  consciousness  of  the  country,  and 
to  the  knowledge  of  every  Member  in  this 
House,  whether  they  did  not  believe  that 
the  fate  of  the  Administration  depended  on 
the  result  of  the  elections,  and  whether  the 
declaration  in  Her  Majesty's  speech  was 
not  so  understood  ?     Lord  Derby  stated  at 
the  Mansion-house  that  he  felt  himself  in 
the  condition  of  an  officer  put  upon  his 
trial  before  a  court  martial,  with  his  sword 
upon  the  table,  and  the  elections  were  to 
decide   whether    that    sword    was    to    be 
returned    to    him    with   honour    or   not. 
Now  I  say   that  we   are  the   court-mar- 
tial, we  are  the  tribunal  to  decide  whether 
or  no   the   sword   should   be  restored   to 
the   Prime  Minister  of  this  country,  and 
that    if   the   Gentlemen    sitting   on    this 
side  of  the  House  had  not  met  the  de- 
fiance thus  distinctly  thrown  out  to  them, 
they  would  have  been  guilty  of  political 
cowardice  ;  and  it  would  have  been  stated 
with  perfect  truth,  that  they,  understand- 
ing the  position  in  which  they  had  been 
placed,  had  declined  to  meet  this  challenge. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
first  night  of  the  Session,  ofiered  various 
arguments  to  the  Opposition  in  favour  of 
inaction.     He  told  us  that  there  was  war 
in   Europe ;   that   the   country  was  in  a 
critical  position,  that  the  finances  required 
adjustment,  that  the  Estimates  demanded 
consideration,  and  that  all  these  were  rea- 
sons why  we  should  acquiesce  in  the  Ad- 
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dress  as  originally  proposed,  and  why  the 
Amendment  should  be  negatived.  I  assert 
with  the  utmost  confidence  that  if  on  the 
first  night  of  the  Session  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  had  risen  with  those  arguments  in 
their  mouths,  and  if  the}'  had  not  moved 
any  such  voto  ns  that  which  is  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  they  would 
have  been  told  tliat  they  wcro  merely 
putting  forward  pretexts  to  conceal  their 
real  motive — a  fear  to  bring  to  a  distinct 
issue  the  question  which  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  country,  and  that  their  re- 
luctance to  accept  the  challenge  of  Ministers 
was  owing  to  their  consciousness  that  the 
country  had  decided  against  them.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  cannot  but  think 
the  course  which  has  been  taken  on  the 
present  occasion  not  only  is  a  right  course, 
but  is  the  only  course  which  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  left  to  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  Ilouse  ;  and  I  can  hardly 
persuade  myself  tliat  any  person  who  takes 
even  a  party  view  of  this  question  can  deny 
that  a  challenge  fairly  given  has  been  fairly 
accepted,  and  that  the  issue  before  the 
House  is  one  which  was  not  only  fully  jus- 
tified, but  absolutely  required  to  be  ten- 
dered to  Parliament.  That  being  the  case 
perhaps  some  persons  may  say  that  it  is 
not  necessary  that  a  political  party  should 
be  guided  by  the  conduct  of  its  opponents  ; 
that  although  this  challenge  was  offered, 
yet  it  was  offered  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  entrapping  us  into  acceptance,  and  that 
we  were  not  bound  by  an  issue  which  was 
prescribed  by  Ministers.  I  fully  admit  that 
if  we  were  free  agents  in  the  matter,  and 
it  had  been  thought  expedient  to  refuse 
the  defiance  which  was  thus  offered,  it 
would  be  competent  to  us,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  our  discretion,  to  have  done  so  ; 
but  when  the  general  rumour  and  even  the 
organs  of  Gentlemen  opposite  attributed  to 
the  elections  a  preponderating  number  in 
favour  of  the  Liberal  party,  no  such  option 
was  in  fact  left  us,  and  a  moral  necessity 
existed  for  the  course  which  has  been 
adopted.  It  has  been  said  by  some  Gentle- 
men who  have  spoken  on  the  opposite  side, 
that  although  the  provocation  might  have 
proceeded  from  Ministers,  nevertheless 
this  is,  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition,  a 
mere  party  move,  and  therefore  entitled  to 
condemnation.  I  fully  admit  that  this 
Motion  is  a  party  move ;  and  if  any  Gentle- 
man,  particularly  any  new  Member,  thinks 
that  any  advantage  is  to  be  derived  from 
that  admission,  I  make  it  without  the 
smallest  reservation.    But  I  must  be  per- 
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mitted  to  remark  that  all  great  questions 
in  this  House  have  been  decided  by  party 
moves.  A  Parliamentary  systena  can  only 
be  conducted  by  the  combined  operation  of 
parties.  A  party  is  a  body  of  persons 
combined  for  a  public  object.  So  loog  as 
the  object  which  sets  them  in  motion  la  a 
public  and  not  a  private  and  sectional  one, 
they  are  not  only  justified,  but  impelled  by 
duty  to  the  adoption  of  such  a  coarse  as 
that  which  we  arc  now  pursuing.  If  wo 
look  back  to  former  times  we  shall  find 
that  all  great  questions — the  Reform  Bill 
of  1832,  Catholic  Emancipation,  and  the 
Repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws — all  those. great 
changes  by  which  our  social  condition  has 
been  improved — were  dealt  with  in  the 
way  of  party  moves  ;  and  whatever  amelio- 
ration is  to  be  expected  in  our  pr^Mot 
state  must,  according  to  the  constkntioo 
of  tho  House  of  Commons,  proceed  fnmi 
the  same  sources.  Perhaps,  in  endeft- 
vouring  to  ascertain  how  far  the  con- 
duct of  the  present  Government  jiuU^ 
fies  the  course  which  I  and  others  ars 
about  to  take,  we  shall  be  told  that  the 
Conservative  party  have  not  adhered  to 
their  former  opinions,  but  have  adopted  a 
new  lino  of  policy,  and  that  therefore 
those  arguments  and  those  reasons  which 
formerly  would  have  induced  a  Liberal 
Opposition  to  take  steps  for  removing 
them  from  the  conduct  of  public  affairs 
would  now  servo  as  arguments  for  retain- 
ing them  in  office.  But  docs  tho  history  of 
tho  existing  Administration  support  any 
such  view  of  the  case?  It  is  true  that 
the  prosent  Goirernment,  according  to  the 
metaphor  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Tiverton,  undertook  the  administration 
with  the  engagements  of  their  predecessors. 
That  undertaking  was  an  entirely  new  one 
in  the  conduct  of  public  affairs  in  this 
country.  Hitherto  it  has  been  the  re- 
cognized system  that  when  an  Opposition 
came  into  office  they  continued  to  act  upon 
tho  principles  which  had  governed  them 
before  acceding  to  power.  But  the  present 
advisers  of  Her  Majesty  acted  in  a  different 
manner.  Upon  coming  into  office  they 
thought  it  necessary  with  respect  to  two 
important  measures — the  India  Bill  and 
Reform  —  to  saddle  themselves  with  the 
engagements  of  their  predecessors,  the 
present  Opposition.  In  regard  to  the 
India  Bill,  up  to  the  very  day  that  pre^ 
ceded  their  accession  to  power,  the  present 
Government  opposed  the  measure  which 
had  been  proposed  by  their  predecessors, 
dividing  against  it  in  great  numbers.  Upon 
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aeoedmi;  to  office  tbej  cntireljr  renounced 
tliO  biHhians  irliich  they  lind  formed  and 
jnpnaBKA  upon  the  subject  of  that  Bill, 
ud  diey  introdaccd  a  measure  founded 
upon  tlic  priiiciplo  of  that  nhich  thej  had 
cotjdemr.cd — viz.,  the  transfer  of  the  power 
of  the  East  Iiidin  Company  to  the  Croirn. 
Bui  theii-  Bill  «ns  eitruvagant  in  its  con- 
ception nnd  cieuutionj  it  Bcnrccljr  OUtliTCd 
thc.day  upon  wliieh  it  was  proposed,  and 
wiia  speedily  abandoned  by  its  authors. 
JTeverthcleSB,  it  vaa  eminently  charnetEr- 
wx^  fot  it  showed  irith  what  readiness 
Q^]*  SeMHeii  from  tlicir  own  principles 
Sii  thoso  of  their  opponents.  So 
tect  to  the  (|ueslion  of  Reform, 
jlrio^'n'om  the  limo  they  had  iiecn  a 
n**''opbosed  systematically  all  reform 
iirliament,  they  nevertheless  adopted 
^B.'oWigalion  of  their  predecessors  to  pro- 
pose a  Reform  Bill,  and  in  tlio  last  Session 
we  had  their  niewuro  before  us.  There 
was  one  point  which  was  adverted  to  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
first  niijht  of  the  debate,  as  to  which  1 
will  mnke  one  remark.  The  Chancellor  of 
ihe   E.\cheqiior   slated   tiint  he   could   not 

tit  that  any  party  was  to  he  permitted 
pii^i  in  regard  to  the  Ileform  Bill,  that 
Liberal  party  could  not  prclend  to  bo 

bpon  the  suKjcct  (if  reform.  I  entirely  ac- 
cede to  the  (l[ii;trino  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  is  no  party  iii  this 
0  which  is  entitled  to  claim  any  such 
Id^Vb  privilege;  but  the  practice  for 
^,1  Contend  is  that  that  party  nitich 
consistently  advocated  certain 
n  the  question  of  reform  is  the 
Wtiich  is  most  fit  to  introduce  a  mea- 
subjcct,  and  which  is  most  able 
the  practical  diflicuhics  that 
narily  arise  ia  the  settlement  of  such 
.  iit'  question.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
?  deferred  to  some  ciianiplep,  and  told 
that  in  former  times  the  Duke  of  Itich- 
iUond'  and  Mr.  Pitt— both  members,  as  I 
indf  niood  bim  to  say,  of  the  Tory  pnrty — 
jUvpoBcd  measures  on  the  subject  of  reform: 
nt  let  me  remind  tiim  that  the  Duke  of 
Slbhmond  of  that  day  was  not  oidy  a  Whig, 
Imt,  according  to  a  well  known  phrase,  iras 
*'"Whig  and  somclhing  more,"  and  that 
wten  Mr.  Pitt  first  proposed  a  Bill  on  the 
ttil^Mt  of  reform,  ho  likewise  was  a  mem- 
Iv  of  the  same  party.  I  contend  that 
tBlt  party  nbich  has  from  the  beginning 
MUiBMed  itielf  with  the  question  of  I'eform 
liUttar'qtn^Bd  both  as  to  its  leadere  and 


its  Buppoiters  to  propose  and  carry  through 
Parliament,  successfnlly,  a  practical  mea- 
sure on  that  subject  than  any  other.  But 
it  is  said  that,  although  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  since  their  accession  to  oCBce  changed 
their  former  opinions,  and  in  making  that 
change  of  opinion  may  have  forfeited  the 
conGdence  of  the  House,  nevertheless  their 
measures  have  been  attended  with  practical 
success,  and  on  that  accoout  theymay 
claim  the  confideuce  of  the  country.  But 
where  are  the  questions  on  which  the 
Government  can  appeal  to  Parliament  on 
the  ground  of  their  practical  succesa  ?  Can 
they  appeal  to  the  argument  of  practical 
HuccesB  on  the  subject  of  their  foreign 
policy  or  of  reform,  or  on  any  of  the  various 
Bills  they  have  introduced  to  this  House? 
Even  with  regard  to  the  more  limited  ques- 
tion of  finance  the  anticipations  formed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  tho  K:ichcquer  have  not  been  reahzed 
by  tho  event.  In  the  budget  which  he 
proposed  last  Session — which  was  certaioly 
of  a  peculiar  character,  for  it  consisted  for 
the  most  part  in  postponing  certain  en- 
gagements, and  in  allowing  the  Act  in  re- 
gard to£2,000,000  derived  frem  income  tax 
to  e.ipiro,  rather  than  to  keep  the  Act  in 
fui'cc  for  the  purpose  of  paying  off  other 
engagemcntR  —  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  certain  calculations  with  respect  to 
the  produce  of  the  revenue  for  tho  last 
year  ;  hut  if  we  c.tamine  these  calculations 
in  detail  we  shall  find  that  all  of  them 
have  been  falsified.  For  example:  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  anticipated  from  tho 
addition  to  tlie  duty  on  Irish  spirits  an 
increase  of  half  a  million  sterling  ;  but,  so 
far  from  that  calculation  being  realized, 
there  had  been  a  diminution  upon  the  pro- 
duce of  Irish  spirits  of  £90,000.  Then, 
aguin,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  antici- 
pated from  the  new  duty  on  bankers' 
cheques  £300.000.  but  it  has  produced 
only  £200,000.  I  could  pursue  this  sub- 
ject into  greater  detail  if  it  were  necessary; 
but  I  shall  simply  add  that  for  these  and 
other  reasons  to  which  I  will  not  advert,  I 
shall  have  no  hesitation  in  givijig  my  vote 
in  favour  of  tho  Amendment. 

SiB  JOHN  PAKINGTON  :  Sir,  I  think 
(he  manner  in  which  a  Government  has 
dealt  with  the  defences  of  the  country 
ought  fairly  to  enter  into  coneideralion  in 
deciding  the  question  whether  that  Go- 
vernment is  or  is  not  entitled  to  the  eon- 
fidence  of  the  country.  And  if  there  was 
ever  a  time  when  that  consideration  ought 
to  enter  into  a  decision  of  that  kind  it  is 
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the  prosont,  bearing  in  mind  the  ^reat 
armnnients  tliat  are  in  projrross,  and  the 
vory  nn usual  course  wliicli  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  taken  in  this  respect. 
Before,  however,  adverting  to  this  part  of 
the  subject,  there  are  one  or  two  points 
have  been  mooted  durinfl^  this  discussion  to 
which  I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  briefly  to 
advert.  At  the  outset  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
heartily  concur  with  those  of  my  friends 
on  this  side  of  the  House  who  have  signified 
their  freedom  from  any  objection  to  the 
course  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
taken  on  this  occasion.  I  was  one  of  those 
who  complained  loudly,  and  I  think  justly, 
of  the  course  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  in  re- 
ference to  the  Reform  Bill  in  the  late  Par- 
liament. I  make  no  such  complaint  now. 
I  think  Gentlemen  opposite  have  a  perfect 
right  to  raise  the  question  now  under  con- 
sideration, and  I  am  the  more  disposed  to 
make  that  concession  after  listening  atten- 
tively to  the  debate  which  has  taken  place, 
and  marking  the  absolute  and  complete 
failure  of  every  attempt  to  bring  in  any 
serious  charge  against  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment.  It  is  true  the  noble  Viscount 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  did  make  an 
attempt  to  inculpate  the  Government  in 
certain  charges  ;  but  after  indulging  in  a 
certain  number  of  jokes  and  some  amount  of 
abuse,  more  suo  [**  Oh.  oh  !"] — when  I  say 
abuse,  I  mean  good-humoured  abuse,  but 
I  still  find  fault  with  the  tone  in  which  it 
was  indulged.  After  a  good  deal  of  that 
kind  of  language,  the  noble  Viscount  found 
himself  compelled  to  give  up  the  attempt, 
and,  taking  up  the  only  ground  open  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side,  to 
state  almost  in  plain  language,  ''  We  have 
nothing  to  say  against  you,  but  we  want 
jour  places."  That,  Sir,  is  indeed  the  real 
question  at  issue  ;  I  recognize  the  right  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  raise  that  issue, 
and  they  have  raised  it  fairly.  It  cannot 
be  disguised,  and  they  have  been  unable  to 
throw  any  cloak  over  the  obvious  character 
of  the  Toto.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  professed  to  enter 
"•M  the  reasons  on  which  he  would  support 
t  ndment  before  the  House  ;  but  I 
in  rain  for  anything  that  could 
le  eharaeter  which  that  Amendment 
JO  my  mind,  or  for  any  reason  for 
Idence  in  the  Government,  or 
i^f&me  like  a  vote  of  censure 
Thenjfht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
vth  [Its  avowed,  in  my 
u  f'tme  else  that  he  J 


felt  the  necessity  of  justifying  such  an 
Amendment  as  that  before  the  House  by 
reasons,  and  he  proceeded  to  give  what  he 
no  doubt  thought  were  very  sufficient 
reasons  for  refusing  to  place  confidence  in 
the  Government.  But  in  his  case  also  I 
listened  in  vain  for  anything  that,  in  my 
mind,  could  justify  such  a  step  as  the  Op- 
position are  now  taking.  His  speeeh  ap- 
peared to  consist  of  a  reply  to  certain 
arguments  used  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  W.  S.  Lind- 
say), and  that  on  which  he  dwelt  most  was 
one  founded  on  the  fact  of  the  GoTemment 
having  consented  to  the  admission  of  Jews 
to  Parliament.  The  rif^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  dwell  upon  what  he  called  a 
reai^on  for  supporting  this  vote  of  want  of 
confidence,  which  I  own  appeared  to  ne 
to  be  of  the  most  insufficient  and  ineoB- 
sistent  character.  He  referred  to  attenpU 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  eoa- 
ciliate  and  do  justice  to  our  Roman  Cathofifl 
fellow  subjects ;  but,  assuming  for  a  mo- 
ment the  truth  and  accuracy  of  all  that  he 
has  said,  and  as  far  as  I  am  conoemed  ii 
one  member  of  the  Government  I  entirely 
accept  it.  I  am  unable  to  understand  how 
he  can  twist  this  into  a  reason  for  sup- 
porting a  vote  of  want  of  confidence.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  the  first  place, 
that  he  thought  we  were  right,  and  then  he 
proceeded  to  make  a  charge  against  us, 
not  that  we  were  wrong  now,  but  that  our 
being  right  now  was  the  greatest  incon- 
sistency, because  this  was  the  party  who 
had  always  refused  concession  to  the  Romia 
Catholics,  and  in  illustration  of  this  Tiew 
ho  referred  to  u  vote  of  this  House  in  1854, 
on  the  question  of  the  employment  of  Roman 
Catholic  chaplains  in  gaols,  and  he  argued 
from  that  fact,  that  whatever  we  might  feel 
now  in  regard  to  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects  was  gross  inconconsisteney  on  our 
part.  ["Hear,  hear."]  I  am  glad  to 
hear  that  cheer,  because  I  am  about  to 
make  a  serious  complaint  of  very  great  in- 
justice done  to  myself  personally,  in  being 
named  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
having  spoken  on  that  occasion.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Voted.]  I  beg  pardon ;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Sir  John  Faking- 
ton  was  ono  who  spoke  on  that  oooasion. 
[''Voted."]  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
not  interrupt  me.  In  a  matter  in  which 
I  was  personally  concerned  I  am  not  likely 
to  make  this  mistake.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  contradict  me  if  I  am  in 
error.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman  named 
me  as  baring  "  spoken**  on  that  oeeasioni 
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•od  be  went  on  to  name  my  right  hon.  Friend 
near  me,  and  several  others  as  having 
"  voted."     I  own  I  was  astonished  at  what 
he  said.   I  knew  that  the  charge  of  refusing 
toleration  to  my  Roman  Catholic  fellow-sub- 
jects was  foreign  to  every  feoling  of  my 
whole  life,  and  foreign  to  every  word  I  had 
ever  uttered  in  this  House.    I  confess  at  this 
distance  of  time  I  could  not  remember  what 
I  BHght  have  said  on  that  occasion,  but  every 
him.  Gentleman  must  have  supposed  that 
1  had  i^ken  in  the  sense  of  opposition  to 
my  Bmasa   Catholic    fellow-subjects.     I 
ibaT^aa^fi^t  to  expect  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gaidevsp  refers  to   me    on  such  a  sub- 
jeoiestUt,  he  will  not  misrepresent  me, 
or  n#kaine  say  that  which  is  foreign  to 
flj^-.aatave,  and  foreign  to  every  word  I 
smL  '  The  right  hon.   Gentleman  and  I 
have  sat  in  this  House  together  for  many 
yeacin     We  have  been  on  friendly  terms. 
The  time  was  when  we  sat  upon  the  same 
hcaehes,  and  I  always  regretted,  without 
OBistioniDg  his  honour  or  his  motives,  that 
the.'  oonrse  of  public  events  should   have 
jm^oyed  oor  political  relations.     I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
vpoolleoted  that  so  long  ago  as  the  Govern- 
ment  of   Sir  Robert  Peel,    I  was  one  of 
t|ioae  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
did  not  hesitate  to  rise  and  advocate  the 
poliej    which    Sir    Robert   Peel   pursued 
tawards  the  Roman  Catholics.     The  right 
hen.  Gentleman  might  have  recollected  that 
at  a  more  recent  day,    when   the   friends 
irith   whom    I    acted   almost  unanimously 
foBewftd  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Berth  Warwickshire  into  the  lobby  against 
te-^bant  to   Maynooth,   I  stood   almost 
aliBOi.    I  could  not  concur  in  the  policy  of 
^f  hen.  Friend.    I  spoke  against  his  views» 
aed  almost  alone  I  went  into  tho  opposite 
Uhbj.     The  right  hon  Gentleman   might 
have  recollected  the  still  more  recent  efforts 
we  hoth  made  to  extend  public  education 
■pen  a  more  liberal  footing,  on  which  I  have 
■ever  hesitated  to  avow  my  desire  to  extend 
•lasation  to  all  clabses  of  my  fellow-sub* 
j^to  without  reference  to  religious  opinions. 
flaving  as  a  public  man  acted  upon  these 
pimeiples  for  many  years,  I  was  surprised 
si  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  of 
aij  TOte  in  1856.      I  had  forgotten  at  this 
ftataoce  of  time  exactly  what  I  said.     I 
thcralbre  went  into  the  library  and  referred 
ta the  esnal  record  of  our  proceedings.     I 
bond  mgr  apeecb.     It  is  true  that  I  voted 
'^[Offiikion  cheers].      Hon.  Gcutlemen 
omipj|(e,i9i|at  see  the  spirit  of  my  speech, 
s^iClhefj;  ^qan  derive  any  satisfaction  from 


such  a  cheer  they  are  perfectly  welcome  to 
it.  I  trust  that  the  House  will  forgive  me 
if  I  read  a  portion  of  this  speech,  but  no 
one  likes  to  have  his  principles  misrepre- 
sented. I  said  I  desired  that  my  vote 
might  not  bo  misunderstood,  and  I  find 
myself  reported  as  follows  : — 

**Now,  he  wished  to  make  the  admission — to 
make  it  broadly  and  in  a  manner  impossible  to  bo 
misunderstood — that  he  held  it  to  be  necessary 
to   provide   for  the  spiritual    instruction   of  all 
inmates  of  gaols ;    and  ho  liad  already  asserted 
tliat  principle  in   the  Juvenile  Reformatory  Act 
for  the  County  of  Middlesex.     The  provisions  of 
that  Bill,  however,  rested   upon  a   very  different 
basis  from  tho  grant  now  proposed.     In  providing 
spiritual  instruction  for  tho  inmates  of  gaols  the 
noble  Lord  must  proceed  upon  one  of  two  princ  i- 
ples, — either  he  must  appoint  chaplains    of  tho 
established    religion    of  the    country,    and    say, 
every  unhappy  person  who  becomes  an  inmate  of 
a  gaol  becomes  subject  to  the  genenil  law  of  tho 
countiy,'   and   bo    spiritually  instructed  by  the 
chaplain  ;  or  else  he  nmst  take  the  most  tolerant 
course,   saying,   '  although  these  unhappy  people 
have  entered  here,  I  will  do  violence  to  no  man's 
conscience,  but  will  allow  1dm  to  bo   instructed 
according    to    his    peculiar   religious    opinions.' 
He  wished  it,  therefore,  to  be  well  understood  that 
he  objected  not  to  the   amount  proposed,  but  to 
tho  shape  in   wliich  it  was  proposed.     Wore  the 
vote  brought  forward  in  the  shape  suggested  ho 
would  have  no  objection  whatever  to  it,  provided 
the  money  was  distributed  f^iirly  among  aU  classes 
requiring  fiid."     [3  i/a/i^ard,  cxxxiii.  IIH], 

I  may  have  been  mistaken  in  tho  vote  I 
then  gave — I  may  have  come  to  an  erro- 
neous conclusion — but  I  hope  I  have  con- 
vinced tho  House — and  1  am  indebted  to 
them  for  allowing  me  to  read  what  I  said  — 
that  I  am  not  open  to  tho  imputation  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wilts  has  conveyed,  that  I  had  refused 
every  concession  to  my  Roman  Catholic  fel- 
low subjects  in  the  nature  of  providing  spi- 
ritual instruction  for  tlicni  in  gaols. 

Sir,  I  now  pass  to  the  accusations  against 
tho  Government,  which  arc  only  two — one 
that  we  have  failed  in  our  legislation  ;  and 
the  other,  that  we  have  failed  in  our  foreii^u 
policy.  Anything  more  futile  than  the 
attempt  to  support  these  charges  I  never 
heard.  It  has  been  said  that  we  failed  in 
our  Church-rate  Bill.  Now  I  submit  to 
the  House  that  if  there  is  anything  to  bo 
ashamed  of  in  regard  to  that  Bill  it  is  rather 
in  the  manner  in  which  it  was  opposed  than 
in  the  way  in  which  it  was  brought  forward. 
But,  however  that  may  be,  will  any  man 
gravely  contend  that  a  failure  in  regard  to 
a  church-rate  Bill  in  a  former  Parliament 
is  a  ground  for  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
now  ?  Why  it  is  manifestly  absurd.  But 
there  is  another  Bill  which  we  brought  for* 

[  Third  Night. 
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ward  to  which  hon.  Gentlemen  have  not  re* 
ferred.  The  noble  Viscoant  did  not  mention 
it;  and  nobody  else  has  mentioned  it  amongst 
our   legislative  failures  ;    I  allude  to  tho 


oesBioDs,  and  which  you  know  would  hara 
passed  a  second  reading  had  that  been  the 
only  issue  before  us.  Well,  how  does  the 
question  of  reform  now  stand  ?     What  are 


Bill  which  tras  introduced  by  the  Solid-  ■  your  prospects   under   this   Coalition,  or 
ter  General  for  the  transfer  of  land.     That '  whntovor  it  may  be  termed,  of  which  we 


was  a  subject  upon  which  our  predecessors, 
either  from  want  of  courage  or  want  of 
ability,   have   uniformly  shrunk  ;    but  my 


hare  heard?  Have  hon.  Members  for- 
gotten that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London  went  out  of  his  way  within  a 


learned  Friend  in  the  most  able  manner  !  day  or  two  beforo  the  dissolution — perhaps 
— in  a  manner  which  elicited  praise  from  all  >  he  thought  he  might  make  a  little  politieti 
sides  of  the  House,  and  support  from  '  capital  at  the  moment — but  ho  went  out  of 
every  quarter  of  the  House — introduced  |  his  way  to  givo  us  a  sketch  of  what  his 
that  Bill,  which  ho  laid  upon  tho  table  last ,  Reform.  Bill  was  to  be.  Havo  we  forgot- 
Session.  That  has  not  been  enumerated  :  ten,  too,  that  tho  next  day  tho  noble  Vis- 
as amongst  our  legislative  failures.  I  can- 1  count  the  Member  for  Tiverton  came  dowa 
not  proceed  further  without  noticing  tho  ;  to  tho  House,  and  in  his  turn  went  out  of 
exaggerated  references  which  havo  been  >  the  way  to  declare  that  he  could  nel  a|H 
made  to  our  Reform  Bill.  Tho  noble  |  prove  of  such  provisions.  This  gives  ai  a 
Viscount  said  that  nobody  out  of  the  Oahi- '  little  insight  of  what  the  reform  pnipteti 
net,  with  ono  or  two  exceptions  onlv*  spoke  of  tho  new  Administration  aro  to  be.  I 
in  its  favour.  Now,  I  do  not  deny  that !  believe,  too,  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
there  were  provisions  in  that  Bill  to  which  ber  for  the  City  of  London  has  said  upsa 
great  exception  was  taken  both  in  this  the  hustings  that  he  would  not  bo  booad 
House  and  out  of  doors.  But  if  the  Bill  by  what  he  had  said  beforo.  The  last 
was  so  objectional,  why  was  it  the  noble  '  event  that  has  occurred  was  the  bon.  and 
Lord  was  obliged  to  resort  to  that  irregular  learned  Member  for  Birmingham  making  a 
Resolution  as  the  only  mode  in  which  he  speech  in  this  House  last  night,  when  be 
could  hope  to  obtain  a  majority  in  this  declared  that  he  might  be  contented  to  ae- 
House  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  !  cept  a  £10  franchise  for  counties,  and  a 
Member  for  Wilts  spoke  of  our  Bill  as  '■  £5  or  £6  fronchiso  for  boroughs ; — veiT 
having  been  rejected.  I  corrected  him  ,  much  the  same  sketch  that  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  moment.  It  was  not  rejected.  The  .  the  Member  for  London  has  given  as,  and 
noble  Lord  dared  not  raise  the  issue.  It  is  against  which  the  noble  Lord  tho  Member 
notorious  thut,  if  the  question  of  the  second  for  Tiverton  has  protested.  Now,  theee 
reading  had  been  taken,  tho  second  reading  '  differences  do  not  open  to  ardent  Be* 
would  have  been  carried.  Are  there  no  '  formers  a  very  clear  prospect  of  what  we 
Gentlemen  of  eminence  on  the  other  side  of  i  are  to  have  ;  but  it  docs  open  to  my  mind 
the  House  at  this  moment  listening  to  mo  '  a  very  clear  prospect,  in  the  event  of  a 
who  in  private  conversation  declared  that  majority  supporting  this  Amendment,  of 
Bill  to  be  a  wise  and  liberal  measure  ?  I '  what  the  future  Government  of  thie  coun- 
mention  no  names.  I  do  not  mean  to  ;  try  is  likely  to  be.  It  opens  to  me  the  un* 
bring  up  personal  charges,  but  there  are  |  pleasant  and  dangerous  prospect  of  seeing 
those  who  understand  what  Imean[*'Name,"  :  a  Whig-Radicnl  Government,  divided  and 
and  cheers].  When  I  say  that  there  were  distracted  among  themselves,  with  thehoa. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  |  Member  for  Birmingham  sitting  on  tMr 
who  were  prepared  to  vote  for  the  second  flank,  goading  them  on  to  domoeratie  mea- 
reading  of  that  Bill,  and  to  support  us  :  sures,  and  ready  at  any  moment  to  trip 
upon  it,  but  who,  when  they  found  that !  them  up  if  they  do  not  do  his  bidding, 
a  party  move  was  to  be  made,  and  that  the  '  And  I  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bill  was  not  to  be  considered  on  its  merits,  i  Birmingham  has  shown  great  vrisdom  in: 
;■  "  The  oe  is  changed  ;  this  is  no  keeping  out  of  this  entanglement.  I  think 
a  i  SI  m  on  the  Reform  Bill ;  it  he  has  consulted  his  own  character  and  re- 
n  the  Government ;  and  putation  in  not  sitting  in  tho  same  Cabinet 
I  M  party."  Those  are  with  the  noble  Viscount.  I  think  tbat^ 
L  will  no  longer  dwell  I  after  what  has  passed  in  thia  Hoose  it 
ly  \  I  notorious  facts  :  would  not  be  for  the  character  of  the  noble 
ik)  ated  language  ;  Viscount  nor  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  te  sit 


H»  our  Reform 
liberal  con< 


in  the  same  Cabinet  together.     I  am  glad^ 
for  the  sake  of  both,  to  find  Clurt  it  k  nei* 
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likely  tir  Imppen.  But  I  think  the  propo- 
sal beMe  us,  ai  I  have  sketched  it,  will 
be  buwlliating  to  the  indiridaals  coDcern* 
ed,  fluid  dangeroas  to  the  interests  of  the 
ammtrj.  Sir,  for  what  is  it  proposed  to 
pass  a  Vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  the 
Chirerament  ?  On  wliat  is  it  proposed  to 
firand  it  ?  Is  it  on  our  foreign  policy  ? 
ITovr^'  what  part  of  that  foreign  policy  is  it 
wbich  justifies  this  vote  of  wnnt  of  confi- 
daaeei  ?  We  heard  a  good  denl  before  the 
dtaaehition  of  the  case  of  the  Ch/irlcs  et 
flaowfjg;  [*'Hear!"]  Gentlemen  cheer ; 
bVLl'tappose  that  was  not  a  case  for  a 
vuA  al'Donfidence,  or  otherwise  we  should 
hflf«i'-hui  a  Motion  on  it  before  this  time. 
ftitainlj  there  was  no  reluctance  to  attack 
Bar  liajesty's  Ministers,  if  that  was  such 
cbflid  eaac.  I  am  reminded  that  wo  had 
•  'liolion  on  the  affair  of  the  Charles  et 
tfeorgest  but  it  was  a  sham  Motion  ;    it 

not  an  attack  ;  it  was  not  a  Motion 
wbiah  you  dared  to  take  a  division, 
laeanae  the  merits  of  the  case  were  against 
yao.  la  the  attack  on  our  foreign  policy 
ikreapeet  of  the  case  of  the  Cagliari,  in 
•DBsequeDce  of  which  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Mulmesbury  succeeded  in  doing  that 
vUeh  bad  foiled  the  late  Government  for 
Mmdia,  and  on  which  my  noble  Friend 
otrieated  the  English  engineers  from  the 
dimgeotia  of  Naples,  and  obtained  compen- 
■iitioD  for  the  injuries  they  had  endured  ? 
Am  '  we  to  be  attacked  for  that  ?  No  ; 
J0D  know  that  no  Government  ever  had 
ttora  reason  to  be  prouder  of  its  foreign 
fofiejCban  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Malmcs- 

bad  of  the  able  and  successful  man- 
*ia  which  he  managed  that  affair.  And 
bin;  Sir,  let  me  do  justice  to  the  spirit  of 
Ummn  in  which  the  ri^rht  hon.  Gentleman 
Ifea' Member  for  South  Wiltshire  this  even- 
i^g'allnded  to  Lord  Malmesbury.  My  noble 
Iriend  baa  done  his  portion  of  the  work  of 
As  pretent  Government  in  a  most  able 
■nner.  He  has  been  most  unfairly  and 
knvbly  treated.  But  while  I  have  to 
Olimilaiii  of  tho  language  which  the  right 
bife  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
nt^hB  used  in  respect  of  myself  I  thank 
Urn  lor  the  fairness  of  his  language  in  re- 
ajM'of  naj  noble  Friend  Lord  Malmes- 
■ujL  Well,  if  you  cannot  attack  our 
fangn  peiiej  on  either  of  tho&o  grounds, 
wttkaag'.  remains  but  the  Italian  question. 
Beva  1  do  eomplain — and  I  hope  my  right 
hhL  FMemd  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
BtrMmn):  ia  in  the  House — I  do  for  one 
ctegfannof  the  gross  and  flagrant  injus- 
tiea  «f  praeeMing  to  condemn  any  Govern- 


^\ 


ment  before  yon  haye  seen  their  papere 
and  heard  their  case.  I  am  not  surprised, 
and  I  do  not  complain  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud  that  he 
should  vote  against  us  on  this  occasion. 
I  think  from  the  course  of  his  political  life 
he  is  entitled  to  take  that  course ;  but  I 
wish  he  had  not  urged  such  false  and  fal* 
lacious  ground  for  that  vote — I  wish  he 
had  not  come  down  hero  and  said  he  wonld 
have  acceded  to  the  justice  of  our  claim  if 
we  had  claimed  to  have  the  evidence  read 
before  our  case  was  adjuged.  If  that  be 
his  plea  I  claim  his  vote.  We  do  complain 
of  one  of  tho  most  flagrant  cases  of  poli- 
tical injustice  of  which  I  have  ever  heard  ; 
and  it  requires  the  lively  audacity  which 
distinguishes  the  noble  Viscount  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton  to  ask  the  House  to  take 
the  course  which,  in  his  speech  on  Tuesday 
night,  ho  urged  it  to  adopt.  Who  was  the 
other  hon.  Member  who  urged  that  course? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Deasy),  who  ought  to  know 
that  no  verdict  should  be  given  until  the 
evidence  in  the  case  has  been  heard. 
There  is  a  golden  rule  in  this  country, 
and  not  less  just  within  this  House  than 
outside  of  it— never  to  condemn  any  one 
unheard.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tiverton  has  called  upon  the  House  to  re- 
verse that  rule  ;  but  I  hope  the  120  new 
Members  will  not  think  that  any  political 
differences  would  justify  such  a  gross  in- 
justice as  to  condemn  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  Government  in  respect  of  the  Italian 
question  before  the  House  is  in  possession 
of  the  grounds  upon  which  judgment  in 
respect  of  that  matter  should  be  given.  I 
cannot  understand  why  the  hon.  Member 
for  Binningham  is  going  to  vote  against 
us  to-night.  He  is  an  advocate  of  neutra- 
lity and  peace.  It  was  justly  remarked  by 
an  hon.  Member  this  evening  that  no  hon. 
Gentleman  had  in  this  debate  touched  on 
the  language  which  we  had  advised  Her 
Majesty  to  use  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  In  that  Royal  Speech  our  policy 
in  respect  of  the  Italian  question  is  peace 
and  neutrality.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham says  that  his  policy  is  peace  and 
neutrality.  On  what  ground,  then,  can  he 
vote  against  us,  alleging  that  our  foreign 
policy  is  one  of  his  reasons  ?  I  think  I 
havo  a  right  to  complain  unless  there  has 
been  a  misrepresentation  of  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  at  that  ball  the  other  day 
[  Great  Laughter] — 1  beg  pardon,  I  meon 
at  that  meeting  which  took  place  in  Al- 
mack's  room  the  other  day.     Unless  the 

[  Third  Night. 
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hoD.  Member  is  niiiicprcs^vitd,  lie  took 
occasion  to  saj  he  wo'-ld  rfiie  ajainst 
the  noble  Lord  the  Meiubcr  fjr  Tiverton 
gOTerniD^  the  country  unless  he  express- 
ed himself  an  adrocate  for  p-'-ace.  Iloir- 
erer,  he  finds  that  we  are  adrocates  :or 
peace,  and  vitb  fiain^nt  inconsistcicv  he 
is   going   to   To:e   against   us.      I    thin' 


1. 


the  bon.  GentlemaTi's  views  mu>^'.  liavc 
undergone  sonse  great  and  extraorJinarr 
change,  for  which  I  cannot  account,  if  he 
is  sanguine  t).at  the  best  mode  of  ['resenr- 
ing  the  peace  of  Europe  15  to  p1i;oe  the 
foreign  poller  of  this  country  in  the  hands 
of  the  noble  Viscount.  Whatever  may  be 
the  attributes  of  the  noble  Viscount  that 
belief  wonld  not  be  in  accordance  with  Lis 
(Viscount  Palmerston'e)  reputation ;  and  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham,  of  all  men  in  the  House, 
would  have  been  the  last  to  place  con- 
fidence in  bis  peaceful  intentions. 

Sir,  there  is  another  subject  which,  hold- 
ing the  position  in  the  Government  which 
I  do,  it  is  impossible  I  can  allow  this  de- 
bate to  close  without  alluding  to — I  mean 
the  defences  of  this  countnr.    I  think  I  am 
justified  in  repeating  what  I  commenced  by 
saying — namely,  that  if  you  are  thinking 
of  refusing  your  confidence  to  any  Admin- 
istratio!! — when  you  arc  about  to  pass  a 
vote  of  censure  on  a  Government — surely 
one  of  the  elements  which  in  common  sense 
and  justice  you  are  boui.d  to  consider  is 
the  manner  in  which  they  have  dealt  with 
this  important  matter.     I  feel  impelled  by 
a  sense  of  duty  to  allude  to  it ;  but  I  have 
on  this  ground  a  reluctance  to  do  so,  that 
I  shall  have  to  allude  to  measures  taken  by 
myself.     I  beg,  however,  that  the  House 
will  undersund  that  I  speak  in  no  boastful 
spirit.    If  the  defences  of  the  country  have 
been  improved  under  my  Administration  of 
the  affairs  of  the  navy,  1  am  indebted  to 
the  able  professional  men  whose  assistance 
I  have  had,  and  certainly  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty. 
How  was  it  that  the  noble  Viscount,  in  at- 
tacking our  Government  and  by  inference 
defending  his  own,  made  no  reference  to 
the  state  in  which  the  late  Government 
left  the  Royal  Navy.     I  am  not  now  in- 
tending to  revive  any  controversies  between 
thoie  who  have  hitherto  filled  the  office 
of  Fint  Lord  and  myself.      I  only  wish 
to  adverkk  in  justice  to  my  colleagues  and 
mjnlf.  to  fiscta  whieh  are  incontrovertible. 
And  thin  faet,  I  think,  no  man  opposite 
esu  deoy — that  whatetor  may  liavo  been 
H^  mnto    and  no  doubt  varioua  cauaca 

.  Ar  /oibi  JPakingUm 


i  contribated  to  this  result — when  mj  Lord 
Derby's  Government  succeeded  to  office 
the  effective  strength  of  the  Royal  Navy 
'  of  tl:is  country  was  reduced  to  a  point 
which  it  had  never  reached  before,  and 
which  I  hope  to  God  it  will  cerer  reach 
again.     I  have  had  occasion  to  saj  before 
to-night  that  fifteen  months  ago,  when  we 
came  into  office,  we  had  only  twentv-five 
effective  line-of-battle  ships.     Of  eourse  I 
mean  ships  with  engines  and  screw  pro- 
pellers.    It  is  true  that  there  were  three 
more    afloat    taking    in    their    engines. 
Therefore,  if  you  like  you  can  compote 
the  entire  number  as  twenty-eight  line- 
of-battle  ships.     That  was  not  a  point  to 
.  which  the  navy  of  England  should  have 
been  reduced.      It  was  a  state  of  thiifi 
whieh  had  never  existed  before,  and  wJbieh 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  since  tbetiBie 
it  came  into  power  until  this  houTp  have 
devoted  their  best  energies  to  redreas.    Is 
this  a  reason  why  you  will  not  trust  n! 
,  Is  this  the  reason  why  we  are  to  be  con- 
demned ?     What  is  the  state  of  the  navy 
now  ?     At  this  moment  we  have  now,  as 
then,  three  line-of-battle  ships  taking  in 
their  engines.     Without  these,  there  are 
thirty-seven   effective  line-of-battle  afaips. 
Counting  those  three,  as  I  was  willing  to 
'  count  the  three  in  the  other  case,  we  have 
;  forty  effective  line-of-battlc  ships,  instead 
'  of  twenty-eight  as  was  the  case  fifteen 
months  ago.    I  called  on  Parliament  fifteen 
months  ago  to  enable  me  to  remedy  the 
existing  deficiencies.     The  House  of  Com- 
mons responded  liberally  to  that  appeaL 
The  consequence  is,  that  at  the  end  of 
the  present  financial  year  you  will  bate 
fifty  effective  line-of-battle  ships  afloat.    I 
told  you  three  months  ago  that  we  ahoold 
launch  fifteen  ships  in  the  course  of  the 
present  financial  year,  including  those  un- 
dergoing conversion.     We  have  added  two 
more  to  that  number,  making  aeventecn, 
which  will  bring  up  the  total  number  by 
the  end  of  the  financial  year  to  fifty»  or 
double  what  we  found  when  taking  offise 
only  fifteen  months  ago.      I  aak,  agaiut 
is  that  a  reason  why  we  are  to  be  con- 
demned ?     If  we  are  to  be  so  condemned 
by  triumphant  faction  here»  do  yon  think 
the  country  will  respond  to  such  ademsionf 
But  let  mc  turn  to  another  branch  of  the 
subject.    If  ever  a  Government  exposed  it- 
self to  attack,  the  present  Government  has 
done  so.    We  have  assumed  with  referanoo 
to  this  matter  as  grave  a  rcsponsibili^  a» 
any  Government  that  ever  hdd  the  roma 
of  power  in  this  country.     Soon  after  Far- 
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liMoent  waa  dissolved — [Cheers  from,  the 
G^qNiMttonl— -aye,  I  know  what  that  cheer 
and  I  do  not  shrink  from  the  issue 


whioh  ia  raised^— soon  after  Parliament  was 
diaaolTed  that  war»  which  we  had  exerted 
OTeij  effort  to  prevent,  and  which  up  to 
the  yery  last  we  entertained  a  sanguine 
hope  that  we  oould  prevent*  unhappily 
broke  out*  Her  Majesty's  Governmont 
had  therefore  to  consider  how  they  could 
ide  for  the  defence  of  this  coun- 


beat 

tty«  aii4  we  took  a  most  unusual  course. 
The  lusDu  Member  for   Birmingham   last 
night  fcaU  Ua  allies  on  the  opposite  benches 
that  ftheiBolicy  of  Liberal  Cabinets  had 
been  "Ajeble  and  paltering  ;**  but  I  must 
81^  Ibal  idle  policy  of  the  present  Qovern- 
mml^-9^  least  with  reference  to  the  point 
to  whieh  I  am  now  adverting,  is  free  from 
that  ehttge.     The  Governmcntp  on  their 
own  reaponaibility,  adopted  three  most  im- 
portant meaaares.     We  advised  the  Crown 
to  iaaue  an  Order  in  Council  for  the  ad- 
dition of  10,000  men — 2,000  marines  and 
8^000  aeameo — to  our  naval  forces.     An- 
oChsr  measure  we  adopted  was  one  advert- 
ed to  .laat  night  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle — I  mean  that  of 
eflSving  a  bounty  to  sailors.     Having  de- 
dded  on  adding  10,000  men  to  our  naval 
force*  we  decided  on  raising  thoso  addi- 
tioBol  men  by  bounty.     And  wo  added  no 
km  than  1,300  shipwrights  to  our  dock- 
jard  eatablishments.      I  *  was   asked  the 
ether  night  by  an  hon.  and  gallant  Admi- 
ral opposite  whether  we  had  now  as  many 
dimwrighta  in  our  dockyards  as  we  were 
dm  to  provide  with  work.     In  answer  to 
that  inquiry,  I  bog  to  tell  him  that  we 
hate  added  to  our  dockyard  establishments 
as  many  shipwrights  as  can  be  usefully 
and  economically  employed.     I  think  the 
Home  will  admit  that  in  taking  this  course 
we  have  aasumed  a  most  unusual  respon- 
Besides  adding  10,000  men  to 
naral  forces,  and  1,300  shipwrights  to 
dockyard  establishments,  we  have  done  i 
what  I  believe  no  Government  has  over  ■ 
dene  before,  by  offering  a  bounty  at  a  time  | 
vbaa  thia  country  was  not  at  war ;  nnd  I  ' 
vil  tell  the  House  frankly  that  that  bounty  j 
ia  higher  than  has,  I  believe,  been  offered  • 
m  any  previous  occasion.    Well,  I  am  pre- ; 
paiai  to  vindicate  every  one  of  these  mea- , 
Mum.      I  aay  that  this  is  no  feeble  and 
piltaring  policy  ;  it  is  right  or  it  is  wrong. 
1  Hy  tlut  auoh  a  policy  raises  this  issue —  ; 
ntmr  ve  acted  wisely  and  prudently,  con- 
iihiBg  the  beet  interests  of  the  country, ; 
<v  vehan  ejceroised  a  more  reckless  abuse  > 


of  power,  and  Imve  incurred  a  more  un- 
justifiable and  extravagant  outlay  of  public 
money,  than  could  over  be  charged  against 
any   Government.     In   the  one  ca.«e   we 
ought  to  be  censnred  and  condemned  by 
this  House ;    in  the  other  event,  we  are 
entitled  to  the  approval  and  thanks  of  tho 
country.      These  alternatives   cannot   bo 
questioned  ;  and  I  ask,  therefore,  are  we 
open  to  condemnation  ;  or  are  we  entitled 
to  national  gratitude  ?     There  can  be  no 
middle  coarse  with  respect  to  so  unusual  a 
policy.     Are  we  to  be  condemned,  or  are 
we  to  be  thanked?     If  wo  are  to  be  thank- 
ed, what  is  the  meaning  of  the  vague  and 
muttered  attacks  which  have  been  made 
upon  our  foreign  policy  and  our  domestic 
legislation  ?  We  have  done  right  or  wrong; 
I  ask  you  to  meet  us  fairly  and  openly, 
and  I  challenge  the  issue  not  only  here, 
but  out  of  doors.    Charges  have  been  made 
against  us  in  connection  with  our  domestic 
legislation  and  our  foreign  policy;  but  why 
have  you  not  grappled  with  us  in  a  point 
where  we  are  open  to  attack  ?     No,  you 
know  that  we  were  right.     You  know  well 
that  we  have  done  our  duty,  and  that  in 
this  respect  we  are  not  open  to  attack. 
Who  has  questioned  our  conduct  ?     It  is 
true  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  says 
wo  have  pursued  a  most  unfortunate  course; 
bi.t  no  one  has  supported  his  opinion.     He 
said  further  that  our  policy  was  dictated  by 
hostility  to  France.     Now,  I  disclaim  that 
idea  altogether.     I  deny  that  our  policy 
was  intended  to  mean,  or  does  mean,  any- 
thing like  a  menace  to  France.     I  agreo 
with  thoso  hon.  Gentlemen  who,   during 
this  debate,  have  upheld  the  French  alli- 
ance.    That  alliance  has  been  productive 
of  great  benefit  to  both  nations  and  to  the 
world.     Long  do  I  hope  that  it  may  last, 
and  I  believe  that  the  best  means  of  secur- 
ing  its   continuance   is  by  showing  that 
England  is  prepared  for  events.     I  believe 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  would 
stand  almost  alone  in  his  opinion  that  tho 
present  state  of  Europe  does  not  justify  the 
Government  in  placing  this  country  in  a 
position  in  which  her  neutrality  may  be 
effectual.      Tho  right   hon.   Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  J.  Graham)  last  night  used 
language  upon  this  subject  which  I  con- 
fess   I  cannot   understand.      I   value   his 
opinion,  which  carries  authority  upon  such 
a  question,  but  I  should  like  to  know  what 
he  really  meant  by  his  reference  to  onrpo^ 
licy.    He  said,  referring  to  the  course  pur- 
sued  by  the   Government,    that  **  public 
necessity  may  havo  justified  these  mea- 
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surcB,"  nnd  ho  added  ''I  nm  not  prepared 
to  deny  that  they  were  necesBary."  1  con- 
ceivo  that  to  he  an  admission  on  tho  part 
of  tho  right  hon.  Baronet  that  our  policy 
vras  justiHnhle.  Bnt  he  went  on  to  con- 
demn entirely  the  bounty  we  had  olfcrcd, 
which  ho  described  as  impolitic  and  im- 
prudent. I  must  ho  allowed  to  say  tlmt 
those  two  opinions  arc  irreconcilable  witli 
cacli  other.  If  our  policy  was  necessary 
the  bounty  was  necessary  ;  and  I  tell  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  without  that 
bounty  wo  could  not  have  carried  out  our 
policy.  Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  sbakcs 
his  head,  but  I  am  very  happy  to  inform 
him  that  he  fell  into  some  very  decided 
errors  upon  this  subject  last  ni;;ht.  One 
of  tbcRO  errors  wns  tbc  opinion  he  expressed 
that  the  offer  of  a  bounty  might  be  fatal  to 
the  continuous-service  system;  and  he  went 
on  to  argue.  *'  How  can  you  suppose  that 
any  men  will  enter  for  continuous  service 
if  they  know  that  at  any  moment  a  bounty 
may  be  offered,  of  which,  if  they  are  not 
bound  by  continuous  service,  they  may 
take  advantage  ?*'  I  am  happy  to  inform 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  ho  never  fell  into 
a  greater  mistake.  The  continuous-service 
syBtem-— which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
much  to  his  honour,  brought  into  existence 
— has  been  in  operation  over  since  1853. 
In  tho  first  year  tho  average  number  of 
men  who  entered  for  continuous  service 
wos  1,1.50  per  month  ;  in  1855  the  num- 
ber fell  to  800  per  month;  in  1856,  to  600 
per  month  ;  in  1857,  to  400  per  month  ; 
and  in  tho  last  year,  1858.  the  average 
number  was  only  300  per  month.  The 
bounty  was  offered  at  the  bcgining  of  May, 
and  daring  tho  last  month  I  am  happy  to 
inform  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  that  no 
less  than  1,593  men  have  entered  for  con- 
tinuous service  ;  while,  since  the  1  st  of 
Jane  up  to  the  present  time,  477  men  have 
been  received  for  that  service.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  therefore,  been  en- 
tircly  mistaken  in  his  anticipations  on  this 
subject,  and  the  bounty  which  he  thought 
wonid  put  ui  end  to  continuous  service  has 

red  to  act  as  a  stimulus  to  that  service. 

1  now  tell  the  Houso  what  was  the 

r  for  this  boantv.    The  House  will 

Ki  that  when   1  moTed  the   Navy 

D      tea  I  proposed  to  raise  2,01' 0  more 

■«       n  than  we  had  in  tho  service  durinfr 

tht'P     edhig  7«tfi  nnd  in  die  whole  month 

v  ihe  number  of  seamen  was  only 

by  i  I  do  not  mean  that  we 

I  .  mx       D,  but  after  striking  a 

I  number  of  men  who 

■         i  m 


left  the  scrrico  and  those  who  entered  it 
the  balonoo  in  our  favour  was  only  six. 
Now,  could  wo  have  gone  on  under  such 
a  system,  with  war  raging  in  Europe,  and 
with  a  pressing  necessity  for  tho  inerc&sc 
of  our  naval  defences  ?  We  resorted  tc 
the  bounty,  and  intead  of  an  addition  of  »] 
men  to  tho  service  in  April,  we  had  in  the 
month  of  May  an  addition  of  3,009  men 
while  up  to  the  present  time  tho  bounty 
has  given  us  rather  moro  than  4.000  men 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER :  How  manj 
able  seamen  ? 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  I  am  noi 
sure  that  I  can  say  off-hand  what  is  th( 
exact  number,  but  the  proportion  of  abk 
seamen  is  as  nearly  as  possible  20  pei 
cent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  Ml  into 
a  slight  error  last  night.  Tho  bonify  for 
landsmen  is  not,  as  ho  said,  ^,  bat  only 
£2;  and  I  am  happy  to  ho  able  alio  to 
state,  that  those  who  have  entered  as knd&- 
men,  and  those  men  of  the  secend-cltii 
ordinaries  when  once  they  are  on  board, 
arc  men  of  the  best  description,  the  lattei 
being  cither  fishermen  or  boatmen,  acens- 
tomed  to  the  sea,  though  not  men-of-war'i 
men.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  1  have  the 
best  report  of  tho  crews  of  the  new  ships, 
and  several  officers  have  told  me  that, 
though  they  are  now  undisciplined  and 
young  crews,  yet  that  thej  present  the 
finest  materials,  and  will  make  the  ven 
best  men-of-war's  complements.  The  gal 
lant  Admiral  asked  me  the  other  nighl 
what  is  now  our  force  ?  I  tell  him  that  oui 
force  at  this  moment  is  twenty-four  line-o^ 
battleships  and  twelve  frigates  in  eommis* 
sion.  That  force  is  divided  between  thf 
Mediterranean  and  the  Channel.  We  an 
about  to  increase  the  Mediterranean  por< 
tion,  but  that  does  not  affect  the  general 
statement.  The  gallant  Admiral  alsc 
asked  whether  our  force  of  men-of-war  in 
commission  exceeded  that  of  the  Freneb. 
1  look  rather  to  the  positive  than  to  tbs 
comparative  force  of  England  at  this  mo- 
ment. I  do  not  want  to  enter  into  onj 
comparison  with  France,  which  is  not  the 
onlv  naval  Power  that  we  have  to  consider, 
But  I  will  not  refuse  to  answer  the  gallant 
Admiral's  inquiry,  and  I  tell  him  our  forM 
of  men-of-war  in  commission  is  now  con 
sidcrably  greater  than  that  of  the  French, 
Though  our  present  force  is  twenty* fom 
linc-of- battle  ships  and  tweUe  frigates,  w< 
do  not  intend  to  limit  oorselTes  to  thosi 
numbers.  Let  mo  now  ask  tbe  boa.  uuH 
gallant  Admiral  one  plain  quotioau  Wbal 
course  is  he  about  to  take  to-night  f   Is  he 
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goings  to  take  tbe  lino  of  a  frank  sailor  or 
of  a  ditiiigeiHioiis  portisan  ?     He  told  us 
t&o  etkcar  night  with  perfect  truth — and  I 
am.  cottvinoed  the  people  of  this  country 
will  aigneewith  him — that  these  partj"  ques- 
tions, 'vhethcr  A  or  B  are  to  sit  on  these 
bnohesi-  are  of  little  importance;  and  whe- 
ther yob  ahall  fix  your  borough  franchise 
at  jBlO;  iB8,  or  £6,  is  nothing  compared 
whli  haviug  the  defences  of  England  what 
ibe^tcllKl^t  to  be.     Ho  knows  what  those 
dflfeaiea'.  Were  when  we  took  office.     He 
knowa  what  they  are  now.     And,  Sir,  if 
tliare'^te  kne  man  alive  to  whom,  from  all 
hM^hrngtm^tf  all  his  known  opinions,  from 
evMjW^p  he  has  said  and  done  in   this 
fivBi^^I  have  a  right  to  appeal  with  pcr- 
htk  cbofldence    that  in  consistency   and 
Imieatj  lie  should  support  the  Government 
w^fhaM^  done  all  this  for  the  defence  of 
Ihb  eeimtry*  that  man  is  the  hon.  and  gal- 
bnt  Admiral. 

I  ifatMik  the  House  for  the  patience  with 

vkieh  tbey  have  listened  to  tiic  observa- 

tina  which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  ad- 

dmu  to  them.     I  hope  and  trust  thac  the 

qftrit  ID  which  they  have  been  spoken  will 

■lit  be  misrepresented  or  misunderstood. 

I'kaTe  felt  it  right  and  due  to  my  col- 

kkguea  to  state  the  efforts  we  have  made 

ftribe  defences  of  the  country.     It  may 

■ll  joar  purposes  to   banish  these  con- 

dkraiions  and  try  to  place  this  issue  on 

iJMihor  ground.     But  the  common  sense 

Md  eommon  feeling  of  the  country  will  be 

jon.     At  such  a  moment  as  this, 

is  raging  in  Europe,  when  no 

'  man  can  tell  how  soon  tho  spark 

ttri^ieach   this  country,  it  is   absurd  to 

si^  iHbt  in  judging  of  the  conduct  of  the 

cnt   you  can  altogether  exclude 

portant  subject  from  your  considcra- 

UoD.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  tried 

tifkim  it,  but  it  is  my  duty  not  to  allow 

tbni'  to  do  so.     Sir,  I  feel  that  1   have 

Mdf  dono  my  duty  in  asking  the  House 

rf:  Commons   to   support    a   Government 

vUeh-haB  made  these  efforts.     For  myself 

I^ln 'indifferent  to  the  result.     You  may 

dHiie  this  qnestion  as  you  like.     If  the 

aqority  ia^  fbr  the  Amendment,  I   shall 

km 'the   consolation  of  knowing  that  I 

Aalt  band  over  tho  Navy  of  England  to 

mfwateiBaon  in  a  very  different  state  from 

tel'iirwbioh  I  found  it:  and  I  shall  have 

tW  IsrthBr   latitfaotion    of    feeling   that 

vhrtsver  party  discipline  and  party  efforts 

nqr  lead  jmi  to  do  in  this  House,  if  the 

iii|Mity  tOMoight  support  this  Amendment, 


the  sentiment  of  the  British  public  will  be 
that  that  decision  is  unjust. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  Sir,  I  must 
say  that  the  language  which  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has  ap- 
plied to  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House  is,  considering  tho  circumstances  in 
which  he  stands,  a  little  extraordinary. 
The  Ministers  advised  Her  Majesty  to  dis- 
solve Parliament,  at  a  critical  moment,  and 
in  the  midst  of  most  important  business, 
to  try  this  question, — whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty *s  Ministers  have  or  have  not  the  con- 
fidenco  of  Parliament  and  tho  country. 
The  Parliament  is  accordingly  dissolved, 
the  elections  take  place.  Gentlemen  are 
returned  here  ;  and  they  immediately  pro- 
pose to  put  to  the  test  the  question  which 
the  Government  themselves  declared  was 
the  point  at  issue.  It  was  not,  as  has  been 
observed,  the  most  favourable  ground  for 
them  to  occupy  ;  but  the  challenge  having 
been  thrown  down  to  them  they  arc  reody 
to  affirm  that  they  have  not  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers :  whereupon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  calls  us  a  faction. 
Why,  what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expect  ?  Did  he  mean  that  the  whole 
country  should  give  but  one  answer  to  the 
question  put  to  it  ?  Did  he  mean  to  say 
that  their  wisdom  was  so  self^vident  that 
nothing  but  faction  could  induce  men  to 
demur  to  it  ?  He  seems  to  me,  Sir,  to 
have  a  very  high  estimate  of  his  own  and 
his  colleagues  superior  merits.  Still,  I 
should  think,  blind  and  mistaken  as  wo 
may  be,  it  may  be  permitted  to  this  House 
— it  may  be  permitted  to  the  Members 
of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calls 
a  triumphant  faction,  to  take  a  different 
view  from  that  which  he  has  formed  of  the 
merits  of  Iler  Majesty's  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  the  charges 
which  have  been  preferred  against  the  Go- 
vernment. Now,  I  do  not  hold  that  it  is 
necessary  to  make  any  charges  whatever 
in  order  to  establish  the  validity  of  this 
Amendment.  I  thought  that  point  had 
been  settled  for  ever  in  a  few  short  words 
from  Mr.  Burke,  when  he  said,  "  tho  House 
of  Commons  was  not  only  a  Court  compe- 
tent to  criminate,  but  also  a  council  of 
weight  and  wisdom  to  advise."  If,  there- 
fore, this  House  be  of  opinion  that  in  these 
critical  times  the  destinies  of  the  country 
are  not  fitly  placed  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  present  Ministers,  it  is  perfectly 
competent  for  us  to  declare  that  opinion. 
When  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  in  1812  pro- 
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posed  an  Address  for  a  strong  and  efficient 
Administration,  the  Ministry  against  \Thom 
that  Address  was  moved  had  a  Tvok  in 
order  to  produce  the  measures  and  f  ubmit 


by  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exche 
quor,  who  said  it  was  necesaarj  to  maintaii 
our  friendly  relations  with  France.  1  re 
member  that  the  right  hon.  Member  foi 


the  policy  which  they  recommended.  But  ,  Portsmouth  (Sir  Francis  Baring)  told  nn 
this  was  done  under  the  consideration  that  he  was  convinced  by  the  statements  am 
the  men  then  at  the  head  of  affairs,  were  •  arguments  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex 
not  fit  for  the  emergency  with  whicl:  they  chequer.  Well*  the  measure  thus  intra 
had  to  cope.  So  much.  Sir,  for  the  con-  duced,  and  thus  supported,  on  the  groum 
stitutional  view  of  tho  propriety  of  this  '  of  the  necessity  of  maintaining  fricndl] 
Motion.  I  confess  I  have  been  a  little  '  relations  with  Franco,  that  measure  woi 
surprised  at  the  language  which  has  been  i  made  the  occasion  of  defeating  the  Go 
held  by  one  or  more  Members  on  this  side  vernmcnt ;  it  was  defeated  on  the  mcasun 
of  the  House,  who  spoke  of  the  present :  of  which  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
Ministers  as  if  they  had  only  within  the  ;  and  his  party  had  been  such  ardent  sup 
last  few  days  entered  upon  office.  "  Give  \  porters.  Conduct  more  factious— condud 
them  a  fair  trial,*'  it  is  said  :  *'  Let  us  ,  more  treacherous  on  the  part  of  those  v2io 
know  what  are  their  measures  and  their  '  succeeded  to  office  —  there  could  Dot  be, 
policy !  "  Why,  Sir,  we  happen  to  know  ;  Then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchefoer  fits 
what  their  measures  are.  For  more  than  '  told  us  very  shortly,  as  if  it  was-  a  tnffi- 
a  year  we  have  seen,  weighed,  and  con- :  cicnt  reason,  that  two-thirds  of  the  late 
sidered  tho  measures  brought  forward  by  Parliament  being  opposed  to  the  Gofsra* 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  But  before  I  :  ment,  it  was  no  wonder  their  measures  did 
refer  further  to  these  measures,  let  mo  say  .  not  succeed.  You  would  suppose  from  this, 
a  few  words  respecting  the  mauner  in  that  nothing  but  prejudice  and  party  via- 
which  they  acceded  to  power.  I  think  I  j  lenco  caused  the  rejection  of  the  Govcm- 
am  justified  in  doing  so,  because,  in  read- ,  ment  measures.  But  was  it  so  ?  Fint, 
ing  the  speeches  of  Gentlemen  who  ap- '  there  was  their  India  Bill  ;  on  that  their 
peared  as  candidates  on  tho  Ministerial :  course  was  exceedingly  simple  and  plain, 
side,  a  great  portion  of  whom  have  been  !  They  agreed  to  wave  their  own  opinion 
returned  to  this  House,  I  always  found  ;  and  to  adopt  the  Resolutions  passed  by  the 
that  the  Resolution  which  I  had  the  honour  ;  House  ;  and  they  brought  in  a  Bill  found- 
to  move  and  the  satisfaction  to  carry  in  I  ed  upon  them.  Was  that  Bill  opposed  by 
the  late  Parliament  was  called  **  a  factious    the  House  ?     No  ;  but  their  own  originil 
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Resolution."   As  far  as  I  can  discriminate, 
I  should  say  that  any  man,  or  body  of  men 


Bill  was  so  strange,  so  imperfect,  so  nev 
in  its  provisions  that  not  only  every  man  in 


in  this  House,  bringing  forward  a  Motion  I  the  House,  but  every  man  in  the  streets 
they  think  calculated  to  promote  the  public  |  laughed  at  and  ridiculed  it.  By  one  of  its 
benefit,  and  useful  to  the  country,  however  ;  provisions  some  of  the  members  of  the 
mistaken  they  may  be,  though  it  niay  be  ;  Council  of  India  were  to  be  chosen  by  the 
a  party  Motion,  it  can  hardly  be  called  JSIO  householders  of  certain  large  boroughs, 
a  factious  one.  On  the  other  hand,  I  {  I  heard  it  remarked  at  the  time  that  it 
should  say  that  those  who  oppose  a  measure  j  would  have  been  a  great  deal  better  and 
of  which  they  approve — who  for  the  sake  S  more  just  to  propose  that  the  admirals  of 
of  party  objects  opposed  a  measure  they  !  tho  fleet  should  be  chosen  by  the  £10 
are  satisfied  is  a  wise  one — those  men,  in-  j  householders  of  the  naval  ports  ;  they 
deed  are  much  more  deserving  the  epithet '  might  possibly  chooso  good  officers  ;  bat 
'* factious."    Now,  what  was  the  occasion    that  the  electors  of  such  towns  as  Mancbet- 


on  which  the  present  Ministers  came  into 

e  f    A  ]    1  has  been  proposed  by  the 

Lord      s  MombjBr  for  Tiverton,  then 

.of       >  GoTernment,  that  had 

ft]       Ted  and  suggested  by 

St  the  head  of  the  Go- 

i     t  day  of  the  Session 

a  measure  was  ne- 

noble  Lord  the 

:ii         it  it  forward 

i». great  ability 


ter  and  Belfast  should  elect  members  of 
tho  Council  of  India  was  such  a  strange 
imagination  that  none  but  the  present 
Ministry  could  be  capable  of  it.  Another 
provision  fixed  the  appointment  of  certain 
members,  and  limited  it  so  that  sometimes 
only  a  distinguished  military  officer  of  the 
Madras  Presidency  could  be  nominated 
when  an  able  civilian  was  required,  or  when 
an  eminent  lawyer  from  Madras  was  at 
handy  a  military  officer  of  Bombay  most  be 
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tftkeD.    The  Bill  would  have  compelled 
the  perpefcuiil  appointment  of  inferior  men, 
when  men  of  capacity  were  available.     I 
■tate  thia  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men hare  aaaumed  that  party  motives  only 
eanaed  the  rejection  of  their  measure.    I 
wfll  now  aay  a  few  words  with  respect  to 
A«ir  Befonn  Bill.     It  was  eqaally  fanciful 
oud  nieffi<nent  io  its  provisions.   As  I  have 
itodied  the  question  of  reform  for  a  great 
Hmbev  of  years,  and  I  consider  that  there 
may  1m  three  kinds  of  Parliamentary  Re- 
fona,  I  trast  I  may  he  allowed  to  express 
my  dMnghta  upon  that  subject.     I  con- 
lider  Art  there  may  be  three  kinds  of  Re- 
Hdrd  maaanres  introduced.     There  may  be 
ire  of  reform  that  diminishes  the 
power  ;  there  may  be  another  mea- 
se eomplicated  in  its  provisions  as  to 
iomewhat  like  those  ingenious  pro- 
thej  give  to  boys  at  school,  in  which, 
yoa  ftdd   so    many,  subtract   so   many 
sad  multiply  by  another  number, 
]M  find  the  number  produced  is  exactly 
fta  one  originally  stated.     So,  by  giving 
tte  frnnchiae  to  a  great  number  of  people, 
aad  taking  it  away  from  a  great  many 
often,  what  you  arrive  at  is  no  change  at 
dL     And  there  may  bo  a  practical  mca- 
■10  of  reform,  that  will  add  to  the  popu- 
kr  power,  and  increase  the  strength  of  the 
Hooaeof  Commons  by  the  addition  of  those 
iBtoe  given  to  it.     Now,  the  Reform  Bill 
dbe  Oof emment  introduced  had  much  of 
ihefirat  character,  something  of  the  second, 
ad  nothing  at  all  of  the  third.     It  was  a 
ttminre  that,  had  it  been  passed  in  the 
Aepe  in  which  it  was  proposed,  would,  by 
ftetiue  it  had  been  ten  or  twenty  years  in 
•pmtionf  have  much  diminished  the  popu- 
lar- power  as  represented  in  this  House. 
like  the  great  contest  that  lately  occurred 
m  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  ;  it  had 
A  the  character  of  a  great,  popular,  Eng- 
bh contest;  but,  instead  of  that,  under  the 
Baform  Bill  of  the  Government  the  West 
Biding  would  have  had  six  Members,  so 
■nnged  that  four  would  have  been  sure  to 
ta  OD  the  Conservative  side.    Then,  taking 
Majthe  freehold  votes,  the  Bill  would  have 
•neelled,  would  have  destroyed,  a  great 
part  of  the  Liberal  element  in  the  county; 
of  the  TOtera  that  would  have  been  added, 
mnjwoold  have  been  dependent,  and  never 
foliiig    CD    the    Liberal    side.     [**  Hear, 
hear  I '^    Yea!    I  say  boldly  the  Liberal 
tk^"  they  never  would  have  voted  for  any 
istrtate  of  the  civil  and  religious  liberty 
•f  the  eooBtrj.     If  any  person  calculated 
iba  taUae  working  of  the  Government  Re- 


form Bill,  he  could  not  doubt  that  in  the 
course  of  ten  years,  instead  of  one  Old 
Snrnm,  we  should  have  had  twenty  or 
thirty.  That  is  an  argument  which  was 
used  dnring  the  debate  on  the  Bill ;  and 
even  the  Solicitor  General,  ingenious  as  he 
is,  did  not  attempt  to  answer  it;  he  only 
said  it  was  a  matter  that  might  be  consi- 
dered in  Committee;  but  my  belief  is,  jf 
that  Bill  had  once  got  into  Committee,  it 
would  have  passed  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  was  proposed,  and  would  have  ^one  far 
to  repeal  the  Reform  Act  of  1832,  and 
diminish  the  power  of  the  people  to  send 
representatives  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  was  the  measure  which  we  are  now 
blamed  for  having  defeated  by  the  Resolu- 
tion I  moved;  and  next  to  the  satisfaction 
I  feel  in  having  taken  a  large  share  in  car- 
rying  through  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832  is 
that  I  experience  in  having  defeated  a 
measure  which,  with  much  that  was  plau- 
sible in  appearance,  was  evidently  intended 
by  its  framers  to  repeal  the  wholesome 
provisions  of  the  former  Act.  I  now  come 
to  that  step  of  the  Government  which  I 
consider  most  perilous,  and  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  bench 
ought  to  consider  exposes  them  to  great 
responsibility  —  1  mean  the  dissolution. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  chose  to  dissolve 
Parliament  when  war  was  impending  over 
Europe,  when  they  must  have  known  it 
was  a  question  of  weeks,  and  might  have 
been  a  question  of  days.  For  my  part,  I 
think  there  could  be  but  one  excuse  for 
that  dissolution,  and  that  was  the  grave 
objections  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  stated 
they  felt  to  any  lowering  of  the  franchise. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Lord  Stanley)  declared  it  would  de- 
stroy the  influence  of  the  middle  classes. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  (Sir  E.  B.  Lytton),  in  a  speech 
of  great  force  and  eloquence  said,  "  it 
would  place  capital  and  industry  at  the 
command  of  impatient  poverty  and  unin- 
structed  numbers,"  and  that  this  would  be 
a  great  calamity  if  it  took  place.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  stated  the  case  in  somewhat 
different  terms;  but  1  think  much  to  the 
same  effect.  He  said,  that  if  the  fran- 
chise were  lowered,  you  would  then  have  a 
House  of  Commons  which  would  be  ready 
to  sanction  every  extravagant  expenditure, 
but  never  would  consent  to  taxes  in  order 
to  furnish  the  means  for  that  expenditure 
— a  House  of  Commons  that  would  enter, 
recklessly  and  rashly  into  war,  and  yet  after* 
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wards  be  prepared  to  agree  to  an  ignomini- 
ous peace.  Now,  these  are  grave  considera- 
tions, and  I  can  imagine  a  Ministry  which 
entertained  such  apprehensions  saying, 
"  This  danger  is  so  great,  this  change  in 
the  constitation  would  be  so-  perilous,  as  it 
would  put  the  whole  of  the  property  of 
this  country  into  the  hands  of  uniustructed 
numbers,  and  incur  the  risk  of  wars  reck- 
lessly entered  into  and  ignominiously  con- 
cluded, that  we  will  put  it  at  once  to  tho 
country  whether  they  would  approve  of  a 
Bill  with  provisions  so  dangerous  as  these." 
That  might  have  been  a  reason  for  dissolv- 
ing the  Parliament  and  asking  tho  opinion 
of  the  people;  but,  to  my  infinite  surprise, 
I,  who  had  supposed  that  they  might  have 
an  excuse  to  give,  find  that  now  that  Par- 
liament has  been  again  assembled,  after 
they  have  used  every  moans  in  order  to  get 
a  majority  of  their  own  part}'  returned  to 
this  HoQse,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
stating  that  they  have  no  objection  to  this 
very  change.  Then,  I  say,  there  was  no 
excuse  for  the  dissolution.  They  were  sa- 
tisfied even  with  a  Resolution  of  an  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  not  been  again  return- 
ed to  this  House,  Mr.  Stuart Wortley,  which 
was  to  the  same  eficct  as  mine,  but  in 
terms  more  civil  to  tho  Ministry.  If  they 
were  satisfied  that  they  could  adopt  the 
substance  of  that  Resolution,  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  transfer  freeholders  from 
the  counties  to  the  boroughs,  and  that  it 
was  possible  for  them  tu  make  a  great  re- 
duction in  the  borough  franchise,  I  say  it 
was  their  bounden  duty — their  duty  to  the 
Sovereign,  to  Parliament,  and  to  the  coun- 
try— to  accept  such  a  settlement  of  the 
question,  and  not  to  dissolve  Parliament 
and  incur  the  dangers  which  they  did  in- 
cur. Many  of  those  dangers,  no  doubt, 
they  have  escaped.  While  these  Powers 
were  going  to  war,  some  demand  might 
have  been  made  upon  this  country  which 
they  could  not  in  honour  advise  the  Queen 
to  accept.  It  might  then  have  been  ne- 
cessary to  send  a  Message  to  Parliament 
for  that  purpose.  No  Parliament  was  sit- 
ting. That  danger  they  incurred.  They 
also  incurred  that  great  responsibility 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has  just  stated. 
They  thought  they  were  compelled  to  add 
considerably  to  the  naval  force,  and  to  offer 
a  bounty  by  Royal  Proclamation  without 
the  iidfice  of  Parliament.  I  feel  my- 
■df  that  that  measure  was  perfectly  right. 
Bat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  great 
flffodit  fiir  hating  awimied  that  responsibl- 


11  ty  without  the  advice  of  Parliament.  Tha 
might  have  been  very  well  if  the  necessit 
had  arisen  when  Parliament  had  been  pn 
rogued  in  tho  month  of  September,  an 
there  had  been  the  difficulty  of  bringin 
Members  together  before  a  certain  time 
but  when  we  consider  that  the  absent 
of  Parliament  was  their  own  act ;  thi 
the  necessity  was  of  their  own  creating 
the  merit  of  having  added  to  the  navi 
force  is  counterbalanced,  and  more  tha 
counterbalanced  by  tho  guilt  of  having  dii 
solved  Parliament  under  circumstances  lit 
these.  [•*No,  no!  '*]  Some  hon.  Gentleme 
seem  not  to  comprehend  the  argument, 
have  stated  that  if  they  could  not  agree  t 
support  the  Resolution  that  I  proposed  i 
was  then  competent  to  them  to  ptit  ihi 
question  to  the  country  and  to  bkre  tbeii 
decision  upon  it ;  but  they  being  prepared 
to  make  an  alteration  in  that  rcspeeu  tad 
their  only  object  in  the  dissolntioa  bmaj 
to  strengthen  their  own  party  and  not  in 
have  a  good  Reform  Bill,  their  conduct  i 
entirely  inexcusable.  I  come  nest  to  tin 
consideration  of  their  management  of  fo 
reign  affairs.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemai 
claims  great  credit  for  the  Government  fo 
tho  mode  in  which  they  settled  tho  Cag 
liari  question.  I  remember  perfectly  wel 
what  occurred  in  this  case.  An  hon.  Hem 
ber  of  this  Houso  asked  a  qnestion  wit! 
regard  to  what  was  intended  to  be  done  ii 
that  matter.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex 
chequer  answered  that  the  question  liw 
been  concluded  by  the  preceding  Govern 
ment,  and,  while  he  expressed  no  very  grea 
feeling  for  the  E  n glish  engineers,  ho  express 
ed  his  great  satisfaction  that  no  unci?i 
word  had  been  used  with  respect  to  the  eon 
duct  of  tho  late  King  of  Naples.  And  ther 
it  would  have  remained,  but  my  noble  Frieni 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  said  the  qaestioi 
had  not  been  concluded,  and  thereupon  tb 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  persuaded  t 
take  some  further  measure  on  tho  snli 
ject.  Acting  upon  the  suggestion  of  thi 
House,  the  Government — no  doubt  promptl; 
enough  and  ably  enough — took  the  necei 
sarj  measures  and  obtained  the  release  ( 
those  engineers.  But  that  shows,  amon 
other  instances,  the  very  great  danger  < 
leaving  the  management  of  our  foreign  n 
lations  in  the  hands  of  these  Ministei 
during  the  recess  ;  bccanse  if  that  qnei 
tion  had  not  been  asked  in  the  House  i 
Commons  these  engineers  would  have  ha 
to  remain  in  a  dungeon.  That  was  evidei 
from  the  answer  of  the  Chancellor  of  tli 
Exchequer  hunself.    During   the   teeei 


m 


Mar  Majtsty^s 


{ JcTHE  10, 1859 1       Speech — Amendment.      382 


arose  the  qiiestioii   with  respect   to  the 
CharUs  ei  Oeorges^    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
demiMi  is  Tery  triumphant  upon  our  not 
haring  moTed  a  vote  of  censure  upon  their 
nroceedinKs  in  that  matter.     I  must  say  I 
fhibk  we  ahowed  great  forhearance  in  that 
ease,  because  language  more  unbecoming 
a  British,  Minister  than  that  used  by  Lord 
Xalmesbary  upon  that  subject  was  never 
hmrd.     There  was   no  question  whether 
thf; .  de^iand  was  just  or  unjust,  but  the 
tdpce, given  by  Lord  Mahnesbury  to  Por- 
tx^pl  ,ipra8» — Submit  to  this,  or  you  may 
In^va.ifilEVe — meaning,  of  course,  you  may 
maj^im  Lisbon  occupied,  your  fleet  de- 
strq^fllt,  and  your  country  invaded  ;  there- 
liM9.4iv|H(iit  to  anything  tliat  may  bo  asked. 
ItJPSf.lhot  a  question  upon  which  wo  could 
alfipe, Portugal  to  go  to  war — that  was 
fnta  dfnar — ^hut  the  advice  we  had  to  offer 
Bight  bave  been  of  a  more  manly  character 
^ViBighthavo  been  more  becoming  to  this 
•santrj  to  give,  and  to  Portugal  to  accept. 
I  arrire  now  at   a  most  important  and 
iBrious  question — namely,  the  cause  of  the 
ntbreak  of  war  in  Italy.    I  think  it  would 
bsTerj  unfair  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
if  we  were  to  presume  that  they  are  open 
te  any  blame  with  respect  to  the  manner 
k  whieh  they  have  conducted  their  ncgo- 
tktioos  for  the  preservatiun  of  peace,  and, 
fcr  mj  own  part,  I  am  quite  willing  to 
ssinme  that  they  have  made  sincere  and 
tneeasing  efforts — whether  they   made  a 
■istake    or  not   I  will   not  say — for  the 
fnservation    of  peace.     I   have    also,    I 
nut  say,    some  belief  that  it  could  not 
lane  been   possible  for   any  Government 
ti  fraserve   peace  between    Austria  and 
fMuiia.     Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
■Sto  go  somewhat  into  that  question  ;  but 
kfae  1  do  so  I  cannot  but  take  notice  of 
Sffiference  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 
■sn  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  with 
Mpeet  to  some  events  that  took  place  in 
1848.     Now,    the  Attorney    General    for 
b^od  seemed  to  me  rather  to  avoid  the 
tiM  of  Government — to    be    rather   un- 
■illingthat  this  House  should  fix  its  attcn- 
tini  upon  the  merits  and  demerits  of  the 
flofTemmcnt.     He  therefore  travelled  over 
cuBij  concoivablo  topic  not  connected  with 
the  question  under  discussion — over  every- 
thing that   happened  years   ago,  for  tho 
Mrpose  apparently  of  diverting  attention 
nmn  the  question  whether  or  not  tho  Go- 
IKBrnment  are  now  entitled    to    the   con- 
.idenee  of  this  House, — just  as  birds  en- 
fcaTonr  to  divert  attention  from  the  nest 
their  young.    The  right  hon. 


Gentleman,  though  I  don't  see  what  it  had 
to  do  with  tho  matter  before  the  House — 
attacked  the  conduct  of  my  noble  Friend, 
and  that  of  the  Government  over  which  I 
had  the  honour  to  preside,  with  respect  to 
the  offer  made  by  Austria  in  1848  to  give 
up  Lombardy.  No  doubt  that  offer  was 
made.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  have  forgotten  or  omitted  one 
part  of  that  transaction.  At  that  time 
not  only  was  Milan  and  tho  larger  part  of 
Lombardy  freed  from  the  Austrian  troops, 
but  Venice  was  in  the  hands  of  its  own 
inhabitants,  who  had  shaken  off  the  Aus- 
trian yoke.  They  had  declared  their  in- 
dependence, and  were  ready  to  maintain 
it.  The  proposal  to  the  Government  of 
Great  Britain  was  that  wo  should  interfere 
not  only  to  dispose  of  Lombardy,  but  to 
replace  an  Austrian  Archduke  with  au- 
thority in  Venice.  But  how  could  a  British 
Government,  having  no  immediate  concern 
in  these  transactions,  not  being  a  party  to 
the  war — how  could  they  have  interfered  to 
destroy  the  independence  of  Venice,  or  to 
sanction  in  any  way  the  subjugation  of 
Venice,  in  order  to  increase  the  territories 
of  tlic  King  of  Sardinia  in  another  part  of 
Italy  ?  For  my  own  part,  it  has  always 
appeared  to  me  that  ono  of  the  foulest 
transactions  in  modern  European  history 
was  that  assumption  of  Venice  by  Austria 
under  the  Treaty  of  Campo  Formio.  It  is 
not  a  singular  opinion,  for  I  find  that  M.  de 
Montalembcrl,  I  think  in  the  pamphlet  for 
which  he  was  prosecuted,  says  that  what- 
ever reproaches  you  may  cast  on  the  diplo- 
macy of  England,  she  has  nothing  so  bad 
to  reproach  herself  with  as  the  handing 
over  of  Venice  to  Austria  by  the  treaty  of 
1797.  By  that  treaty  three  millions  and 
a  half  of  people,  who  had  been  independent 
and  in  alliance  with  Austria,  with  whom 
they  had  contracted  numerous  treaties, 
with  whom  they  had  combined  for  various 
purposes,  were  transferred,  without  any 
will  of  their  own,  to  the  Austrian  Govern- 
ment. I  say  that  this  transaction  was 
only  second  in  infamy  to  the  partition 
of  Poland.  The  proposal  to  us  was  that 
Venice,  having  freed  herself  by  her  own 
exertions,  the  British  Government  should 
use  its  influence  to  replace  her  under  the 
Austrian  rule;  and  this  is  the  proposal 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so 
angry  with  us  for  rejecting.  The  pre- 
sent condition  of  Italy  seems  to  me  to  be 
this  : — On  tho  one  side  wo  have  the  trea- 
ties of  1815.  which  gave  Lombardy  and 
Venice  to  Austria;  but  Austria  was  not 
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entitled  by  that  treaty  to  any  other  part  of 
Italy.  Has  she  confined  herself  to  the 
rule  of  those  territories  ?  Far  from  it. 
In  the  same  year  1815,  she  made  a  treaty 
with  the  King  of  Naples  to  the  effect  that 
he  should  not  introduco  into  his  kingdom 
any  changes  or  any  form  of  Government 
different  from  the  form  of  Government 
which  was  established  in  the  Italian  posses- 
sions of  Austria.  At  a  later  time  she  oc- 
cupied the  Roman  States  and  Tuscany 
also;  and,  according  to  a  letter  addressed 
to  me  by  a  very  eminent  Italian,  it  appears 
from  the  archives  of  Turin  that  Austria 
was  so  determined  not  to  allow  any  im- 
provement in  the  Government  of  Italy, 
that  the  Austrian  Minister  being  asked 
what  ho  would  do  if  tho  King  of  Naples 
should  of  his  own  accord  grant  a  consti- 
tution to  his  subjects,  his  answer  was, 
"  Then  wo  should  make  war  on  the 
King  of  Naples."  "What  happened  in 
Tuscany  in  1849  ?  The  people  of  Tus- 
cany  had  been  led  by  those  wild  dema- 
gogues who  are  followers  of  Mazzini  to 
proclaim  a  republic;  but,  afterwards,  they 
restored  of  their  own  choice  tho  authority 
of  the  Grand  Duke;  and  having  appointed 
a  provisional  Government,  they  sent  a  de- 
legation to  the  Grand  Duke  to  say  that 
they  were  ready  to  receive  him  back,  but 
expected  him  to  govern  according  to  the 
constitution  which  he  himself  had  granted. 
He  answered  by  different  letters,  copies  of 
which  I  have,  and  by  Proclamation,  that 
he  would  return  to  Florence  ;  that  he 
thanked  those  who  had  restored  his  power, 
and  that  he  meant  to  govern  according  to 
the  constitution;  and  that  a  constitutional 
monarchy  was  what  he  intended  to  estab- 
lish in  the  Grand  Duchy.  It  was  already 
the  law  there.  No  doubt,  the  Grand  Duke, 
who  is  a  mild  Sovereign,  would  of  his  own 
nature  have  governed  according  to  tho  con- 
stitution; but  at  this  time  a  division  of 
Austrian  troops  marched  into  Tuscany,  his 
promise  was  violated,  and  from  that  time 
until  the  flight  of  the  Grand  Duke  the 
other  day,  there  has  been  no  question  of 
restoring  the  constitution.  These  things 
account  for  the  anger  and  the  resentment 
of  the  Italians  at  Austrian  interference. 
It  18  not  merely,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Address  appeared  to  think, 
that  Austria  holds  her  possessions  just  as 
Herlfqetty  holds  her  different  colonies; 
it  haa  been  her  attempt  from  1815  to  the 
|ireMDt  day  to  govern  the  whole  of  Italy, 
to  loake  tie  Italian  Sovereigns  her  vice- 
wijL  and  to  make  the  laws  of  Italy  con- 


form  to  the  law  oftboffffiiMB  of  Aifteii 
That  is  the  caae  of  lUi^y  oa  tl^  one  hud 
Let  tts  see,  now,  what  iJi  the  .ca^e  of  Si^ 
dinia,  on  the  other  sidei.:  Ajt  a  late  peri» 
Sardinia  established  her  own  free  coaatiio 
tion.  Had  sho  not  been  tempted  to  d 
otherwise,  sho  might  have  been  iatiafie 
with  enforcing  her  own  laws  and  eojo^ai 
her  own  free  assembliea.  her  own  fro 
press,  and  her  liberty  of  eonaoieBee.  whici 
is  unexampled  in  other  parts  of  Italj.  Sh 
has  not  been  satisfied  with  that*  Th 
temptation  was  a  natural  one;  bq^>oe](^i] 
it  is  that  for  the  last  seven  or  oj|^t  jeer 
the  persons  who  came  from  other  narU  Q 
Italy  to  present  addresses  to  thaKing  aqi 
his  Ministers  on  behalf  of  tbeli^rtf^ 
independence  of  Italy — who  aob^^Qf^ed  |oi 
the  cannon  of  Alessandria,  hopii^ljiat  (Kiq 
day  or  other  they  would  be  tha^Mpeia 
of  tho  independence  of  Italj^-Wfp  lift^ 
tcned  to  and  received  with  favour;  bxAm 
there  has  grown  in  every  State  of  It^— 
in  the  Roman  States,  in  Naples,  aod  ii 
Tuscany — a  party  attached  to  Sardinii, 
and  looking  to  Sardinia  as  the  liberatpi 
of  Italy.  The  temptation  might  be  veh 
great,  the  enterprise  might  be  very  gb 
rious,  but  it  was  quite  impossible  ior  Au» 
tria  to  consider  these  things  as  otherwirt 
than  provocations  and  attempts  to  deitrq 
her  power  in  Italy.  According  to  mj 
mind,  the  pretensions  on  both  sides  wen 
unfounded,  but  much  more  detestable  en 
the  side  of  Austria,  because  her  attamyi 
was  to  destroy  all  liberty  and  to  eztit 
guish  all  expression  of  thought  in  Italj; 
while  the  object  of  Sardinia,  thongh*  pefv 
haps,  mixed  up  with  some  motives  pf  aia 
bition,  was  the  liberty  and  independence  si 
Italy.  She  went,  however,  bejood  hei 
international  duties.  She  had  no  right  tc 
do  what  she  did;  above  all,  she  had  m 
right  to  raise  forces  in  her  own  kingdooa 
from  volunteers,  or  perhaps  from  theesn- 
scripts  and  recruits,  belonging  to  ^tM 
States.  At  a  moment  most  fortunate Iv 
Sardinia  she  obtained  the  support  d 
France;  and  from  the  moment  she  obtsia 
ed  that  support — I  cannot  tell  in  iriuil 
form,  but  I  know  pretty  well  the  date— 
her  conduct  became  less  regulated  by  hq 
international  duties,  she  proclaimed  mon 
openly  her  sympathy  with  the  sorrows  o 
Italy;  and  from  that  time  I  think. it  he 
came  evident  that,  sooner  or  later^  reljii^ 
on  tho  support  of  France,  she  would  em 
gage  in  an  armed  contest  for  the  indepaa 
deuce  of  Italy.  During  the  last  Sessioi 
of  Parliament  neither   I  nor  my  nohli 
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^Mwi  tto  MM    er  for  Tiverton  did  or 

wutf^WfffAlag  li  loerease  tbe  chances  of 

Mrf  OB  ilie  ooBtrary,  we  said  everything 

tWi  mfuM  tin  fktoarable  to  the  maintenance 

ot'p— 68.=    I  eertainly  donbt  myself  whe- 

tbtr  ftDT  aMity  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma* 

jfliqp^4ovwiiment  wonld  have  availed  to 

jtMif^Hihe  peace  of  Europe.    It  was  ob- 

vMltlliV-tbe  moment  would  come,  sooner 

mf'^ngf-if'teii  these   two  great  Powers 

Milll'l0*ypjfK>6ed  in  arms  to  each  other. 

BilA  CQ^Jiow  to  consider  what  is  to  be 

wit"yJhy;^nr  tbe   futore,    and    on   this 

■dlJiA^Wto  is  a  general  agreement,  in 

wmM^mJaht.      Everybody  is  for   ncn- 

trtdft^'^^iybody   is    for     maintaining 

BilMi|%ltf- P  imn  that  I   have  no  confi- 

MiaiPttltii'ihe  present  Government  will 

k'-'idM^iiiaintain  it.     In  the  first  place 

aWMftit^  speech  was  made  in  the  House 

aP£oiAl'1>7  tbe  Earl  of  Derby,  on  a  most 

MipBhtf^ooeanon,  when  he  was  to  declare 

Aa  ifbB^j  of  the  Government,  and  I  find 


Pi 
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oat.  whatever  may  be  the  con- 


MMBoeflb  our  neutrality,  as  long  as  it  may  last, 
ilH^M'to  a  certain  extent  an  armed  neutrality, 
^a^kgrni  to  take  our  part  on  that  sido,  what- 
MB  ift  nny  bt,  which  the  honour,  the  interests, 
^^l^.dKiutj  of  the  country  may  indicate  as 
t^ipanuig  onr  support." 


,     1 


\,  kot  if  Lord  Derby  intended  peace, 
vij^irtti'  he  to  take  any  part  at  all? 
~~~MM  %kiu  war  between  France  and  Spain 
ins?  Mr.  Canning  declared  neutrality, 
4lnt  neutrality  was  preserved  to  the 
'■^^kiere  was  war  in  1848;   the  Go- 
of the  day  declared  neutrality, 
neutrality  was  preserved  to  the 
^'*'Whj9  then,  should  we  suppose — 
tbat  seems  to  be  the  supposition 
when  we  are  fully  armed,  we  shall 

whieh  side  it  is  which  the  honour, 

ttlliMtestty  and  the  dignity  of  the  coun- 
IrMlfll-  upon  ns  to  support  ?  I  know  that 
aM'^ays  afterwards  Lord  Derby  denied 
ttlittiiii  was  ihe  meaning  of  what  ho  said; 
hMm  tain  expresses  himself  more  clearly, 
W§/9lh' mW9  precision,  than  Lord  Derby  ; 
^  V1i6'iiaiBd'tbe  words,  what  other  mean- 
be' Wt  upon  them?     And  why, 


ifaiemd  we  take  either  side ;  why 

^WH'llAe  any  part  in  the  contest? 

Wkai>f  ttltlk  would  be  right  would  be  tbat 

«•  •kaiilttM'  soffioiently  armed  for  our  own 

^f  tiid  HM>  that  if  the  two  sides,  or 

[Me'^'  tikem,       ed  us  to  interpose 

w  iMil        or  our  good  offices  we 

lijjililrif  oMiWf     10  state  what  were  the 

lUi  appeared  to  us  fitted  to  the 
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circumstances  of  the  times,  and  likely  to 
lead  to  a  lasting  peace.     I  can  well  ima- 
gine, if  the  Government  were  in  full  pos- 
session of  the  confidence  of  this  House  and 
of  the  country,  and  if  they  were  worthy  of 
that  support,  that  such  advice  would  be 
listened  to,  and  that  the  two  parties,  weary 
of  bloodshed,  would  be  glad  to  accept  terms 
from  an  impartial  mediator.     But  I  do  not 
expect  that  sueh  terms  will  be  accepted 
from  the  present  Government.     I  declare 
at  onco  that  my  belief  is  that  they  are 
not  disposed — and  indeed  I  might  take  it 
from  the  words  of  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs — to  maintain  that  intimate 
alliance  with  France  on  which  our  influ- 
ence with  France  must  de)}end.     I  under- 
stood certainly,  and  so  did  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Sidney  Herbert),  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  find  fault  with  my  noble 
Friend  for  his  declaration  that  intimate  al- 
liance with  France  was  the  true  policy  of 
this  country.     My  noble  Friend  did  not 
say  that  wo  should  not  be  on  the  most 
friendly   terms   with   Austria,  and   I  am 
sure  he  meant  no  such  thing.     We  ought 
to  be  upon  the  most  friendly  terms  with 
Austria  ;    but,  depend   upon  it,  you  will 
have  no  weight  in  the  councils  of  France 
unless  your  advice  can  bo  said  to  consult 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  France  as  well 
as   the   honour   and   dignity   of  Austria. 
These  are  questions  which  are  not  only 
unpleasant,  but  which  it  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  debate  fully  in  this  House.    There 
are  some  Gentlemen,  I  know,  who  think 
that  Lord  Derby  is  the  perfection  of  wis- 
dom, and  that  Lord  Malmesbury  is  a  very 
near  approach  to  it.     I,  for  my  own  part, 
have  not  that  opinion.     I  consider,  from 
all  I  hear,  that  the  alliance  with  France  is 
very  much  weakened,  and  that  we  have 
not  that  weight  in  Europe  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  ought  to  have. 
And  therefore,  with  a  view  to  give  us  our 
proper  weight — in  order  that  our  neutra- 
lity may  be  respected  and  our  voice  lis- 
tened to  in  the  councils  of  Europe — I  am 
ready  to  vote  want  of  confidence  in  the 
present  Administration.     Then,  Sir,  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  reform,  knowing 
what  the  late  measure  of  tho  Government 
was,  I  am  not  disposed  to  wait  till  Feb- 
ruary next  in  order  to  see  them  introduce 
some  other  measure,  changed  indeed  in 
appearance,  but  which  will,  no  doubt,  have 
some  of  those  counterbalancing  weights  in- 
tended to  take  from  the  people  on  the  one 
sido  what  it  proposed  to  give  upon  the 
other.     What  I  should  like  to  see  is  a  fair 
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and  sound  measure  introduced,  if  I  do  not 
say  in  the  present  Session,  I  should  still 
say  in  the  present  year;  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  a  Reform  Bill  should  not  be 
psssed  in  the  course  of  this  year.  My  be- 
lief is  that  it  would  be  for  the  public  wel- 
fare to  have  that  measure  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  representation  disposed  of 
singly  ond  separately  ;  and  then,  in  the 
usual  Session  of  Parliament,  those  im- 
portant questions  of  supply  and  taxation 
and  the  like  might  be  considered  in  the 
ordinary  course.  An  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
me  for  the  details  of  mv  Reform  Bill.  lie 
did  not  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
never  woe  a  Reformer  till  this  year,  what 
were  the  details  of  his  Bill ;  but  he  asked 
me,  who  have  been  a  Reformer  for  more 
years  than  I  like  to  mention,  to  '*  conde- 
scend to  particulars,"  as  the  Scotch  have 
it.  I  can  only  say  that  the  outline  which 
I  gave  in  the  last  Parliament  seemed  to 
me  to  be  a  fair  outline  of  a  measure  of  re- 
form, but  what  the  precise  nature  of  the 
franchise  mnv  be,  and  tlie  exact  extent  of 
the  representation,  of  course,  until  the  pre- 
sent Government  disappear  from  the  scene, 
it  is  nut  for  me  to  say.  What  I  mointnin 
is,  that  as  soon  as  such  a  measure  can  be 
framed,  and  as  soon  as  the  important  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  the  navy  and  finance 
arc  disposed  of.  an  early  opportunity  ought 
to  be  taken  for  discussing  that  subject. 
But  I  cannot  leave  the  question  of  the 
merit  of  the  Ministry  without  answering 
the  appeal  which  was  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. I  am  quite  willing  to  admit — and 
I  think  it  is  a  bright  spot  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Administration  —  that  the  energy 
with  which  he  has  increased  and  strength- 
ened the  navy  is  worthy  of  the  utmost 
praise.  I  wish  that  ho  had  not  mingled 
his  performance  with  either  so  much  lau- 
dation of  himself  or  so  much  reproach  to 
his  predecessors.  The  case  was  urgent,  the 
occasion  required  it,  and  I  think  that  the 
manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  conducted  his  Department  does  give 
him  a  claim  to  the  gratitude  of  his  country; 
and  no  political  difference  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  prevent  my  moking 
that  admission.  With  regard  to  the  ollusion 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  my 
noble  Friend  who  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment, I  must  say  that  I  think  his  attack 
was  both  gratuitous  and  nnfoundcd.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  snid  that  my  noble 
Friend  represents  a  confederation  of  great 
&milies»  and  that  therefore  his  Amcud- 
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ment  ought  not  to  be  entertained.  No 
donbt  if  tho  argument  had  been  used  ^ 
1759,  it  would  have  had  its  due  appliea- 
tion ;  bnt  I  cannot  conceiTe  that  any  ote 
should  now  undertake  the  formation  of  i 
Ministry  who  would  not  admit  into  it  men 
of  talents  and  fitness,  from  whatever  part 
of  the  House  or  of  tho  country  they  might 
como.  There  is  in  this  country  a  large 
body  of  men,  divided,  no  doubt,  on  mnny 
points,  but  who  have  nevertheless  beet 
instrumental  in  all  the  great  dianges  that 
have  taken  place.  Among  thoa^  is  the 
Whig  party,  who  are  naturally  the  objects 
of  my  predilection.  There  are  also  the 
followers  of  Sir  Robert  Peel ;  and  therS 
is  a  party,  also,  of  gentlemen  of  edvaneed 
opinions,  who  have  acted  along  vltbiis  fin 
the  great  question  of  Catholic  Bfliane^ 
tion,  in  all  matters  pertaining  to'rJgiodi 
liberty,  in  obtaining  free  trade;  m  the 
repeal  of  tho  corn  laws.  I  find  A  these 
parties  acting  together,  and  bj  a  Dtjoiify 
carrying  those  measures ;  while  it  it  t^mj 
certain  that  tho  present  Qovernmeiit  'ill 
the  representatives  of  a  party  which  hsi 
opposed  all  those  measures,  and  whteh  it 
1831  did  their  utmost  to  oppose  a  refora 
in  Parliament.  The  right  hon.  and  leirt- 
od  Gentleman  tho  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  among  other  allusiona  to  tbit 
which  was  not  immediately  in  questioti 
mentioned  a  phrase  of  mine»  borrow^ 
from  Mr.  Fox,  as  I  stated  at  the  time, 
*'  a  miserable  monopolizing  minority." 
The  repetition  of  that  phrase  reeaUsto 
me  the  time  when  the  ProteatanCs  tf 
Ireland  were  properly  designated  hy  thM 
name.  I  remember  perfectly  trell  whM 
they  stated  that  it  was  impossible  to  it- 
low  a  Catholic  to  enter  into  a  curfioratita 
without  danger  to  tho  constitution,  aad 
when  the  giving  a  silk  gown  to  an  eminent 
Catholic  barrister  was  an  advance  in  Kbe^ 
rality  which  they  looked  upon  with  alanb. 
Those  days  have  happily  passed  by,  and'l 
am  glad  to  find  the  right  hon.  GenttaMn 
now  uses  more  liberal  language.  I  q^iiti 
agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  spoika 
to-night  (Mr.  Sidney  Herbert),  that  aoihr 
from  wishing;  that  the  Roman  CatholiM 
should  support  none  but  tho^e  of  the  pufQ 
with  which  I  am  connected,  I  shall  be  gbi 
to  see  them  give  their  votes  to  Conaerva* 
tivc  gentlemen  who  are  respected  in  their 
neighbourhood,  and  entitled  to  their  coiifl- 
dcnce.  I  think  these  things  tend  to  breik 
up  those  lines  of  separation— ^those  liirta 
of  ill-will — hy  which  persons  of  difftffftnt 
religious  opiuions  in  Ireland  weie  foMMVij 
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rmted.  There  was  a  phrase  of  mine 
li^  bfnng  nisreported,  gave  offence  to 
li|l^  Ca^iolicB.  It  was  said  that  in  a 
ifk  of.  mine  in  the  City  with  regard 
iMe  aflkhrs  in  Italy,  I  had  said  that 
Ijifctriaxis  hod  maintained  in  Italy  an 
Miive  Government  and  *'  a  henigbted 
iov."  Those  were  not  my  words. 
i.  I  said  was,  that  they  had  maintain- 
ppffesnre  Government  and  henigbted 
::  I  WM  thinking  of  means  used  to 
Ipl  any  advance  of  knowledge  or  com- 
lli^loii  of  instruction,  and  to  prevent 
in  Italy.  I  was  not  at  all  con- 
'^ligion.  Indeed,  I  could  not  well 
f'Ap^  apeaking  of  religion,  because 
f^l^kfa  of  Piedmont  and  Austria  is 
ijifi.  For  the  reasons  which  I  have 
||JLJ"jthink  that  the  House  of  Commons 
ifi  fiilly  justified  in  coming  to  a  vote 
M^  9^  confidence.  The  Ministry  have 
i  :ywir  introduced  measures  which  not 
hf^re  not  met  the  approbation  of  Par- 
pipk,  bat  which  by  the  consent  of  the 
I  majority  of  the  country  were  not 
rfing  the  approbation  of  Parliament. 
ir' weight  in  the  Councils  of  foreign 
in  ia  not  such  as  gives  to  this  country 
Ibfloenee  which  it  ouglit  to  have.  It  is 
ioooJ — and  I  believe  justly  supposed — 
•  partial  in  the  contest  which  is  now 
g  oo.  I  may,  perhaps,  he  allowed  to 
^  word  more,  which  I  should  not  have 
irithoat  what  I  think  sufficient  provo- 
Nh  It  18  upon  the  question  whether  or 
the  person  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
%  ia  the  person  who  deserves,  or  is  fit, 
tvaide  over  the  Councils  of  this  great 

&at  a  time  of  peculiar  difficulty.  I 
that  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
|[p)  for  thirty-two  minutes  entertained 
Km*  Assembly  with  an  account  of  my 
itol  career.  He  published  it  after- 
la  in  a  pamphlet  as  a  sort  of  election 
Ifoa.  1  have  read  neither  the  speech 
the  pamphlet,  but  I  observed  that  no 
||r  was  the  present  Parliament  assem- 
l^on  new  jibes  and  jests  were  directed 
int  ine.  I  will  not  occupy  the  House 
cBunntes  in  stating  what  I  think  on  the 

IeittiqnB  of  the  noble  Lord.  Ho  is  a 
orator;  he  speaks  a  most  perspicuous 
Kiige;  but  that  perspicuous  language 
Btfh  poverty  of  thought.  He  is  very 
il|£*  Ih  forming  an  opinion,  and  exceed- 
^fikflid  in  coming  to  a  wrong  decif/ion. 

fdiaracter  is  marked  by  levity  of  mind 
lostabilitj  of  principle.    It  is  my  opin- 
it"Acfefore»  that  a  man  who  in  difficult 
Ipik'^jJAimea  the  direction  of  affairs  ought 


not  to  have  those  qualities  belonging  to  him. 
I  cannot  understand  a  man  who  at  one  time 
declares  that  a  lowering  of  the  borough 
franchise  will  be  destructive,  and  at  an- 
other time,  very  soon  afterwards,  is  ready 
to  lower  it ;  a  man  who  at  one  time  de- 
clares the  admission  of  the  Jews  is  against 
his  conscience,  and  at  another  is  quite  ready 
to  admit  them  ;  a  man  who  dissolved  Par- 
liament in  1852,  and  while  some  said  pro- 
tection starved  the  people  and  others  that 
free  trade  would  ruin  the  whole  farming 
interest,  was  content  to  say,  "  Be  it  pro- 
tection or  be  it  free  trade,  let  the  electors 
of  this  country  decide.  If  they  decide  in 
favour  of  protection,  I  will  argue  in  favour 
of  protection.  If  they  decide  in  favour  of 
free  trade,  I  will  be  as  stout  a  free  trader 
as  the  best  of  them.  Only  let  me  be  Mi- 
nister, and  I  am  indifferent  to  principles." 
In  such  a  man  I  place  no  confidence,  and  I 
shall  be  glad  to  see  him  removed  from  the 
head  of  affairs. 

Mr.  roebuck  :    Mr.  Speaker,   as   I 
intend.  Sir,  to  oppose  the  Amendment,  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  a  very  few 
minutes  to    state  the  reasons  on  which  I 
ground  my  decision.     The  House,  Sir,  has 
been  treated  during  many   nights  of  this 
debate  with    Gentlemen's   descriptions  of 
one  another,   and  the  conclusion  to  which 
I  have  come,  Sir,    is   that  neither  party 
deserves  a  good  character.     But  I  have  to 
determine  on   this  occasion  what  I   think 
the  best  to  be  done  for  my  country.    [  Cries 
of**  Oh  !  "]  Does  anybody  on  this  side  of 
the  House  say  **  No  ?  "     I  say.  Sir,  I  am 
called  upon  to  give  an  opinion,  and  I  have 
to   decide   what  I    think   is   best  for  my 
country.     Now,  I   want  to  know,    if  you 
turn  out  the  present  administration,  whom 
you  will  let  in;  and  then  I  have  to  inquire 
whether  those  who  are  to  come  in  will  be 
better  than   those  you    have  turned  out. 
That   is   a    very   plain   issue,    and    upon 
that  I   am   called  on  to   decide.      Now, 
Sir,  the  first   question  I   ask  myself  is, 
what  are  the  circumstances  under  which 
I  am   called   on  to    make  this    decision 
— what   is  the   condition  of  England   at 
the   present  time,   when  I   am  called  on 
to  decide  between  the  two  contending  par- 
ties?— and  it  is  not  simply  what  is  the  con- 
dition of  England,  but  what  is  the  condi- 
tion of  the  world  that  I  have  to  cbnsider. 
Why,  Sir,  at  this  time  one  great  part  of 
Europe  is  suffering  all  the  horrors  of  war. 
Two  of  tlie  greatest  nations  of  Europe  are 
pitted  against  one  another  on  the  small 
plain  of  Northern  Italy,  and  in  this  state 
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of  things  I  have  to  ask  myself  whether  I 
think  it  wise  to  deprive  England  of  her 
present  Government,  in  order  to  estab- 
lish such  a  one  as  must  succeed  it.  This 
is  a  perilous  question,  to  tho  consi- 
deration of  which  I  come  absolutely 
trembling.  [Laughter.]  I  hear  a  laugh. 
I  do  not  very  much  admire  that  man's 
state  of  mind  who  can  come  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  question  like  this  with- 
out some  emotion.  Tho  emotion  which  I 
have  is  one  of  fear,  for  I  fear  for  my  coun- 
try. Upon  our  decision  to-night  may  rest 
great  consequences.  [**  Hear,  hear!"]  If  I 
be  wrong — if  the  House  be  wrong,  what  evils 
may  follow,  and  we  know  how  important  an 
opinion  is  when  on  one  TOte  great  results 
may  turn.  Therefore  I  am  not  ashamed 
to  say  tliat  I  look  on  this  matter  with  fear 
and  trembling,  and  I  assert  that  the  occa- 
sion justifies  it.  It  may  excite  tho  risible 
faculties  of  the  Gentlemen  who  have  not 
those  faculties  under  the  control  of  their 
reason,  but  I  think  that  a  just,  honourable, 
rntionnl  man,  would  say  I  am  quite  justi- 
fied in  being  trembling  and  afraid.  Well, 
Sir,  I  have  much  to  ask  myself.  If  the 
present  Government  is  turned  out,  who  is 
to  come  in  ?  We  know  that  this  side  of 
the  House  has  determined  to  support  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London. 
I,  Sir,  who  have  had  tho  happiness  of 
sitting  for  a  long  time  by  the  side  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London,  have  been,  therefore,  very  much 
in  the  way  of  learning  his  political  opinions. 
[Cries  of  "Oh,  oh!"]  Does  anybody 
suppose  that  I  have  not  learnt  his  political 
opinions  ?  I  am  sure  the  noble  Lord  will 
not  object  to  that  statement.  I  am  not 
going  to  allude  to  private  conversations  ; 
but  sitting,  as  I  have  sat  with  a  very  care- 
ful watch  upon  the  proceedings  of  tho  noble 
Lord,  I  cannot  but  have  felt  that  he  does 
not  hold  opinions  in  common  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton.  I  am  tuld 
that  in  every  Government  there  must  be  a 
compromise  of  opinion.  [**  Hear,  hear !"] 
Oh,  yes,  "hear,  hear," — a  compromise  of 
opinion,  I  said,  but  not  a  compromise  of 
principle.  Now,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  tho 
Member  for  Tiverton  has  never  shown 
himself  to  be  a  thorough-going  Reformer, 
but  I  have  always  supposed  that  tho  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
although  he  does  not  go  as  far  as  I  do, 
is  a  good  Reformer.  The  two  great  ques- 
tions upon  which  we  most  judge  the  merits 
of  these  two  noble  Lords  upon  this  occa- 
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sion  are,  first.  Reform,  and  next,  the  fc 
reign  polioy  of  the  country.  Now,  Sii 
tho  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  ha 
spoken  out  of  one  who  was  formerly  hi 
colleague,  and  I  will  speak  out  about  th 
noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Tiverton, 
say  that,  before  the  country,  I  am  justifie 
in  asserting  that  that  noble  Lord  is  i 
Reformer ;  and  what  I  have  to  ask  myself  i 
have  I  a  right  to  expect  from  the  noble  Loi 
(Viscount  Palmerston)  the  reforms  whic 
I  can  obtain  from  the  party  now  in  power 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite^  tl 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer*  baa  told  \ 
that  ho  is  now  prepared  to  bring  in  a  bq] 
stantial  Reform  Bill,  and  I  am  told  pD  th 
side  of  the  House  (the  Opposition)  that  tbi 
is  a  conversion.  Now,  Sir,  have  1/Qot lira 
to  sec  many  conversions  ?  HafoJ'ii^tlifec 
to  see  the  noble  Lord  here  (Lord  Jobi 
Russell)  and  the  noble  Lord  there (yiMoool 
Palmerston)  converts  to  free  trade!  Bit 
I  am  told  that  we  cannot  expect  any  gooi 
from  Gentlemen  opposite.  Now,  in  U 
youth  the  noble  Lord  and  the  party  t 
which  he  belonged,  fought  the  great  qnei 
tion  of  Catholic  Emancipation,  but  bj  whoi 
was  that  measure  passed  ?  By  the  part 
opposite.  ['*  Oh,  oh  !*']  I  do  not  praii 
that  party  for  so  long  withstanding  th 
just  claims  of  the  Catholics.  I  thiol 
meanly  of  their  ability  for  not  having  com 
to  a  right  conclusion  before  ;  but  they  di 
come  to  a  right  conclusion,  and  they  cai 
ried  Catholic  Emancipation,  which  ha 
been  advocated  by  the  noble  Lord,  bi 
which  he  could  not  carry.  After  Cathc 
lie  Emancipation  was  obtained,  the  noU 
Lord  and  his  Friends  proposed  the  Refon 
of  Parliament.  They  were  opposed  bj  tli 
party  opposite  ;  but  how  was  that  measoi 
carried?  By  the  uprising  of  the  who! 
people  of  this  country,  and  by  a  quiet  cit 
revolution.  And  I  say  again  that  if  n 
form  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  two  noU 
Lords,  I  am  quite  sure  that  they  willqoKi 
rel,  and  if  they  do  not,  the  House  of  hwA 
will  oppose  them.  Now,  Sir,  Gentleme 
opposite  will,  I  am  sure,  bring  in  quite,  i 
good  a  Bill  as  was  ever  concocted  bj  d 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell),  I  fei 
quite  certain  of  that,  because  adTorsitj  i 
a  great  teacher.  Gentlemen  opposite  bai 
been  returned  to  this  House  upon  an  undn 
standing  very  different  from  that  aBSOffiatfl 
with  the  old  Tory  party.  There  is  n 
longer  an  old  Tory  party.  Thej  are  a  BJ 
form  party,  spite  of  themselyes,  and  if  d|^ 
obtain  a  majority  to-night,  we  ahall  liaTe^ 
good  Reform  Bill  propounded  by  tdf  r^ 
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"Gentteman  tbe  Chancellur  of  the 
heqaer,  nhlcli  will  eoaily  be  carried 
l^h  the  UouM  of  Lords.  Therefore, 
^  that  the  Unuie  will  receiro  from  the 
t'oprioslte  quite  as  good  a  Refonu  Bill 
fwill  get  from  the  two  noble  Lords, 
^nt  it  \ttll  be  certain  to  be  carried 
Igh  the  nouHQ  of  Lords.  But  I  am 
Blr,  ih.-it  the;  are  to  have  additional 
i  to  be  a  triuniTiratc.  The 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birruing- 
3right]  is  to  lend  hie  aid  to  thia 
n  Cabinet.  If  that  hon.  Gcntle- 
^in  this  Houae  what  ho  is  out  of 
„  „  la  boldly  hero  bb  ho  does 

Ifffllatform  at  Birmingham,  I  should 
inch  greater  faith  in  his  efGciency 
b'ilie  cfTect  which  he  would  produco 
Utb  Cabinet ;  but  at  Birmingham  he 
Y  like  any  lion,  and  when  he  comes 
licking  dove.  Therefore,  I 
;  the  addition  of  the  hon. 
n  to  lhi«  composition  Cabinet  will 
iB'of  ftoj  great  advantage  to  the  people 
K^Uad.  It  is  said,  however,  that 
ftMr  adTsntage  wo  may  desiro  from 
Skbhiet  opposite  in  the  way  uf  reforms 
%tll  b«  nnablo  to  keep  the  peace  in 
W»;  But  pray  into  whoso  hands  are 
PBot  to  give  power  ?  The  noble  Lord 
nmberfor  Tirerton  (Viscount  Polmer- 
FS^  I  anppoie,  the  person  who  nill  bare 
■Bee  upon  this  occasion.  That  noble 
I  litt  Dot  been  very  successful  in  his  en- 
odptB  to  beep  peace.  I  want  to  know 
Uwent  to  van  with  China.  ["  Ques- 
I  have  no  douht  it  is  a  very  dis- 
He  question.  I  want  to  know  why 
11  to  war  with  Persia  ?  That  i\\\cs- 
r  jet  been  answered.  More 
ffl.  Sir,  I  want  to  know  why  the  noblo 
Mbnt  trockled  to  the  Emperor  of  ihe 
|At  Mid  dragged  England  in  the  dirt  ? 
rboble  Lord  was  ejected  from  ofHcc  on 
IM  of  that  truckling,  and  what  has 
il^ed  within  the  year  to  n'hiti>wash 
V'.  It  was  not  merely  this  Hou^c,  it 
"Vis-  nniversal  voico  of  the  country 
R  wndeiBDed   and  ejected  him ;  iind 

:'.^  ruced  my  voice  against  t)i'^  inso- 
Af  Frsnee,  the  noble  Lord  turned  his 
UbM  on  me.  But  what  was  the  re- 
hf  Why.  by  that  very  Parli.imcnt 
V%mI  been  called  together  undci'  the 
■Wi'of  the  name  of  Palmerslon  — by 
L^hrj  Parliament  he  was  within  a  year 
MftpU  power,  and  the  people  of  Kng- 
PHMted  up  the  Parliament.  Thi:^, 
W4i«'iAui  who  has  kept  the  world  in 
HtflbWer'sincehe  has  boon  in  power 


:i94 

— this  is  tbe  man  to  whom  wc  are  going  to 
confide  the  keeping  of  the  peace  of  Europe. 
Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  know  whom  the  noble 
Lord  is  about  to  bring  with  him.  Are  we  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  great  abilities  of  the 
late  President  of  the  Board  of  Control  (Mr. 
Vernon  Smith)?  Aro  we  also  to  have  the 
benefit  of  the  great  intelligence  of  the 
right  hon,  Gentleman  who  governed  oar 
Colonies  (Mr.  Labouchere)  ?  and  are  we, 
more  than  all.  to  have  the  advantage  of  the 
splendid  abilities  of  him  who  nearly  ruined 
the  Navy  of  England  ?  But,  Sir,  there  ia 
balm  in  Gilead,  I  am  told  that  this  is  to 
be  a  composition  Cabinet,  and  possibly  the 
three  right  hon.  Gentlemen  whom  I  have 
named  will  be  kept  out  of  it.  If  so,  does 
ony  one  believe  that  the  Cabinet  will  be  in 
power  for  a  quarter  of  u  year  ?  Wil)  not 
tho  divisions  thus  created  be  far  more  dan- 
gerous to  the  continuance  of  the  Adminis- 
tration than  anything  which  can  happen 
to  the  present  one  ?  I  do  not  mean  to 
flatter  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  do  not  think 
very  well  of  ihcm  ;  but  of  this  I  am  sure, 
that  wc  can  compel  them  (o  give  us  much 
more  ihan  wc  can  ever  obtain  from  the 
noble  Viscount.  You  (addressing  the  Mem- 
bers upon  the  front  Opposition  bench)  will 
go  into  ofGco,  but  you  will  not  be  there  a 
week  without  bickering  and  confusion,  and 
in  the  midst  of  all  your  trouble  and  con- 
fusion England  will  be  forgotten.  Sir,  I 
have  seen  that  happen  before.  Poor  Eng- 
land !  \_Laughter.\  Gentlemen  laugh, 
but  under  tho  rule  of  that  bench  1  have 
seen  her  reduced  to  such  a  condition  that 
all  patriotic  hearts  trembled  for  the  result. 
Their  policy  tended  to  ruin  the  people  of 
England,  and  wheu  they  were  turned  out 
of  ofGco  men  slept  more  quietly  in  their 
beds.  [Cries  of  "OK  oh  I*']  This  state- 
ment is,  1  have  no  douht,  somewhat  un- 
pleasant to  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House  ;  but.  Sir,  my  duly  calls  upon 
me  to  decide,  and  in  iho  present  trying 
state  ol  things  I  have  to  ask  myself  what 
decision  it  is  at  which  my  duty  culls  upon 
mo  to  arrive.  [Laughter.']  There  seems 
to  bo  a  very  cnrious  tendency  to  risibility 
on  this  side  of  tho  House.  [LaugMer.l 
Laughter,  however,  often  marks  cmptinesB 
of  head,  and  1  can  only  aasnre  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  !  look  upon  the  question  under 
discussion  as  a  most  serious  one.  I  can* 
nut,  therefore,  deal  with  it  ns  a  laughing 
matter,  for  I  have  to  consider  what  is  best 
for  the  welfare  of  my  country.  [A  laiigUJ\ 
That  statement  may  again  c.icito  the  ca- 
chinnation  of  boo.  Gentlemen  on  tide  aide 
[  TUrd  Night. 
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of  the  IIouso,  still  the  qucstioD  remaiDS, 
what  is  it  that  my  duty  compels  me  to  do? 
It  compels  me.  Sir,  to  take  this  course — 
namely,  to  support  the  Government,  not 
because  I  deem  them  that  which  I  should 
wish  an  Administration  to  be,  but  because 
I  think  they  are  better  than  any  Govern- 
ment by  which  they  can  be  replaced.  I 
have  had  considerable  experience  now  for 
twenty-six  years  of  the  Parliamentary  go- 
vernment of  this  country.  When  the  Re* 
form  Bill  of  1832  was  passed  it  was  stated 
that  we  were  about  to  get  out  of  the  old 
track  of  being  ruled  by  the  great  families 
of  this  country.  Such  has  not  hitherto 
been  the  case,  so  far  as  this  side  of  the 
House  is  concerned.  But  I  must  say  for 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  they  have 
cast  about  to  find  ability,  and  in  the  attain- 
ment of  that  object  they  have  not  asked 
how  a  man  was  born  or  to  whom  he  was 
related.  From  1832,  however,  up  to  the 
present  hour  there  lias  been  upon  this  side 
of  the  House  a  constant  and  careful  ex- 
clusion from  office  of  everything  that  is 
termed  plebeian.  The  real  Government  of 
this  country  has  been  confided  to  a  certain 
small  number  of  hands,  all  drawn  from  a 
certain  small  number  of  families.  1  may 
he  told  that  this  state  of  things  has  come 
to  an  end.  When  that  is  the  case  I  shall 
rcjnice.  and  when  I  Fee  it  I  shall  believe  it. 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  no  fnith  in  sudden  con- 
versions of  this  description.  The  same 
feeling  of  exclusion  which  has  hitherto 
narrowed  down  the  Government  of  the 
Whig  party  to  the  smallest  possible  amount 
of  brains  still,  I  believe,  continues  to  exist, 
and,  as  1  am  of  opinion  that  the  real  wel- 
fare of  my  country  requires  enlarged  prin- 
ciples of  government,  and  a  widely  extend- 
ed cast  of  the  net  to  secure  intelligence 
wherever  it  may  be  found,  I  intend  to  op- 
pose the  Amendmeut  which  has  been  moved 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire. 

The  SOL-ICITOU  GRNERAL:  Sir,  at 
the  close  of  the  third  night  of  this  debate 
it  becomes  mv  dutv  to  endeavour  to  ex- 
amine  —  with  that  conciseness  which  the 
importance  of  the  subject  renders  possible, 
and  which  the  hour  of  the  night  reminds 
me  is  expedient—the  charges  against  the 
Government  which  this  Amendment  is  in- 
tended to  include,  and  the  arguments  by 
which  those  charges  have  been  supported. 
TI)c  noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  who  propoeed  the  Amendment — and 
who,  whatever  may  be  its  issue,  will  have 
tiic  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  there  has 
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been  no  speaker  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  has  failed  to  bear  testimony  to  the 
candour  and  ability  with  which,  in  a  case 
of  no  mean  importance  and  no  ordinary 
difficulty,  he  has  discharged  the  task  in 
trusted  to  him — the  noble  Lord  entered 
into  an  enumeration  of  charges  which  in 
his  opinion  disentitled  the  Government  of 
Her  Majesty  to  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  That  enumeration 
was,  with  more  or  less  consistency,  fol- 
lowed up  by  the  leaders  of  the  party 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  belongs.  I 
must,  however,  except  from  this  catalogue 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
(Lord  J.  Russell),  who  to-night  broached 
a  theory  in  this  House  which  has,  at  all 
events,  the  merit  of  novelty.  He  has  told 
us  that  upon  the  discussion  of  a  Motion  of 
want  of  confidence  you  need  not  go  into 
any  reasons  at  all.  That  is  a  maxim 
which,  he  says,  he  has  gathered  from  the 
writings  of  Burke,  and  which  he  contends 
is  unquestionable  as  a  constitutional  view 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Now,  Sir,  I  must,  in  the  first  place,  beg 
leave  to  ask  what,  if  that  be  so,  was  the 
meaning  of  the  cry  which  was  raised  on 
Tuesday  last,  when  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  invited 
the  House  to  proceed  without  delay  to  a 
division  on  this  question  ?  Why  was  it 
that  we  were  then  told  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  (Viscount  Pal- 
merston)  that  the  subject  ought  to  be  fully 
discussed?  I  shall  in  the  next  place,  if 
the  House  will  allow  me,  take  the  liberty 
of  reading  a  few  lines  from  a  statement 
which  was  made  by  a  public  man  on  the 
occasion  of  a  Vote  of  want  of  confidence 
having  been  proposed  on  the  assembling  of 
a  new  Porliamcnt.  The  statesman  to 
whom  I  allude  said  he  did  not  find  fault 
with  the  Motion,  but  he  added — 

•*  When  I  Bay  this,  I  say  it  is  with  them  as  with 
all  depositaries  of  power  in  this  country,  there 
should  bo  reasons  given  for  such  a  proceeding. 
As  a  Sovereign  is  not  justified  in  appointing  a 
Minister  from  mero  caprice,  so  neither  is  the 
House  of  Commons  justified  by  a  mere  oonsoioas- 
ness  of  power  in  setting  aside  appointments  which 
have  been  made  by  the  legitimate  exercise  of  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown." 

These  observations  were  made  when  the 
Ministry  of  Lord  Melbourne  was  met  on 
the  af-sembling  of  a  new  Parliament  by  a 
Motion  of  a  want  of  confidence,  and  the 
statesman  who  made  them  was  the  noble 
Lord  who  sits  there  (Lord  J.  Russell},  and 
who  to-night  has  instructed  us  in  constitu- 
tional learning  out  of  the  writings  of  Barke. 
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Wynne,  W..  W,  £• 
Torke,  hon.E.  T. 

TELLERS. 

JoUiflte,  Sir  W. 
Taylor,  Col. 

Ifftin  Qaestion,  as  amended,   put  and 
9fmd  to. 

.  Ctamiitee  appointed, 
Ji  ^BMT  Op  an  Address  to  be  presented  to 
^jt  JMyat/  upon  the  said  Resolution  : — Mar- 

Cl  €1  Habtuigtov,  Mr.  Hanburt,  Viscount 
HOBOV,  Lord  John  Russell,  Mr.  Sidney 
Imhh^  lAr.  MiuiBB  Gibbon,  Sir  Georos  Gbet, 
Mi  Ikipni  Babivo,  Sir  Andbew  Aonbw  Vis- 
OiMBOMi,  Mr.  Btxo,  and  Mr.  Mon- 
any  five  of  them  : — To  withdraw  im- 


Speech  referred. 
adjonmcd  at  half-afler  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Batwrday,  June  11,  1859. 

Thtir  Lordships  mot,  and  liaving  gone 
tuMgh  the  business  on  the  Paper, 

Hoose  adjourned  to  Wednesday  next. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 

Sahtrday.  June  II,  1859. 

1  Public  Bills. — l**  Constabulary  Force 
). 


bMAJESTrS   SPEECH.— REPORT   OF 
ADDRESS. 

Iiport  of  Address  brought  up  and  read, 
degreed  to: — To  be  presented  bj  Privy 

HER  MAJESTY'S  SPEECH. 

I8D  JOHN  RUSSELL,  said  it  was 

imediatelj  the  Address  had  been 

iri  mA  agreed  to,  to  fix  an  early  day  for 

Maj[  Her  Majesty's  Speech  into  consi- 

He  moved,  therefore,  that  Her 

iJkfjKtj^B  most  gracious  Speech  be  taken 

ition  on  Friday  next. 

agreed  to. 

Bieie  It  risiDg  to  adjourn  till  Friday. 
9b,  Motion  that  the  House  do  now  ad- 

MANNING  TUE  NAVY. 

m  QIXEN's   PROCLAMATIOy. 

Ift  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  the 
offiering  bounties  tn  sea- 
Ae  Bojal  Navy  would  ex- 


pire on  the  15th  of  June.  He  wouid,  there- 
fore, ask  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  renew  it  ? 

Sir  HENRY  LEEKE  said,  the  question 
of  renewing  the  Proclamation  had  been 
considered  by  the  Board  yesterday,  and  ho 
believed  it  would  be  renewed. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  asked  if  the 
bounty  of  £10  given  under  the  Proclama- 
tion would  be  extended  to  the  sailors  who 
had  entered  the  service  before  it  was 
issued,  and  who  were  equally  well  entitled 
to  it? 

Mr.  CORRY  replied  that  no  such  al- 
teration was  contemplated  in  the  terms  of 
the  Proclamation  as  that  referred  to  by  the 
gallant  Admiral.  The  only  alteration 
would  be  that,  whereas  the  existing  Pro- 
clamation offered  a  bounty  of  £10  to  able 
seamen,  £5  to  ordinary  seamen,  and  £2 
to  landsmen,  the  Order  in  Council  about 
to  be  issused  would  limit  the  payment  of 
bounty  to  able  and  ordinary  seamen  only, 
and  extend  the  period  during  which  such 
bounty  would  bo  payable  to  the  31st  of 
July. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  asked  to 
what  day  the  Government  proposed  to  ad- 
journ the  House  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London,  had  moved  that  the  Queen's 
Speech  be  taken  into  consideration  on 
Friday,  and  as  the  new  writs  could  not  be 
issued  till  the  Tuesday  following,  thero 
could  be  no  object  in  meeting  sooner  than 
the  day  fixed  upon. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  AVas  the 
adjournment  till  Friday  made  on  the  mo- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  No; 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  it  was  usual 
to  name  a  dav  for  the  Consideration  of  the 
Queen's  Speech  after  the  Report  of  the 
Address  had  been  brought  up  and  agreed 
to  ;  but  that  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
adjournment  itself.  The  Speech  from  the 
Throne  need  not  be  taken  into  consiilcration 
for  several  days  after  the  House  met.  It 
was  the  dutv  of  the  Secretarv  of  the  Trea^ 
sury  to  move  the  adjournment,  and  h.e  had 
done  so,  he  presumed,  after  consultation 
with  the  leader  of  the  House. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  No: 
after  consultation  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London. 

House  adjourned  at  Half-afler  Twelrc 

o'clock  till  Friday. 
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it  in  the  late  Parliament  he  would  have 
found  there  was  very  little  sympathy  with 
bim  in  such  a  discussion.  Another  ad- 
Tantage  to  the  Doble  Lord  in  noir  bring- 
ing the  subject  forward  is,  that  he  has 
persuaded  himself  into  a  temporary  for- 
getfulness  as  to  the  facts  of  his  case.  But 
I  have  to  ask  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  be- 
fore they  charge  this  side  of  the  House  with 
inconsistency  on  that  question,  to  settle  a 
little  business  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  sits  beside  them,  I  mean  tho  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Wilts  (Mr.  Sidney 
Herbert).  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
TOted  for  the  first  reading  of  the  Conspi- 
racy Bill,  and  then  voted  against  the 
second  reading.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton  says  he  can  have  no  con- 
fidence in  any  one  who  could  do  that. 
Now,  if  the  noble  Lord  presses  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  perhaps  he  may  get  from 
him  satisfactory  reasons  for  the  course  he 
took.  But  I  mention  it  because  I  think 
these  side  attacks  on  his  co-patrons  of 
Almack's  are  hardly  in  accord  with  that 
knowledge  of  the  world  which  the  noble 
Lord  is  known  to  possess,  and  do  not 
augur  very  favourably  for  the  future  con- 
cord of  that  assembly. 

Now,  as  regards  the  course  taken  by 
the  Conservative  party  on  that  occasion,  I 
must  remind  the  noble  Lord  of  the  cir- 
cumstances as  they  occurred.  The  Con- 
servative party,  speaking  through  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  was  the  leader  of  the 
party,  when  they  voted  for  the  first  read- 
ing of  the  Conspiracy  Bill,  expressly  stated 
that  they  disapproved  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  not  answering  the  despatch 
of  the  French  Minister,  and  that  when  the 
time  came  for  the  second  reading  the  Min- 
isters of  the  Crown  would  be  called  on  to 
justify  their  proceedings  with  regard  to  the 
^ill,  and  the  fact  that  the  despatch  had  not 
been  answered.  [Cries  of  **  Oh,  oh!*']  I 
am  afraid  there  are  not  only  Members  in 
this  House  who  are  not  aware  of  this  trans- 
action, but  that  there  are  new  Members 
in  the  House  who  are  hardly  aware  of 
the  gravity  and  decorum  with  which  dis- 
cussions are  conducted  in  a  deliberative 
assembly.  It  was  expressly  stated  that 
the  time  would  come  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  when  the  Minister  would 
have  to  justify  to  the  House  the  necessity 
for  the  Bill  and  the  fact  that  the  des- 
patch of  the  French  Minister  had  not  re- 
ceived an  answer.  The  Government  of  the 
day  were  warned  of  the  course  that  would 

The  Solicitor  General 


be  taken.  Well,  Sir,  the  second  reading 
came,  and  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Gtivemment  said  the  despatch  was  not 
only  not  answered,  but  could  not  be  an*- 
swered.  In  these  circumstances  the  Con- 
servative party  had  no  alternative  but  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  propoeed  on  the 
second  reeding  of  the  BiU.  I  will,  how* 
ever,  tell  the  noble  Lord  that  it  was  not  the 
Conservative  party  who  tnmed  out  the  Go^ 
vernment  on  that  occasion.  The  Conser- 
vative party  had  not  the  power  to  do  so ; 
but  the  noble  Lord  was  overthrown  be* 
cause  he  had  forfeited  the  confidence  of 
his  own  party — one  of  the  largest  and 
most  influential  parties  that  has  sat  in  mo- 
dem times  in  the  House  of  Commons-— 
and  I  believe  that  the  verdict  his  party 
gave  was  perfectly  in  accordance  with  the 
opinion  of  the  country.  The  noble  Lord 
might  well  have  drawn  a  veil  over  that 
transaction,  but  instead  of  doing  so  he  has 
again  justified  the  course  which  he  took, 
and  has  thus  shown  to  his  new  party  that 
he  has  learnt  nothing,  and  repented  of 
nothing  during  the  time  he  has  been  sit* 
ting  on  those  (the  Opposition)  benches^ 
The  noble  Lord  then  told  us  that  he  had 
exercised  the  greatest  forbearance  towards 
the  Government  during  the  last  Session. 
I  have  no  doubt  the  noble  Lord  has  per«* 
suaded  himself  into  that  belief,  but  we  ooof 
sider  that  we  are  indebted  to  him  for  no 
forbearance  whatever.  We  all  remember 
the  Motion  made  against  the  Government 
before  they  were  long  in  office, — a  Motion 
supported  by  the  noble  Lord  in  this  House, 
and  proposed  by  a  near  connection  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  "another  place."  It  is 
true  that  the  Motion  never  came  to  a 
division,  but  that  did  not  arise  from  the 
forbearance  of  the  noble  Lord.  But 'let 
me  advert  to  another  instance  of  the  noble 
Lord's  forbearance.  When  the  noble  Lord 
was  in  office,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Surrey  (Mr.  Locke  King)  proposed  his  Bill 
for  the  reduction  of  the  county  franchise, 
and  the  noble  Lord  opposed  it  and  voted 
against  it.  The  Bill  was  renewed  when 
the  present  Government  were  in  power. 
Every  word  of  the  Bill  was  the  same, 
though  the  title  was  altered  ;  and  the 
noble  Lord,  on  the  ground  that  the  figures 
in  the  Bill  were  printed  in  italics^  said  he 
would  support  the  second  reading,  and  by 
doing  so  defeated  the  Government.  But> 
— not  to  enumerate  more  details— if  the 
noble  Lord  chooses  to  go  over  Division 
Lists  since  the  present  Government  oame 
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into  office,  he  will  find  that  there  have 
been  realiy  one  hundred  and  forty  Divi* 
•ions  taken  against  the  Government,  and 
that  they  certainly  did  not  originate  with 
the  Consenrative  side  of  the  House. 

The  next  charge  of  the  noble  Lord 
against  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  related 
to  the  Government  of  India  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  says,  that  when  in  opposition 
we  voted  against  the  India  Bill  for  trans- 
ferring the  government  of  that  empire  to 
the  Grown,  and  that  when  in  office  we 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  effect  that  object 
Now,  the  Conservative  party  opposed  the 
India  Bill  when  it  was  brought  in  by  the 
Government  of  the  noble  Lord,  not  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  improper  to  trans- 
fer the  Government  of  India  to  the  Crown, 
but  on  the  ground  that  a  time  while  the  re- 
bellion was  raging  was  not  a  proper  time 
to  hazard  an  experiment  of  that  kind.  The 
House,  however,  affirmed  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  by  a  majority  of  145.  Lord 
Derby  soon  after  acceded  to  office,  and  on 
the  first  occasion  of  his  appearing  in  his 
place  in  Parliament  he  stated  that,  as  the 
House  of  Commons  had  decided  by  so  large 
a  majority  against  the  East  India  Com- 
pany, the  authority  of  that  Company  was 
weakened  if  not  destroyed,  and  that  it 
was  impossible  to  delay  legislation  on  the 
sabject  any  longer.  But,  then,  says  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston),  it  was, 
after  all,  my  Bill  that  was  carried,  and 
any  credit  you  have  is  credit  derived  from 
my  handywork.  Now,  Sir,  I  must  demur 
to  that  view  of  the  case.  I  dare  say,  that 
in  any  ifumber  of  Bills  relating  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  there  would  be  formal 
dan8es,thewordingofwhich  would  be  similar 
if  not  tdontical;  but  the  House  will  recollect 
that  the  great  points  in  controversy  wero 
the  Council— -who  were  to  be  the  council- 
lors, what  was  to  be  their  number,  what 
their  tenure  of  office,  what  should  be  their 
pay,  their  powers,  and  their  duties.  These 
"^  were  points  with  regard  to  which  the  Bill 
of  the  present  Government  differed  from 
that  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  on  nearly  all 
of  them  the  noble  Lord  voted  against  the 
Government  and  in  the  minority.  So  j 
mnch  for  the  legislation  as  to  India.  The  j 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  addressed  himself  to  the 
subject  of  the  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  India,  and  found  fault  with  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanlev)  the  Secretary  for 
India,  for  asking  for  a  loan  of  £7,000,000, 
whieh  amount  did  not  tnrn  out  to  be  soffi* 
cicnt.     Now,  it  will  bo  recollected,  that 


when  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
India  applied  for  that  loan,  he  mention^ 
ed  that  the  annual  financial  statement  had 
not  arrived  from  India,  and  that  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  say,  whether  the  loan 
he  then  asked  for  would  be  aufficient  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case.  But 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  likewise  spoke  of 
the  subject  of  the  re-organization  of  the 
Indian  army  bein^  thrown  down  to  a 
Commispion,  and  said  tlie  servants  of  the 
Queen  differed  as  to  the  right  course  to  be 
taken  on  that  important  question.  Now, 
I  contend  that  it  was  a  wise  thing  on  the 
part  of  the  Indian  Government,  who  could 
not  be  supposed  to  be  cognizant  of  all  that 
it  was  desirable  to  know  on  a  military  ques- 
tion, more  especially  all  that  it  was  desi- 
rable to  know  as  to  the  organization  of 
the  Queen's  Army  at  home,  to  send  the 
matter  before  a  Commission,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain their  advice,  and  I  am  now  able  to 
state  that  there  is  no  difference  of  opinion 
among  the  servants  of  the  Crown,  and  that 
my  noble  Friend  is  prepared  to  submit  to 
the  House  a  measure  for  the  re-organization 
of  the  Indian  army.  But  in  the  case  of  a 
Motion  of  want  of  confidence,  questions 
like  these  must  be  decided  very  mnch  by 
comparison,  and  I  will  ask  the  House  to 
compare  the  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  India  now  with  what  it  was  under  the 
Government  of  India  that  preceded  the 
present.  We  challenge  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  say,  whether  they  are  willing 
to  compare  the  state  of  Indian  affairs 
now  with  that  which  existed  under  the 
preceding  Government  of  India  ? 

The  next  charge  of  the  noble  Lord  is, 
that  we  brought  in  a  Reform  Bill.  I  ad- 
mit that,  if  these  matters  arc  to  be  judged 
of  by  comparison,  the  noble  Lord  is  free 
from  any  such  charge.  But  then  he  says, 
**  Your  Bill  was  not  approved  of;  no  per- 
son thought  for  a  moment  of  agreeing  to 
its  provisions."  Now,  Sir,  I  will  mention 
one  person  who  did  approve  of  the  measure, 
and  that  was  the  noble  Lord  himself.  He 
gave  to  the  Bill  a  very  considerable  degree 
of  approbation.  There  were,  he  said,  "fancy 
franchises"  which  he  thought  very  good. 
It  proposed  to  extend  the  county  franchise, 
and  he  praised  it  for  so  doing,  though  he 
thought,  perhaps,  that  we  went  too  far. 
With  regard  to  the  transfer  of  seats,  he 
added,  some  persons  talked  very  largely, 
but  he  thought  the  Bill  pursued  a  very 
safe  course.  As  to  the  borough  franchise, 
he  said  he  had  been  of  opinion  for  a  long 
time  that  a  £10  franchise  wonld  be  the 
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best ;  but  now  he  thought  this  amount 
might  bo  reduced,  though  ho  did  not  ven- 
ture to  declare  what  reduction  lie  v.ould 
make.  The  only  subject  upon  whic  i  the 
noble  Lord  found  real  fault  with  the  Bill 
was  OS  to  the  borough  freeholders — a  .jues- 
tion  which  every  one  knew  would  most 
easily  and  properly  have  been  dealt  with 
in  Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Sidney  Herbert)  has  e.xpresse^l  the 
greatest  surprise  that  it  should  be  ])Ossi- 
ble  for  the  Government  now  to  ndniit  n 
lowering  of  the  borough  franchise,  and 
Bays  it  was  always  stoutly  mniutaincd  that 
this  could  not  be  done.  I  deny  that  the 
Oovernment  ever  maintained  anything  of 
the  kind.  [*•  Oh! ''J  I  hear  a  Gentle- 
man  express  a  doubt  upon  that  subject, 
some  one  probably  who  was  not  present  at 
the  discussions  which  occupied  the  last 
Parliament.  Now  I,  who  can  recall  those 
discussions  with  considerable  distinctness, 
remember  that  I  myself  said,  because  I 
was  authorized  to  sny  it,  that  that  subject, 
like  every  other  point  in  the  Bill,  was  one 
which  might  be  treated  in  Committee,  and 
properly  ought  to  bo  treated  there,  and  1 
compared  it  with  the  courso  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston),  who 
only  justified  his  vote  for  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Locke  King),  on  the 
ground  that  he  could  alter  the  amount,  the 
italics,  in  Committee.  But  do  not  take 
what  I  said.  What  did  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  state  in  his  place  elsewhere 
upon  the  same  subject?  lie  said  before 
the  dissolution,  that  if  the  question  had 
been  between  a  £10  and  an  £S  suffrage  in 
boroughs,  the  matter  would  not  have  been 
difficult  of  arrangement.  These  were  the 
views  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Palmerston) 
upon  this  Bill.  But  now  I  will  tell  him 
what  we  objected  to  in  his  treatment  of  the 
Government.  Wo  complained  that,  going 
to  the  extent  he  did  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
which  we  introduced — a  Bill  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  could  find  so  few  faults,  and 
those  so  easily  remediable  in  Committee 
— he  should  yet  combine  with  those  who 
found  fault  with  it  in  an  entirely  diiFerent 
matter,  and  to  a  much  greater  extent  than 
himself — should  combine  with  those  from 
whom  he  so  greatly  ditfered  and  should  place 
the  Government  in  a  minority,  not  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  upon  an 
abstract  Resolution.  We  were  willing  to 
submit  to  the  country  whether  that  was 
a  wise,  patriotic,  and  statesmanlike  course; 
and  if  the  verdict  of  the  country  were  to 
be    taken    upon   that  question   I  should 
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'  not  have  the  slightest  doubt  about  th 
answer.  Then  the  noble  Lord — and  thi 
is  his  last  charge  respecting  domesti 
affairs — says,  "  Your  dissolution  of  Pai 
liamont  was  unwise  and  reckless."  Wei 
I  rejoice  in  this  moderation  of  tone  a 
compared  with  what  the  noble  Lord  sal 
before  the  dissolution.  Then  he  declai 
ed  that  it  was  impossible  ;  it  could  n< 
bo  done ;  the  6up|)lie8  would  be  stopped 
Parliament  would  not  allow  a  dissolutioi 
But  at  present  it  is  only*'unwbe  an 
reckless.  '  Now,  I  will  ask  the  nobi 
Lord  again  whether,  after  the  new  allianc 
he  has  formed,  it  is  wise  to  make  what  ar 
really  indirect  attacks  upon  those  who  or 
actin<;;  with  him.  Let  us  examine  th 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Binning 
ham  (Mr.  Bright)  who  now  agrees  with  tb( 
noble  Lord  in  voting  for  this  Amendment 
He  has  given  us  his  opinion  on  the  sabjee 
of  the  dissolution  : — 

"It  18  impossible,"  ho  said,  *<to  come  to  u 
other  conclusion  than  that  the  GovommtDt  hai 
taken  tbo  courso  which,  acting  upon  the  wd 
known  rules  of  what  is  understood  to  be  tl 
constitutional  or  Parliamentary  practice  of  tl 
country,  they  are  bound  to  tike.  I  entirely  a 
prove  of  the  course  which  the  right  hon.  Gmitl 
man  and  his  colleagues  have  taken.  It  u,  I  thioi 
a  wise  courso  in  the  emergency  with  which  ttu 
have  to  deal." 

Well,  then,  is  the  hon.  Aierober  for  Bii 
mingham  going  to  vote  against  the  6^ 
vernment  upon  the  noble  Lord's  charge 
including  that  of  the  dissolution  ?  But 
need  not  go  beyond  the  words  of  the  nob 
Vii^count  himself.  PIo  has  declared  tlia 
the  state  of  parties  in  the  last  Parliamei 
was  unsatisfactory,  that  its  continuance  wi 
undesirable,  and  that  an  Amendment  hi 
been  proposed  which  may  possibly  remed 
the  existing  evil.  Well,  Sir,  I  now  aa 
how  all  those  advantages  could  be  gaiuc 
except  by  the  dissolution.  These,  I  thiol 
exhaust  the  charges  against  the  Govern 
mcnt  upon  their  domestic  policy.  I  don' 
know  whether  I  am  right  in  calling  thei 
charges.  Statements  of  that  kind,  mad 
in  support  of  a  Vote  of  want  of  confidene 
were  surely  never  called  charges  befor 
Fro:ii  the  Government  measures  which  hai 
failed  I  might,  however,  appeal  to  thoi 
which  have  passed,  or  which  were  pcndiii 
and  are  ready  to  be  resumed  ;  to  the  eoi 
duct  of  the  Government  with  regard  to  tl 
national  defences  ;  I  might  point  to  tl 
efEciency  of  the  army,  and  more  espeoial 
of  tho  ordnance,  to  the  energy  with  vlui 
every  part  of  the  Administration  has  beie 
carried  on ;  and  I  think  I  maj  aaj'  wit 
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Confidence  that  ou  these  subjects,  at  nil 
•fents.  the  Government  has  the  confidence 
of  the  eountry.    I  now  come  to  that  winch 
up  doubt  is  of  the  greatest  importance — 
oar  foreign  policy.     A  great  part  of  tho 
obierrationB  on  this  subject  hayo  naturally 
timed  upon  the  present  state  of  affairs  in 
Italy.       Bat   before    touching   upon    that 
^ghly  important  subject  I  must  turn  aside 
to  mil  with  charges  made  against  the  Go- 
WiMBent"  in   another  place   by  the  right 
hMLlferonet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
!•  St^iMn).     Don*t  let  any  hon.  Member 
MppoOB  (hat  I  am  going  to  reopen  at  this 
iCige  of  the  debate  any  of  tho  personal 
ckiigM   which    the    right    hon.    Baronet 
im^t  forward  on  the  hustings  at  Car- 
Bbfa.     I  think,  however,  as  wo  pass  on,  it 
inj  be.  desirable,  as   merchants   say,  to 
''take  atock*'  of  these  statements.    First, 
we  had  the  charge  relating  to  the  S(  oretary 
at  War  and  the  billeting  of  soldiers.    That 
flatemeot  we  know  has   been — although 
ftfter  a  aomewhat  peculiar  fashion — apolo- 
flied  for,  and  is  not  to  be  mentioned  again. 
j|ozt  there  is  the  8taten\ent  respecting  the 
^miralty  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Firat  Lord  (Sir  J.  Pakington).     That  also 
luM  been  apologized  for  and  retracted,  and 
I  therefore  say  nothing  about  it.     Then, 
thirdly,  we   have  the   rumour  of  election 
nbacriptions,  as  to  which  I   may  say  no 
one  ever  supposed  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  doing   more   than   repeating   a 
itatement  which  he  had  heard  or  rend  in 
the  reports  of  the  day.    We  have  next  the 
Itatement  about  the  packet  service  at  Gal- 
way,  which  met  with  a  contradiction  on  the 
Srat  night  of  the  debate.  Fifthly  comes  the 
Itatement  as  to  what  is  called  the  Roman 
Catholic   alliance,   which   tho    right   hon. 
fJSaronet  fortified  by  reading  a  letter  siiid  in 
dienewspnpers  to  be  from  a  Roman  Catholic 
biihop  in  the  north  of  England,  but  as  to 
which    I    saw  within   a   week   afterwards 
that  the  letter  was  declared  by  the  bishop 
kimself    to   be   a   forgery.      Number   six 
diargo    related    to   the   barrack    at   Ber- 
wick, which  has  also  been  put  out  of  the 
eestion.     All  these  charges  were  the  ruh- 
h  gathered  out  of  the  kf>nnel  of  calumny 
which  runs  through  every  town  durinir  the 
time  of  an  election.    But  I  am  now  going  to 
refer  to  a  statement  affecting  the  national 
honour,  and  which   I  tliink  transcends  all 
the  others  which  I  have  enumeratiMl.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  not  many  years  ago.     Jfe  was 
Mutomed,  I  apprehend,  to  consider  the 
Mone  taken  by  our  cruisers  abroad,  and 


the  rights  which  they  exercise  with  regard 
to  ships  of  foreign  nations.  Well,  when 
he  was  commenting  at  Carlisle,  on  tho  fo- 
reign policy  of  the  Government  he  affected 
to  doubt  whether  the  honour  of  the  country 
was  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  present  Foreign  Secretary,  and  this  was 
the  instance  he  gave  to  the  unsuspecting 
people  of  Carlisle : — 

''  With  reference  to  the  slave  trade  a  question 
nroso  between  the  United  States  of  Amerioa  and 
England.  The  slave  trade  cannot  be  put  down 
upon  tho  high  seas  unless  the  flag  supposed  under 
suspicious  circuntstanccs  to  bo  carrying  slaves  is 
visited  by  the  British  cruisers.  That  right  of 
visit  has  from  the  very  commencement  of  our 
efforts  to  put  down  the  slave  trade  been  exercised 
upon  tho  high  seas ;  and  what  did  this  cbimpion 
of  the  honour  of  England  do  ?  Why,  in  a  single 
personal  communication  with  the  Minister  of  tba 
United  States,  he  remonstrating  against  this  ac« 
customed  right  of  visit,  it  was  renounced  and 
abandoned  by  Lord  Malmcsbury  :  and  this  cham- 
pion of  the  honour  of  England  did  on  that  occa- 
sion renounce  a  right,  a  maritime  right,  on  tho 
part  of  England  which  every  Foreign  Minister  for 
the  last  thirty  years  has  not  hesitated  to  uphold. 
Now,  so  much  for  this  champion  of  the  honour  of 
England  in  the  person  of  Lord  Malmesbury  !" 

Every  hon.  Member  must  admit  the  gravity 
of  the  charoje,  and  two  reflections  occur  to 
nrj  upon  it.  The  first  is  that  if  this  were 
an  accurate  charge  deprivation  of  office 
wuuld  not  be  the  proper  punishment  of  the 
Minister  who  was  open  to  it.  The  second 
observation  is,  that  if  any  other  person 
besides  the  Foreign  Secretary  deserved 
pimishment,  it  would  be  a  statesman  of 
experience  and  of  weight  in  the  Hou«ic  who 
knew  all  this,  who  sat  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, and  who  never  informed  the  House 
'  of  Commons  of  the  injury  which  had  been 
I  done  to  tho  honour  of  the  country.  Now, 
observe,  this  was  not  a  rumour,  but  a 
matter  depending  upon  statements  made 
in  the  other  House.  A  knowledge  of 
evervthinfj  that  had  been  done  had  been 
communicated  to  Parliament  in  conse- 
quence of  inquiries.  Yet,  Sir,  what  was 
tlie  ease  ?  So  far  from  Lord  Malmes- 
bury giving  up  the  right  of  British  cruis- 
ers to  visit  ships  under  suspicious  circum- 
stances, that  is  the  very  right  which  he 
has  contended  for,  and  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  has  conceded. 
The  facts  may  he  brieflv  stated.  There 
was  great  irritation  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  as  to  the  proceedings  of 
i  some  of  our  cruisers  off  the  Island  of  Cuba. 
A  correspondence  passed  between  the  two 
Governments.  Mr.  Secretary  Cass,  the 
American   Foreign   Minister,   after   some 

[  Third  Night. 


407  Address m  {COMMONS}  Answer  to  408 

prelimiuary  correspondence,    stated    that ;  count  Polmerston)  and   the  hon.  Member 


under  suspicious  circumstances,  neither  he 
nor  the  country  which  he  represented  ironld 
quarrel  with  such  of  our  cruisers  as  might 
exercise  the  right  of  visit.  Lord  Malnies- 
bury  thereupon  consulted  the  proper  legal 


for  Dcvonport  (Mr.  Wilson)  have  said  that 
they  have  information  enough  without  wait- 
ing for  papers  to  express  their  opinion  upon 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  Government.  I 
think  we  have  in  their  observations  two  re- 


authorities  ;  he  found  that  was  the  right ;  markable  instances  of  the  inconvenience  of 
which  we  claimed  and  desired  to  exercise  ; '  discussing  this  question  in  the  absence  of 
ho  closed   with  Mr.  Secretary  Cass  upon  I  those  papers.  The  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
his  own  statement,  and  without  any  further  I  port   makes   a  grave  charge  against  my 
ill  feeling  or  controversy  the  question  was   right  hon.  Friend   the  Chancellor  of  the 
arranged  upon  that  basis.     Now,  Sir,  all   Exchequer.     Ho  says  that  on  the  25th  of 
this  was  told   to  the  other  House.     The  I  February  last  the  Chancellor  of  the  'Ex- 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  for  many  years  a  ;  chequer  stated  to  this  House  that  the  Go- 
colleague  of  Lord  Aberdeen,  than  whom  no  :  vernmcnt  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Minister  has  ever  taken  a  warmer  interest  i  Roman  States  would  shortly  be  cvaeoatad 
in  this  question.  What  did  Lord  Aberdeen    by  the  French  and  Austrian  troops,  and 
say?     He  said,  "I  have  seen  the  letter  [  that  with  the  consent  of  the  Papal  autfao- 
of  General  Cass;  I  think  it  reasonable  and  ;  rities,  and  that  under  these  cirenmitsnces 
proper  ;  it  gives  up  what  I  have  always  j  Lord  Cowley  had  proceeded  on  a  miuion  to 
contended  for. "     But  he  added,  "  the  only  ,  Vienna.      The   bon.  Member  tells  us  be 
thing  I  object  to  is  that  there  should  be  any  |  has  been  in  Paris,  that  he  does  not  think 
idea  allowed  to  go  abroad  that  the  right ;  there  was  any  foundation  for  that  state- 
of  search  generally" — that  is  to  say,  the   ment,  and  that  he  has  reason  to  know  that 


right  of  search  not  under  suspicious  cir- 
cumstances —  **  has  been  given  up  ;  it  is 
impossible  it  can  have  been  given  up,  be- 


at the  Tuilerics  and  at  the  Foreign  Office 
in  Vienna  it  had  created  great  surprise.  I 
have  of  course  no  means  of  knowing  from 


cause  I  abandoned  it  myself  twenty  years  |  whom  in  Paris  the  hon.  Mom  ber  derives  his 
ago,  and  it  has  not  been  claimed  since."  :  political  information;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
I  do  not,  of  course,  suppose  that  the  right ;  bcr,  being  in  Paris,  had  referred  to  those 
hon.  Baronet  invented  the  story  which  he  \  sources  of  information  to  which  one  might* 
told  to  his  constituents  ;  but  what  I  com-  j  have  thought  he  could  have  had  reoonrse 
plaiu  of  is,  that  a  statesman  of  eminence  \  — if  he  had  looked  at  The  Moniteitr^  the 
and  weight  should,  upon  a  subject  involv-  i  Government  paper,  he  would  have  found 
ing  the  honour  of  England  and  affecting  !  that  on  the  27th  of  February,  by  authority, 
the  general  character  of  a  Minister  of  the  '  there  was  inserted  in  The  Moniteur  a  state- 
Crown,  have  carelessly  made  so  grave  a  ment  almost  in  words  the  same  as  that  made 
statement  without  taking  the  trouble  to  .  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  regard 
procure  correct  information.  I  think  this  '  to  the  evacuation  of  the  Roman  States.  I 
exhausts  the  chapter  of  anecdotes  at  Car- !  say  he  would  have  found  that  statement  in- 
lisle.  I  will  not  dwell  any  longer  upon  '  sorted  by  authority  in  The  Moniteur^  and 
them.  The  fact  remains — and  it  is  the  in  addition  to  that  I  am  able  to  inform  him 
only  fact  which  does  remain — that  not  one  that  the  statement  was  made  in  this  House 
of  those  anecdotes  can  bear  examination,  in  consequence  of  a  direct  communication 
and  I  can  only  congratulate  the  worthy  from  the  French  Ambassador  in  London. 
electors  of  Carlisle  upon  the  statements  '  I  think,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  will 
upon  which  tliey  have  returned  their  dis- '  agree  with  me  in  thinking  that  upon  that 
tinguished  Member  to  Parliament.  subject  there  could  not  have  been   much 

1  come  now  to  ihe  subject  more  imme-  surprise  felt  at  the  Tuilerics.  Then,  with 
diately  before  the  House  —  the  foreign  respect  to  the  Foreign  Office  at  Viennftt 
policy  of  the  Government,  especially  in  re-  when  the  hon.  Member  reads  the  papers 
lation  to  the  war  now  raging  in  Italy.  The  which  will  be  laid  upon  the  table,  he  will 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Amendment  find  that  for  some  days  before  the  date  I 
candidly  stated  that,  not  having  seen  the  have  given,  the  authorities  at  the  Austnan 
papers  which  the  Government  are  about  to  Foreign  Office  had  received  a  conimuniea- 
produce,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  dis- '  tion  from  the  Papal  Government,  and  that 
cuss  the  question  of  our  foreign  policy.  |  they  had  stated  to  our  Minister  that  this 
In  that  he  has  not  been  followed  by  some  '  was  one  of  the  subjects  on  which  thej  were 
of  those  who  act  along  with  him.  The  i  prepared  to  communicate  with  the  Lord 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  (Vis- !  Cowley.     There  could  not,  therefore^ -liiiTe 
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bMQ  tay  gn^at  MirpriBe  ou  the  part  of  the 
f^nrtigH:  OfficA  at  Vienna.  So  much,  then, 
foT:  l^-Miertipna  of  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Dajf^fMWt*^!  The  statement  of  the  noble 
^idith^Meiaber  for  Tiverton,  however,  is 
QHeb.  yuNTO  Sjerioua.  The  noble  Lord  told 
^  iba^  u>  tlie  oourse  of  the  negotiations, 
toi.dia:Iast  moment — 


'^tte'  beUef  of  the  Govemmont  was,  that  if 
OM  tedM'cnlj  frighten  France  from  hostilities 
^fmUtng  ik  oat  to  Europe  that  in  the  event  of 
j^jljilrim:  oat  they  wonld  be  found  acting  on 
~  ~  L  of.  AoBtiriji,  peace  would  he  preserved, 
•would  he  avoided.  I  think,"  he  added, 
to  either  side,  that  any  contingency  of 
I'ib  involve  England  as  an  active  party  in 
WM  wrong  and  imprudent,  the  more 
when  it  was  launched  at  a  proud,  war- 
independent  nation,  who  must  have 
[  what  was  meant,  and  would  doubtless 
Hi** VHtaited  it."— [See  Hansard,  cliv.  179-80.] 

I  kave  no  doubt  the  noble  Lord  believed 
ill:Uiis;  bat  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
A^ra  is  not  a  shadow  of  foundation  for 
that  afcatement.  Nothing  whatever  passed 
dpriog  the  negotiations  which  could  in  the 
ifmotast  dej^ree  bear  the  construction  of 
^4breat  to  Prance,  that  in  the  event  of 
war  breaking  out  wc  should  be  found  act- 

2  on  the  side  of  Austria.  Now  the 
le  Lord  is  a  statesman  of  eminence, 
and.  one  whose  words  are  read  and  weigh- 
ed oyer  the  whole  Continent.  A  state- 
atnt  of  this  kind,  therefore,  ought  not 
to  bare  been  made  unless  there  was  an 
aet arate  foundation  for  it  within  tho  know- 
ledge of  the  noble  Lord.  Such  a  state- 
Bittty  even  though  it  be  corrected  in  this 
HMne,  must  do  mischief  when  it  goes 
abraod,  and  is  read  abroad;  because,  next 
to  the  threat  of  war,  any  proud,  sensitive, 
vnilike  nation  would  most  dislike  to  have 
it  said  in  an  assembly  of  this  kind  that  it 
had  been  threatened  with  war.  Such  are 
the  consequences  of  the  course  which  has 
been  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Ifember  in  opposition  to  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  in  discussing  the  subject  of 
these  negotiations,  when  they  have  not  the 
material  for  discussion.  Now,  I  ask  you 
upon  what  ground  is  it  that  you  propose  to 
censure  the  Government  with  regard  to  its 
foreign  policy  on  the  Italian  question  ?  It 
mast  be  either,  first,  because  war  has 
broken  out;  or  it  must  be,  secondly,  be- 
cause the  negotiations  have  not  been  con- 
dacted  with  energy  and  with  earnestness; 
or  it  must  be,  thirdly,  because  sinco  the 
war  has  broken  out  the  Government  has 
aoted  in  some  manner  likely  to  prejudice 
or  endanger  the  neutral  position  of  this 


country.       Is  it  on   the    first    ground- 
that  the  war  has  broken  out?    The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  has  disposed 
of  that  question,  for  he  has  very  fairly  ad* 
mitted  that  he  did  not  think  anybody  could 
have  prevented  this  war  breaking  out.     Is 
it  on  the  second  ground — that  the  nego- 
tiations have  not  been  conducted  with  en- 
ergy and  earnestness  ?     How  are  you  to 
judge  of  that  without  having  negotiations 
before  you?      Just    observe;    you   have 
had  the  gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne; 
you  have  agreed,  I  may  say,  to  the  Ad- 
dress so  far  as  it  goes,  and  you  are  abont 
to   thank    Her   Majesty  for   the   intima- 
tion  that  the  papers  relating  to  the  ne- 
gotiations in  question,  and  showing  how 
great  has  been  her  desire  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  Europe,  will  be  laid  before  you; 
and  then,  by   way  of  Amendment,   yon 
censure  the  Government  for  the  conduct 
of  those  negotiations  before  you  have  had 
the  information  on  which  you   might  be 
expected  to  found  that  censure.  Well,  Sir, 
is  it  on  the  third  ground,  is   it  because 
anything  has  been  done  since  the  war  to 
complicate  or  compromise  the  neutral  posi- 
tion of  this  country  with  foreign  Powers? 
Sir,  the  course  taken  by  the  Government  is 
clear  and  distinct.     It  does  not  rest  npon 
verbal  statements.     The  Government  have 
issued  a  Proclamation  not  merely  for  this 
country  but  for  foreign   Powers.      It  is 
couched  in  clear  and  distinct  terms,  and 
affirms  the  perfect  and  complete  neutrality 
of  this  country.     The  foreign  powers  who 
are  concerned  in  the  war,  comprehend  and 
have    accepted   that   declaration.      Now, 
Sir,  is  there  any  reason  to  doubt  the  sin- 
cerity of  that  Proclamation  ?     The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
says   there   is.      He  says  that  my  noble 
Friend  tho  Earl  of  Derby  made  a  speech 
in  **  another  place,"  and  the  noble  Lord 
read  that  speech  and  commented  upon  it. 
I  will   notice  the  noble  Lord's  comments 
on  the  Speech,  but  I  will  not  notice  his 
comments  on  the  character   of  the   Earl 
of  Derby.     The  noble  Lord  is  an  eminent 
biographer,  and  he  has  shown  that  he  is 
no  mean   proficient   in  sketching   charac- 
ter.    But  there  is  one   ingredient  neces- 
sary to  every  successful  sketch  of  charac- 
ter, and  that  is,  that  the  biographer  should 
be  impartial,  and  that  he  should  be  placed 
in  circumstances  that   ensure  his  impar- 
tiality.    Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  think  it  is  the 
time  for  tho  noble  Lord  to  sketch  the  cha- 
racter of  a  statesman  when  he  wishes  to 
dislodge  that  statesman  and  assume  his 
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place.  Tho  noble  Lord  knew  that  the  oon- 
Btruction  he  put  upon  the  Earl  of  Derby's 
Bpeeoh  had  been  denied  by  the  Earl  of 
Derby,  and  that  the  true  conBtruction  had 
been  assigned  by  the  Earl  of  Derby.  I 
think,  therefore,  it  would  only  have  been 
fair  if  tlie  noble  Lord  bad  read  the  con- 
Btruotion  which  the  author  of  the  words 
himself  put  upon  them.  The  Earl  of 
Derby,  in  his  speech  at  the  Mansion 
House  said : — 

"  That  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  supposes 
me  to  have  said  that  I  thought  it  the  duty  of 
England  to  maintain  a  posture  of  armed  neu- 
trality, in  order  that  we  might  take  the  part  of 
whichever  of  the  belligerents  we  believed  was  in 
the  right,  and  he  adds  that  from  the  manifest  par- 
tiality we  have  shown  for  Austria,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  on  which  side  we  are  prepared  shortly  to 
draw  the  sword.  Now  I  take  tho  liberty  to  say 
here,  thus  emphatically  and  publicly,  that  nothing 
could  have  been  further  from  our  view.  What  I 
did  say  was  this, — That  we  intended  to  maintain  a 
strict  neutrality  ;  but  that  when  a  million  or  more 
of  men  were  in  arms,  when  war  was  not  only  im- 
minent, but  in  actual  existence,  and  that  moreover 
in  Italy  and  on  the  shores  of  the  Mediterranean,  it 
was  incumbent  on  and  actually  necessaiy  for  us, 
looking  to  the  great  interests  we  have  involved 
there,  looking  to  our  great  possessions,  and  the 
military  position  we  occupy  in  that  quarter,  that 
wa  should  be  in  such  a  state  as  to  defend  those 

£)sses8ion8  and  preserve  the  British  flng  and 
ritish  arms  from  the  possibility  of  insult  amid 
any  of  the  contingencies  that  might  arise.  And  I 
said  this,  not  that  we  should  maintain  that  armed 
neutrality  for  the  purpose  of  joining  this  or  the 
other  cf  the  parties  with  whoso  quarrels  there  is 
nothing  in  our  national  interests  or  national  ho- 
nour that  calls  for  our  interference." 

I  say  that  this  was  a  clear  and  distinct  de- 
claraition  of  neutrality,  and  neutrality  not 
in  the  sense  assigned  by  tlie  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton,   who  talked  of 
tho  neutrality  of  this  country  as  long  as 
the  war  was  confined  to  Italy,  but  an  abso- 
lute neutrality  for  every  contingency  that 
we  can  either  see  or  speculate  upon.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  has  a  differ- 
ent objection,  and  now  1  come  to  his  ground 
for  voting  for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington).     The  hon. 
Member  says, — *'  It  i&  all  very  well  to  de- 
elare  a  neutrality,  but  look  what  you  are 
doing.     Tou  are  strengthening  your  army, 
reasing  your  militia,  enrolling  volunteer 
corps,  and  adding  greatly  to  your 
wf  aDd  aeamen." — The  effect,  he  says, 
I  Fi      )h  look  Buspiciously 
I      I  i      allianco.     I  do 
I         that    because 
to  a     <»k  US 
ice 


to  attack  us  ;  but  I  am  glad  we  have 
got  this  oharge  ;  it  is  worthy  the  con* 
sideration  of  this  House,  and  for  this  rea- 
son : — According  to  the  hon.  Member  the 
French  alliance  ought  to  be  drawn  closer, 
and  that  which  perils  tho  alliance  is  the 
increase  of  our  armaments  and  the  strength- 
ening of  our  fleet.  What  is  the  conse- 
quence ?  The  alliance  with  France,  oo- 
cording  to  the  hon.  Member's  theory,  can 
only  be  drawn  closer  by  the  relinquishment 
and  reduction  of  our  armaments.  It  is  a 
strong  term — the  disarmament  of  England 
— but  using  it  to  denote  the  comparative 
defenceless  state  of  our  shores,  which 
existed  only  two  years  ago  under  a  Mi- 
nistry which  I  need  not  name,  I  saj  that 
tho  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  eopvince 
me  that,  as  his  support  is  admitted  fo  be 
necessary  to  the  new  Government^  the 
condition  of  that  support  must  be  the  dia- 
nriiiament  of  England.  But  now  yon  talk 
of  neutrality  to  the  Government,  let  me 
ask  a  question.  What  is  the  neutrality  oC 
the  noblo  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  ? 
Here  I  must  begin  by  correcting,  I  am  sure 
an  unintentional,  but  still  serious  mierepre- 
scntution  which  has  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Wiltshire 
(Mr.  Sidney  Herbert),  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London.  They  said,  ad- 
verting to  tho  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  (Mr.  Seymour  FitzGerald) 
that  something  fell  from  him  that  had  the 
appearance  of  depreciating  or  speaking 
lightly  of  the  French  alliance.  Now,  that 
is  not  correct — there  is  not  the  shadow  of 
ground  for  such  a  statement.  What  fell 
from  my  hon.  Friend  was  that,  speaking 
of  the  meeting  nt  Willis's  Rooms — of  vliiou 
we  have  heard  so  much — he  said  that  no 
man  valued  more  than  he  did  the  Freneh 
alliance,  but  he  added  that  he  found  the 
noble  Viscount  at  that  meeting,  while  he 
professed  to  declare  in  favour  of  neutrality^ 
added  that  above  all  things  the  interest 
of  this  country  was  to  preserve  the  alli- 
ance with  France.  The  observation  of  my 
hon.  Friend — and  a  well-founded  one,  I 
venture  to  think — was,  why  did  not  the 
noble  Lord  say  it  was  the  interest  of 
this  country  to  preserve  the  alliance  with 
both  countries — Austria  as  well  as  France 
—  and  thus  exhibit  a  real  neutralitj  ? 
What  can  foreign  nations  think  of  saying 
in  one  breath  we  desire  neutrality,  and 
in  tho  next  breath,  that  above  all  things 
neeessary  for  this  country  is  the  aUianee 
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with  Praneo?  I  will  not,  however,  «top 
at  Willis'flf  Rooms ;  for  th«  noble  "Viis- 
connt  at  Tiverton,  if  rightly  reported, 
speaking  of  the  position  of  Austria  in  the 
north  of  Itoly,  where  her  position,  be  it 
good  or  bad,  is  guaranteed  by  the  public 
law  of  Europe,  said  that,  if  Austria  by 
the  end  of  the  year  was  driven  out  of  the 
norih  of  Itoly.  ond  Italy  left  entirely  to 
the  Italians,  every  one  in  this  country  would 
rejoice.  Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  know  how 
A  declaration  of  that  kind  consists  with, 
and  how  continental  nations  can  take  it 
to  be  consistent  with,  perfect  neutrality. 
Suppose,  for  instance.  Lord  Derby  had 
said  that  if  Austria  succeeded  in  driving 
the  Sardinians  out  of  Lombardy,  and  in 
seenring  her  reign  more  firmly  over  Lom- 
bardy  and  Venice,  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
rejoicing,  what  would  have  been  said  then 
of  the  neutrality  of  Government  ?  There 
is  a  statesman  who  of  all  others  should  be 
eompetent  to  form  an  idea  of  the  effect  of 
language  of  this  kind  on  Italy  ;  he  is  not 
connected  with  us  upon  this  side  of  the 
House,  he  has  been  for  many  years  a  col- 
league of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  he 
is  an  experienced  diplomatist  in  the  affairs 
of  Italy — I  mean,  of  course,  the  Marquess 
of  Normanby.  What  has  he  said  within 
tho  last  day  or  two  ?  His  opinion  of  timt 
declaration  at  Tiverton  is  that  the  man  who 
made  it  is  a  dangerous  man  to  be  a  Mini- 
iter  of  England.  But  the  neutrality  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  is  well 
known.  He  was  neutral  iu  1848,  when  he 
was  Forei<rn  Minister.  He  then  acted  con- 
sistently  with  his  notion  of  neutrality.  I 
will  not  go  into  a  review  of  those  occur- 
rences, but  will  only  say  that  any  one  who 
rends  the  bine* books  relating  to  them  must 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  in  1848 
there  had  been  any  nation  upon  the  Con- 
tinent sufficiently  powerful  and  disengaged 
to  enter  upon  a  war  against  us,  the  course 
which  the  noble  Lord  took  would  have  fur- 
nished ample  reasons  and  justification  for  a 
war.  I  know  this  was  made  the  subject 
of  debate  in  this  House,  and  that  the  noble 
Lord  defended  himself,  stating  that  all  he 
did  was  in  the  interests  of  peace  and  free- 
dom, and  was  not  intended  to  promote  war. 
I  firmly  believe  that  is  his  opinion,  but 
that  is  just  the  danger.  It  is  just  because 
that  is  tho  sincere  conviction  of  the  noble 
Lord,  thnt  in  the  proceedings  which  he 
took  in  1848,  when  he  was  neutral,  he  was 
only  promoting  freedom  in  a  harmless  and 
peaceful  way,  and  because  I  believe  these 
are  Lis  firm  and  ingrained  seutimcntt,  that 


I  look  upon  him  as  a  most  dangerous  Mi* 
nister.  I  believe,  that  if  the  noble  Lord 
were  now  to  do  one-tenth  of  what  he  did  ia 
1848,  we  should  have  this  country  involved 
in  war  before  twelve  months  were  over. 

The  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Wilt« 
shire  (Mr.  Sidney  Herbert)  in  his  speech 
tonight — the  courteous  tone  of  which  I 
gladly  recognize,  and  the  interest  of  which 
I  need  scarcely  say  was  felt  by  every  one 
on  both  sides  of  tho  House — gave  us  soma 
details  with  regard  to  the  circumstances 
under  which  persons  can  change  their 
opinions  ;  and  he  also  showed  what  one 
sometimes  sees  even  in  the  case  of  the 
most  clearsighted  and  impartial  men — ho# 
they  can  overlook  the  applicability  to  them- 
selves of  the  rule  which  they  prescribe  for 
others.  In  that  speech,  after  having  plen- 
tifully— I  do  not  say  too  plentifully — sup- 
plied us  with  quotations  from  tho  speeches 
of  almost  every  one  on  this  side  of  the 
House  who  has  spoken  in  times  past,  or  ia 
times  present,  on  the  subjects  under  dis- 
cussion—after supplying  us  even  with  di- 
vision lists  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the 
nets  and  opinions  of  hon.  Members — the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  turned  round  and 
censured  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under-Se- 
cretary for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  because  they  had  done  exactly 
what  the  ri(>ht  hon.  Gentlemon  himself  had 
done  throughout  the  whole  of  his  speech; 
— because  they  had  read  the  opinions  of 
statesmen,  Members  of  this  House,  with 
regard  to  the  foreign  policy  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Tiverton.  Now,  Sir, 
I  desiro  to  refer  to  the  opinions  of  states- 
men wiih  regard  to  the  policy  of  that  noi  le 
Lord  merely  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
tiiat  upon  a  subject  exactly  similar  to 
that  which  wo  arc  now  discussing  those 
Statesmen,  now  acting  with  the  noble 
Lord,  expressed  their  dissent  from  the 
views  entertained  by  the  noble  Lord  upon 
foreign  policy.  Why  do  I  think  it  desira- 
ble that  the  House  should  bear  this  cir- 
cumstance in  mind  ?  A  good  many  speakers 
on  the  other  side  have  stated  that  their 
great  desire  is  to  see  a  strong  Government 
formed,  and  that,  therefore,  they  support 
the  Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Wiltshire  has  told  us  that  a  Go- 
vernment must  bo  either  strong  within, 
or  strong  from  its  support  without ;  and 
I  wish  the  House  to  consider  whether, 
with  regard  to  the  composition  of  a  Go- 
vernment, there  can  be  any  weakness  to 
compare  with  that  arising  from  the  dis* 
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aension  of  its  own  Membera  ?  It  ham  betn 
shown  to  yoa,  and  therefore  I  need  not 
undertake  the  task,  with  regard  to  those 
who  arc  now  said  to  be  the  leaders  of  this 
movement  originating  on  the  other  side, 
and  who  must  be  looked  to  in  a  greater  or 
less  degree  as  the  components  of  anj  Go- 
Ternment  that  may  be  formed,  that  they 
differ  from  the  noble  Member  for  Tiverton 
upon  this  great,  this  all-important  question 
of  foreign  policy.  I  want  to  know,  then, 
what  prospect  of  unanimity  there  is  likely 
to  be  in  a  Cabinet  so  constructed.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  James 
Graham),  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Wilts,  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  have  all 
disapproved  in  the  strongest  terms  of  that 
policy  which  we  have  no  reason  to  believe 
the  noble  Member  for  Tiverton  has  sur- 
rendered, or  intends  to  surrender,  and 
which  therefore  he  will  be  bound  to  carry 
out  the  moment  he  is  restored  to  power. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Radnor  (Sir 
George  Lewis)  endeavoured  to  justify  the 
Amendment,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  De- 
Tonport  (Mr.  Wilson)  seemed  to  be  under 
the  apprehension  that  1  should  be  disposed 
to  give  it  a  hard  name.  Sir,  1  have  no 
such  intention.  The  noble  Marquess  who 
proposed  the  Amendment  stated  most 
frankly  and  fairly  that  he  admitted  it  to 
be  a  party  Motion.  I  will  go  further,  and 
1  will  say  that  I  believe  it  to  be  perfectly 
legitimate  as  a  party  Motion,  and  that  it 
would  not  have  been  made  if  it  had  not 
been  deemed  necessary  as  a  party  Motion. 
We  are  fallen  upon  anxious  and  upon  cri- 
tical times.  1  see  among  statesmen  oppo- 
site who  support  this  Amendment  many 
who  have  borne  the  weight  and  responsi- 
bility of  office,  and  he  among  them  must 
indeed  be  a  bold  man  who,  at  a  crisis 
like  the  present,  would  desire  for  the 
mere  sake  of  office  to  resume  that  weight 
and  that  responsibility.  But  the  favour- 
able construction  which  1  put  upon  the 
objects  of  this  Amendment  1  demand  in 
return  for  the  Government  against  which 
it  is  directed.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham has  spoken  of  the  pleasure  or  tlie 
pain  with  which  an  interchange  of  parties 
from  one  side  of  this  House  to  the  other  is 
usually  attended.  Sir,  if  personal  ease  and 
satisfaction  alone  were  concerned,  those 
who  sit  on  these  benches  might  well  hail 
with  pleasure  the  change  of  power  which 
is  sought  to  be  effected  by  this  Amend* 
meni.     Bat  there  it  in  this  country— and 
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I  do  not  claiin  it  m  a  moMPmrfj  for  aiky 
one  set  of  irablto  inen-*a.]ngfaer  and  % 
stronger  feeling  Aan  the  mere  deaire  for 
personal  ease  and  gratifioatWo— aad  thai 
feeling  is  a  tense  of  public  duty,  and  a  de^ 
sire  for  the  public  welfare.    Sir,  we  believe 
that  we  have,  under  ciroumstaiicea  df  greal' 
difficulty  and  disadvantage,  eondoetedy  and 
that  we  are  able  to  conduct,  the  intaraal ' 
affairs  of  thit  country  not  withont  aliilhj^ 
and  not  without  success.     We  balieioB  thai' 
the  course  we  are  pursuing,  an4  intaad  ta 
pursue,  with  regard  to  our  foreigM  rrialMaa 
is  that  which  under  Previdenee  aan  ahma 
preserve  to  England  the  inestinHable  Mats* 
ing  of  peace,  which  can  render  har  vnat* 
sailable  and  unlikely  to  be  assailad  hj  s^j 
act  of  foreign  aggression,  and  whiM  oaa 
enable  her  to  labour,  in  her  oppoijaai^y,  to 
secure  to  other  States  the  sama  l4efupgt 
which  we  value  for  ourselves.     Wa JMiaaa 
that  this  policy,  to  essential  to  tlia  luaaw 
and  the  protperity  of  this  eonntrjv  woatt 
be  marred  and  thwarted  by  a  tranafcr  ^ 
power  at  this  moment  into  the  handi  of 
the  noble  Viscount.     And  it  it  baeaaaa  wa 
believe  this  that  we  cheerfoliy  and  readilj 
join  issue  with  the  Amendment  whiell  bai 
been  proposed,  and  await,  with  confideooa 
and  contentment  on  this  great  appeal,  the 
verdict  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dMded :    Ayes  323  ;  Mow 
310  :  Majority  13. 
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Bulkeley.  Sir  R. 
Bnller,  J.  W. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Bury.  Vifct- 
Butler,  G.  8. 
Butt,  L 
Buxton,  C. 
Brng,  hon.  G. 
Caird^J. 
Calthorpe^  IwB.  F.  K' 

W.O. 
GampbeDp  hm,  W.  P; 


4ir 


OrlfcEM^'f 
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CtflOeroMe,  TM. 
CkTMidttb,  hoft.  w. 
QifMidldi/tord  O. 
Cholmelef,  Sir  M.  J. 

CliilM.  G,  C. 
CIiiford^Col. 
Olintoa,  Lord  E. 
dive,  0. 
Cofu,  W.  H.  F. 
Com,  bcm.  OoL 
ColoUrooko,  Sir  T.  E. 
Cottier,  E.  P. 
Coningliftm,  W. 

COWpOTy  rti  IKIB*  W.  Wm 

CmoAiri*  £.  H.  J. 
Crawford,  B.  W. 
Crottley,  F. 
Dalfftiffa  R. 
Datbwood,  SfrO.H. 

J)9lfWf,tL 

Dtkw'ie,  Sir  H.  &.  F. 
Bftvie,  CoL  F. 
Dmui7,R. 
Deniion,  hon.  W. 
Dauym,  hon.  G. 
Dttiwjn,  UL. 
DtYf  tt,  JS. 
BodiOD,  J.  G. 
DoQfflM,  Sir  C. 
Diifl^  M.  K.  G. 
Ddt  liiQor  U  D.  G. 
DukOf  Sir  J. 
Danbar,  Sir  W. 
DiiDoan,  Viiot 
Duooombo,  T. 
i>aDda8,  F. 
DunkelliD,  Lord 
Duolop^  A.  11 
Danne,  M. 
Ellice,  rt.  hon.  £. 
EUioe,  E. 
Ennif,  J. 
Eunonde,  J. 
Eatton,  Earl  of 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Erans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewart,  J.  C. 
Ewing,  H.  E.  C. 
Fenwiok,  H« 
Ferguson,  Col. 
FinUj,  A.  S. 


Giya^GbG;'    - 
Gowor«h0n«F.  L» 
Grahapi.  rt.*iioii.  jSir  J« 
Greene,  J. ' 

Ql  MfB'WOOOt  «F. 

CivejpwB,'  O. 
GrenielU  a  P. 
Greville,  C.  F. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
GrosTODor,  Earl 
Gnrdoi^B. 
Gomey,  S. 
Hadfield,  G. 
Hall,  rt.  hon.  Sir  B. 
Hanoury,  Iv. 
Handley,  J. 
Hank^y.T.  ^ 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Haroourt,  G.  G. 
Hardeastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heneage,  G.  F. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  H.  A. 
Herbert,  rt  hon.  S. 
Hodgkinson,  G. 
Hodgson,  K.  D. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Howard,  hon.  C,  W,  Q, 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
Ingram,  H. 
Jackson,  W, 
James,  E.  J. 
Jerroise,  Sir  J.  C. 
Keating,  Sir  H.  S. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Kinglake,  A.  W. 
Kinglake,  J.  A. 
Kingsoote,  Col. 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Laing,  S. 
Langston,  J.  II. 
Langton,  W.  H.  G. 
Lanigan,  J. 
Lawson,  W. 
Leatham,  £.  A. 
Lcatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  W. 


FitsGerald,rt«hon.J.D.    Levinge,  Sir  R. 
FitxRoy,  rt.  hon.  H.  Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  (hC, 

Fitzwilliani,  hon.  C.  W.    Locke,  John 


W. 

Foley,  J.  H. 
Foley,  U.  W. 
Fo^mbe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  C. 
FosUr,  W.  0. 
Fortetone,  hon.  F.  I). 
Fortesoue,  C.  S. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Freesland,  U.  W. 
French,  Col. 
Gavin,  Major 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gifford,  Earl  of 
GUpb,  C. 
Gljn,  a.  0. 


Locke,  Joseph 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lysley,  W.  J . 
M*Cann,  J. 
Mackio,  J. 
Maokinnoo,  Wm.  Alex. 

( Lymington) 
Mackinnon,  Wm.  Alex. 

(Rye) 
M'Mahon,  P. 
Marsh,  M.  H. 
MarshaU,  W. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Martin,  J. 
M assey,  W.  N. 
MatbMOO,  A. 


MtttliMoa,  Sir  J. 
MaUov,4* 
Meny,  J, 

Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mitdmay,  H.  F. 
Mills,  T. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Moacreiff,  J. 
Monk,  0.  J. 
Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Monson,  hon.  W.  J. 
Morris,  D. 


Kishnelder,  H.  W. 
SdniefleAd,  W. 
Soott.SirW. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Scully,  V. 
Seymour,  H.  D. 
Seymour,  W.  D. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shelley,  Sir  J.  V. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Slaney,  E.  A . 
Smith,  J.  B. 


Moetya,  hn.  T.  E.  M.  L.    Smith,  M.  T. 


Napier,  Sir  C. 
Noble,  J.  W. 
Norris,  J,  T. 
North,  F. 
G'Brien,  P. 
O'Connell,  Capt.  D 
0*Donoghoe,  The 


Smith,  rt.  hn.  R.  V. 

Smith,  A. 

Somerville,  i*t.  hon.  Sir 

W.  M. 
Stafford,  Marquees  of 
Staniland,  M. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  0. 


O'Ferrall,  rt.  hn.  R.  M.    SUnsfield,  J. 


Ogilvy,  Sir  J. 
Onslow,  G. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  G.  H. 
Page^  C. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visot. 
Paxton  Sir  J. 
Pease,  H. 
Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Perry,  Sir  T.  E. 
Peto,  Sir  S.  M. 
Pigott,  F. 
Piikington,  J. 
Pipney,  Col. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  A. 


Steel,  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sykes,  Col.  W.  H. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thornhill,  W.  P. 
Tite,  W. 

Tollemache,  hon.  P.  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Traill,  G. 
Trelawny,  Sir  J.  S. 
Turner,  J.  A. 
Tynte,  Col.  K. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vcmey,  Sir  H. 
ViUiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  11.  H. 
Waldron,  L. 
Walter,  J. 
Walters,  R. 


Portman,  hon.  W.  H.  B.    W.irre,  J.  A. 


Price,  yi\  P. 
Pryse,  E.  L. 
Pritchard,  J. 
Proby,  Lord 
PuUer,  0.  W.  G. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J.  W. 
Raynham,  Visct. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rich,  H. 
Ridley,  G. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Robertson,  D. 


Watkios,  Col.  L. 
Wemyss,  J.  H.  E. 
Western,  S. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  B, 
Whallcy,  G.  U, 
Whitbread.  S. 
White,  Col. 
White,  Col.  L. 
Wickham,  H.  W. 
WiUcox,  B.  M*G. 
WilliamB,  W. 
Wilson,  J. 


Rothschild,  Baron  L.  de    Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Rothschild,  Baron  M.  de    Wise,  J.  A. 


VOL.  CLIY.    [thou)  aiRiss]. 


Roupell,  W. 
Russell,  Ix>rd  J. 
Russell,  H. 
Russell,  A. 
Russell,  F.  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  J. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Salt,  T. 
Schenley,  E.  W.  11. 


Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Woods,  H. 
Worsley,  Lord 
WrighUon,  W.  B. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TELLERS. 

iiayter.  Sir  W. 
KnatchbuU-Uugessen. 


List  of  the  Noks. 

Addorloy,  rt.  hon.  C.  B.  Baillic,  H.  .1. 

Annesley,  hon.  Capt.  U.  Ball,  £. 

Arbuthnott,  hon.  Gen.  Baring,  A.  11. 

Archdall,  Capt.  M.  Baring,  T. 

AsteU,  J.  U.  Barrow,  W.  H. 

Bailey,  C.  Bathurst,  A.  A. 

P  f  Third  mght. 
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Beaoh,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Beecroft,  G,  S. 
Bentinck,  G.  W.  P. 
Beresford,  rt.  hon.  W, 
Bernard,  hon.  Col. 
Bernard,  T.  T. 
Blackburn,  P. 
Blake,  J. 

Bond,  J.  W.  M'G. 
Booth.  Sir  R.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bovill,  W. 
Bowyer,  G. 
Boyd,  J, 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bridges,  Sir  B.  W. 
Brooks,  R. 
Bruce,  Major  0. 
Bruen,  H. 
Bunbury,  Capt.  W.  B. 

M'C. 
Bnrgbley,  Lord 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Cairns,  Sir  H.  M'C. 
Camac,  Sir  J.  R. 
Cartwright,  Col. 
Cave,  S. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Cecil,  Lord  R. 
ChurchiU,  LordA.  S. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Cobbett,  J.  M. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cochrane,  A.  D.  R.W.B. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Cole,  hon.  Col. 
Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 
Collins,  T. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Cooper,  C.  W, 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
CorbaUy,  M.  E. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Crook,  J. 
Cross,  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  Mr.  Aid. 
Curzon,  Visot. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Darner,  S.  D. 
Davison,  R. 
Dawson,  R.  P. 
Deedcs,  W. 
Dickson,  Col. 
Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.  S.  E.  D. 
Drummond,  H. 
Du  Cane,  C. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W.  E. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Dutton,  hon.  R.  H. 
Earle,  R.  A. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Edwards,  Major 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  hn.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  E.  C. 
Egerton,  W. 
Elcho,;Lord 
Elmley,  Viact. 
Elphinstone,  Sir  J,  D. 


Emlyn,  Visot. 
Estcoort,  rt.  hn.  T.  H.  S. 
Farquhar,  Sir  M. 
Farrer,  J. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filmer,SirE. 
FitzGerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Forde,  Col. 

Forester,  rt.  hon.  Col. 
Forster,  Sir  G. 
Franklyn,  G.  W. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
Galway,  Visot. 
Card,  R.  S. 
Gamett,  W.  J. 
Gaskcll,  J.  M. 
George,  J. 
Gilpin,  Col. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goff,  Capt. 
Gordon,  C.  W. 
Gore,  J.  R.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Graham,  Lord  W. 
Greaves,  E. 
Greenall,  G. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Gray,  Capt. 
Grey  de  Wilton,  Visot. 
Griffith,  C.  D. 
Grogan,  Sir  E. 
Gumey,  J.  H. 
Haddo,  Lord 
Ilaliburton,  T.  C. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  Major 
Hanbury,  hon.  Capt. 
Hardy,  G. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Hassard,  M. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W, 
Ilenncssy,  J.  P. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  Col.  P. 
Heygate.SirF.W. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Hill,  hon.  R.  C. 
Uoare,  J. 
Holdford,  R.  S. 
Holmcsdale,  Visot. 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Uopwood,  J.  T. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Horsfall,  T.  B. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howes,  E. 
Hubbard,  J.  G. 
Humberston,  P.  S. 
Hume,  W.  W.  F. 
Hunt,  G.  W. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jervis,  Capt. 
Johnstone,  hon.  H.  B. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
JoUiflFe,  H.  H. 
Jones,  D. 


Rekewioh,  S.  T. 
Kelly,  Sir  F. 
KendaU.  N. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
Ker,  D.  S. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E.  G. 
King,  J.  K. 
Knatchbull,  W.  F. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  R. 
Knox,  Col. 
Knox,  hon.  Major  S. 
Lacon,  Sir  E. 
Leeke,  Sir  U. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  Major  C , 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Lever,  J.  0. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  G. 
Lindsay,  W.  S. 
Lindsay,  hon.  CoL 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Long,  R.  P. 
Long,  W. 
Longficld,  R. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lovaine,  Lord 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lowther,  Capt. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon,  hon.  F. 
Lytton,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

£.  L.  B. 
Macaulay,  K. 
MacEvoy,  E. 
Maguire,  J.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Malins,  R. 

Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Maxwell,  hon.  Col. 
Michell,  Dr.  W. 
Miles,  Sir  W. 
Miller,  T.  J. 
Mills,  A. 
Mitford,  W.  T. 
Montague,  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Moody,  C,  A. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  C. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morgan,  Major 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Mure,  rt.  hon.  D. 
Murray,  W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Newark,  Visct. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct, 
Nicol,  W. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Col. 
Northcote,  Sir  S.  H. 
Overend,  W. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakcnham,  Col. 
Pakington,  rt,hn.  Sir  J. 
Palk,  L. 
Palmer,  R.  W. 
Papillon,  P.  0. 


Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten^  OoL  W. 
Paull,  H. 

Peacoeke,  O.  M.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  bon.  Gen. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Pevensey,  Viact. 
PhiUppa.  J.  H. 
Potts,  G. 
Powell,  W.T.  R. 
Powya,  L.  P. 
Pasrh,  D.,  CarmartiMi 
Pogh,  D.,  MoslgMMiy 
Quinuj  P. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Repton,  6.  W.  J. 
RichardMHiy  J. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rogera,  J.  J. 
Rolt,  J. 
Salt,  T. 

Sclater-Boiib^  6. 
Selwyn,  OL  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Sheridan,  H,  B. 
Shiriey,  E.  P. 
Sibthorp,  Major 
Smith,  Sir  F. 
Smith,  M. 
Smith,  A. 
Snryth,  Col. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  CoL 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanhope,  J,  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stephenaon,  B. 
Stirling,  W. 
Steuart,  A. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  &.  S. 
Stuart,  MigorW. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Sturt,  N. 
Stracey,  Sir  H. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Talbot,  hon.  W.  0* 
Taylor,  H. 

Tempest,  Lord  A,  T. 
Thynne,  Lord  B. 
Thynne,  Lord  H, 
Tollcmaohe,  J. 
Torrens,  R. 
Trefusia,  hon.  C.  H.  Sb 
Trollope,  rt.  hon.  81*/. 
Upton,  hon.  Gton, 
Valletort,ViMi. 
Vance,  J. 
Vandeleur,  CoL 
Vansittart,  W. 
Vomer,  Sir  W. 
Vernon,  L.  V. 
Walcott,  Adsdral 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  8.  H« 
Walsh,  Sir  J. 
Watlington,J.W,P. 
Way,  A.  E. 
Wolby,  W.  E. 
Whiteside,  rt.  hum*  J* 
Whitmore,  H. 
Williama,  Ocd. 
WiUougfabj,  Sir  & 
Woodd,B.X, 


il£MMJMf  li# 
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WTDdbun,  GtB. 
WjudhuDy  lion*  B* 
WyniiyCoL 
Wynne,  Sir  W.W. 
WyniMt  0.  G. 
Wj]iiie»  rfe.  JiBa  J*  A* 


WjimOy  W„  W.  £• 
Torke,  hon.E.T. 

TELLERS. 

JoUifte,  Sir  W. 
Taylor,  Ool. 


Hftin   Question,  as  amended,   put  and 
agreed  to, 

.  Gommitiee  oppowted^ 

To  dnw  up  an  Address  to  be  presented  to 
Biw  Muesty  upon  the  said  Resolution : — Mar- 
aDMi  of  Habtxnotoh,  Mr.  Hanbubt,  Viscount 
raunumov.  Lord  John  Russell,  Mr.  Sidney 
HsBBnv,  Mr.  Milnsb  Gibson,  Sir  Georos  Gbet, 
Sir  YmUBSM  Barivo,  Sir  Andrew  Aonbw  Vis- 
ooont  CitxiSBOSss,  Mr.  Btno,  and  Mr.  Mon- 
CBBDV,  or  any  five  of  them  : — To  withdraw  im- 
mediiitely. 
Queen's  Speech  r^^rred. 

HouM  adjourned  at  half-after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Saturday,  June  11,  1859. 

Their  Lordships  mot,  and  having  gone 
through  the  business  on  the  Paper, 

House  adjourned  to  Wednesday  next. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

jSaiurday^  June  11,  1859. 

Mnnms.]  Public  Bills. — 1°  Constabulary  Force 
(Ireland). 

HER  MAJESTY'S   SPEECH.— REPORT   OF 

ADDRESS. 

Report  of  Address  hrotiffht  up  and  read, 
$ad  agreed  to: — To  be  presented  bj  Priry 
Councillors. 

HER  MAJESTY'S  SPEECH. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL,  said  it  was 
nsualy  immediately  the  Address  bad  been 
zend  and  agreed  to,  to  fix  an  early  day  for 
taking  Her  Majesty's  Speech  into  consi- 
deration. He  moved,  therefore,  that  Her 
Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech  he  taken 
into  consideration  on  Friday  next. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  at  rising  to  adjourn  till  Friday, 

On  Motion  that  the  House  do  now  ad- 
journ, 

MANNING  THE  NAVY. 
THE   queen's  proclamation. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  the 
Proelamation  offering  bounties  to  sea- 
men Mitering  the  Royal  Navy  would  ex- 


pire on  the  15th  of  June.  He  would,  there- 
fore, ask  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  renew  it  ? 

Sir  henry  LEEKE  said,  the  question 
of  renewing  the  Proclamation  had  been 
considered  by  the  Board  yesterday,  and  he 
believed  it  would  be  renewed. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  asked  if  the 
bounty  of  £10  given  under  the  Proclama- 
tion would  be  extended  to  the  sailors  who 
had  entered  the  service  before  it  was 
issued,  and  who  were  equally  well  entitled 
to  it? 

Mr.  CORRY  replied  that  no  such  al- 
teration was  contemplated  in  the  terms  of 
the  Proclamation  as  that  referred  to  by  the 
gallant  Admiral.  The  only  alteration 
would  be  that,  whereas  the  existing  Pro- 
clamation offered  a  bounty  of  £10  to  able 
seamen,  £5  to  ordinary  seamen,  and  £2 
to  landsmen,  the  Order  in  Council  about 
to  be  issused  would  limit  the  payment  of 
bounty  to  able  and  ordinary  seamen  only, 
and  extend  the  period  during  which  such 
bounty  would  be  payable  to  the  31st  of 
July. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  asked  to 
what  day  the  Government  proposed  to  ad- 
journ the  House  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London,  had  moved  that  the  Queen's 
Speech  be  taken  into  consideration  on 
Friday,  and  as  the  new  writs  could  not  be 
issued  till  the  Tuesday  following,  thero 
could  be  no  object  in  meeting  sooner  than 
the  day  fixed  upon. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  Was  the 
adjournment  till  Friday  made  on  the  mo- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  No; 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  it  was  usual 
to  name  a  day  for  the  Consideration  of  the 
Queen's  Speech  after  tbo  Report  of  the 
Address  had  been  brought  up  and  agreed 
to  ;  but  that  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
adjournment  itself.  The  Speech  from  the 
Throne  need  not  be  taken  into  consiJcration 
for  several  days  after  the  House  met.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  tbc  Trea- 
sury to  move  the  adjournment,  and  he  had 
done  so,  he  presumed,  after  consultation 
with  the  leader  of  the  House. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  No: 
after  consultation  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London. 

House  adjourned  at  Half-after  Twelve 

o'clock  tiU  Kridaj. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 

Wednesday^  June  15,  1859. 

MnnTRs].    Took  the  OotA.— The  Earl  of   Bel- 
more. 

Their  Lorships  met,  and  having  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 

House  adjonmed  at  five  minutes 

past  Four  o'clock,  till  to-morrow 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF    LORDS. 

Thursday,  June  16,  1859. 

MzKuns].  Took  the  OcUh. — The  Lord  Clements. 

Their  Lordships  met,  and  having  gone 
through  the  Business  on  tlie  Paper, 

House  adjonmed  at  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  Oalf-past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS. 
Friday,  June  17,  1859. 

MnfUTES.]     Took  the  Oath. — Several  Lords. 
PuBUo   Bills. — S*.  Debtor  and  Creditor;   The 
Companies  (1869). 

MINISTERUL  EXPLANATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  Perhaps,  my 
Lords,  heforo  proceeding  to  the  little  busi- 
ness which  stands  for  your  Lordships'  con- 
sideration to-day,  I  may  be  indulged,  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  I  am  placed, 
with  permission  to  address  a  few  words — 
and  they  shall  be  very  few — to  your  Lord- 
ships. It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to 
say  that,  after  the  division  which  took 
place  on  Friday  night  last  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  no  alternative  was  left  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  except  humbly  to 
tender  the  resignation  of  the  ofBces  which 
they  held,  and  which  it  was  impossible 
they  should  longer  continue  to  hold  with 
advantage  to  the  country  after  a  vote  of 
want  of  confidence  had  been  carried  against 
them  by  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  majority  undoubtedly  was  not 
a  very  large  one,  but  as  it  was  a  majority 


in  a  HoQse— -I  believe  the  largest  on  reoor 
— from  which  very  few  Members  were  ai; 
sent,  we  felt  bound  to  take  it  as  the  d{ 
liberate  expression  of  the  opiDion  of  th 
whole  House  of  Commons.     At  the  sam 
time,  as  that  vote  of  want  of  confidenc 
was  not  founded  upon  a  condemnaUon  < 
any  specific  portion  of  our  policy,  eith< 
foreign  or  domestic,  but  was  treated  purel 
as  a  party  question — looking  to  the  genen 
division  supposed  to  exist  between  publ 
men,  who  are  called  Liberal  on  one  aid 
and  Conservative  on  the  other,  and  that  tt 
simple  declaration  in  one  paragraph  of  tl 
Address  was  that  the  Government  cog] 
not  to  be  intrusted  to  Her  Majesty's  pn 
sent  advisers — I  am  relie?ed  ft'om  the  jm 
cessity  of  entering  upon  a  Tindioslm  c 
any  part  of  the  policy  or  conduct  cf  He 
Majesty's  Government.    I  am  Batiitsd,m] 
Lords,  to  leave  that  policy  and  thst  eon 
duct  to  be  judged  by  the  impartial  deeiiio 
of  the  country,  and,  so  far  as  it  goes  do« 
to  posterity,  by  posterity.     I  think  it  da 
however,  to  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretai 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  ei press  tl 
conviction — which  I  believe  is  snared  I 
every  man  who  has  at  all  impartially  co 
sidered  the  papers  recently  laid  on  joi 
Lordships'  table  and  on  the  table  of  tl 
other  House  of  Parliament — I  think  it  di 
to  him  to  express  my  oon?ictioD»  that 
perusal  of  those  papers  in  a  dispassions 
spirit  will  satisfy  your  Lordships  and  ai 
one  who  reads   them,  not  only  that  tl 
expression    in    Her    Majesty's     Speeo 
**  earnest  and  unceasing  have  been  Her  Mi 
jesty's  endeavours  to  preserve  the  peace 
Europe,"  is  fully  borne  out ;  but  also  th 
in  the   negotiations  with  foreign  Powc 
my  noble  Friend  has  disployed  eyeij  wL 
to  do  that   which  we  professed   to  do- 
namely,  to  *'  maintain  a  strict  and  imparti 
neutrality  between  the  contending  parties. 
And  if  there  have  been— as  there  hw 
been — some  who  have  lavishly  and  inco 
siderately  thrown  out  aspersions  and  ii 
potations  that  my   noble  Friend  nndn 
lent  towards  one  of  those  contending  ps 
ties,  those  aspersions  and  imputations  a 
completely  refuted  and  disproved  by  tl 
papers  which  have  been   laid   before  v 
My  Lords,  I  will  not  enter  into  anj  find 
cation  of  our  conduct,  I  will  simplj  sta 
that,  after  the  vote  of  the  House  of  Cm 
mens,  feeling  it  impossible  that  we  con 
conduct  the  business  of  the  coontrr  wit 
credit  to  ourselves  or  advantage  to  the  & 
vereign  as  long  as  that  vote  waa  reatidi 
against  us,  and  knowing  thai  w»:fccliii 
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ititedj  j^pealed  to  the  oouotry  for  its  de- 
tUoAf  ird  iMtd  but  <»ie  course  to  take  and 
ihat  #M  hombij  to  tender  to  Her  Majesty 
Ifcto  resignation  of  onr  offices.  Her  Ma- 
jetty  wato  pleased  to  accept  that  resignation. 
4)oo^tt6nt1jr  we  hold  office  at  the  present 
aMMat  onlj  until  our  successors  shall  be 
"I^^INifaited*  I  rejoice  to  think  that  that 
fmod  =18  not  likely  to  be  long  ;  because  in 
'Af  ttetent  state  of  Europe  I  can  think 
IMsmog  more  unfortunate  than  that  the 
of  the  Executive  should  be  in 
I  therefore  rejoice  that,  who- 
oompose  the  Ministry  which  shall 
UB,  we  shall  not  remain  in  office 
-tafotl  ft  Tory  few  days — I  believe  a  very 
iM^keran— longer.  I  hardly  know  whether 
■1  tffegbt  on  the  present  occasion  to  speak 
4Moi  the  place  which  I  now  occupy  (the 
"Tkeeevry  bench),  inasmuch  as  I  have  just 
teCnnied  from  making  my  grateful  acknow- 
ledgments to  Her  Majesty  of  the  kindness 
md  eonfidence  with  which  I  have  been 
hoQoared,  and  taking  my  leave  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty in  the  character  of  Her  First  Minis- 
ter. I  can  only  say  for  myself  and  col- 
leegaes,  and  for  those  in  both  Houses  with 
wliom  I  have  the  happiness  and  honour  of 
eeting,  that  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that 
those  who  are  to  succeed  us  will  meet  with 
■0  faotious  opposition,  or  be  obstructed  by 
Aoy  embarrassing  combination  or  conduct 
in  their  attempt  to  carry  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country.  And  I  will  say  more, 
that  it  will  give  me  most  earnest  and  sin- 
satisfaction  if  I   find  that,  although 

longer  holding  ofiice,  1  can  give  to  the 
•Qoeen's  Government  that  which  I  desire  to 
gite^ — an  independent  and  generous  sup- 
port. I  do  earnestly  trust  that  in  the 
matter  of  foreign  policy  Her  Mojosty's  Go- 
▼emment  will  not  depart  from  the  line  of  a 
strict  and  impartial  neutrality  which  it  has 
been  so  much  the  object  of  the  present  Go- 
▼ernment  to  maintain.  I  am  satisfied  that 
that  is  the  only  course  which  will  accord 
with  the  wishes  and  interest,  and  I  may 
say  the  determination  of  the  country.  At 
the  same  time  I  adhere  to  the  principle  by 
which  we  were  guided,  and  I  trust  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  relax  in 
those  efforts  which  we  felt  it  our  duty  to 
make  in  the  present  unsettled  state  of 
Europe  to  place  the  country — more  especi- 
ally the  naval  power  of  the  country — in 
a  condition  to  protect  us  against  every  in- 
sult, and  to  add  weight  and  importance 
to  our  interference  or  mediation  with  fo- 
reign Powers. 

Before  I  sit  down,  perhaps  my  noble 


Friend  opposite  (Earl  Granville) — who  I 
presume  is  about  to  become  again  the 
leader  of  this  House,  in  which  on  a  former 
occasion  he  has  gained  so  much  esteem 
and  good  will  from  both  sides  of  it — will 
forgive  me  if  I  take  the  opportunity  of  re- 
ferring to  a  circumstance  which  I  think 
ought  not  altogether  to  be  passed  over  in 
silence.  My  Lords,  if  there  are  any  com- 
munications which  ought  to  be  invested 
with  a  character  of  most  strict  and  inviolate 
secrecy,  they  are  the  communications — the 
personal  communications  —  between  the 
Sovereign  of  these  realms  and  her  advisers; 
and,  if  it  be  possible  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  different  communications  of  that 
character,  none  I  think  ought  to  be  invested 
with  that  character  in  a  more  peculiar  de- 
gree than  communications  between  the  So* 
vereign  and  the  person  whom  She  may 
have  sent  for  to  consult  with  on  the  for- 
mation of  a  new  Administration.  Enter- 
taining these  opinions — which  I  am  sure 
are  shared  by  all  your  Lordships — I  confess 
that  it  was  with  great  surprise  and  regret 
that  on  Monday  morning  last  I  saw  in  The 
Times  newspaper  what  purported  to  be  a 
detailed  account  of  the  whole  conversation 
which  took  place  between  Her  Majesty 
and  the  noble  Earl  opposite  on  the  occasion 
when  Pier  Majesty  was  pleased  to  consult 
him  on  the  formation  of  a  new  Administra- 
tion. Undoubtedly  newspapers  can,  on 
these  occasions,  draw  their  own  conclusions 
and  give  accounts  of  who  have  gone  into 
the  palace,  and  whether  this  or  that  states- 
man has  been  communicated  with.  But  I 
must  say  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  seen 
a  statement,  given  apparently  on  authority, 
of  observations  made  by  Her  Mnjesty,  of 
replies  by  the  persons  consulted,  and  state- 
ments by  Her  Majesty  of  the  motives  by 
which  she  was  actuated  in  an  attempt  to 
form  a  new  Government.  I  give  to  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  the  entire  credit  of 
being  absolutely  free  from  the  slightest 
charge  of  having  sanctioned  this  publica- 
tion. I  am  quite  sure  that  the  honourable 
character  of  my  noble  Friend,  and  his  sense 
of  the  duties  which  we  owe  to  the  Sove- 
reign, would  have  prevented  his  giving  in 
the  slightest  degree  his  sanction  to  such  a 
violation  of  official  decorum  and  constitu- 
tional practice.  But  this  is  not  a  case  of 
a  document  being  surreptitiously  obtained 
and  transferred  to  a  newspaper,  nor  is  this 
paragraph  a  fabrication  resting  on  the  ima- 
gination of  the  writer,  and  falsely  assuming 
statements  of  what  actually  did  take  place. 
Ouly  one  or  two  persons  could  have  been 
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present  at  that  conversation, — Her  Ma- 
jesty, probably  the  Prince  Consort,  and  my 
noble  Friend.  It  is  therefore  perfectly  ob- 
vious that  my  noble  Friend's  confidence 
has  been  grossly  abused  by  some  person  or 
another.  No  doubt  there  was  some  one 
with  whom  it  was  his  duty  to  communicate 
on  receiving  that  communication  from  Her 
Majesty,  but  clearly  that  person  was  not 
the  editor  of  a  newspaper.  I  am  ready  to 
receive  an  assurance  from  my  noble  Friend 
that  he  gave  no  sanction  to  the  publication 
of  so  important  and  confidential  a  communi- 
cation as  one  between  his  Sovereign  and 
himself,  and  that  his  confidence  has  been 
improperly  abused  by  some  one  divulging 
information  which  ought  to  be  kept  strictly 
secret.  I  do  not  intend  to  take  any 
further  step  in  this  matter.  I  prefer  call- 
ing my  noble  Friend's  attention  to  it  while 
I  still  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  lest  it 
should  bo  thought  I  took  an  early  opportu- 
nity of  making  a  factious  attack  on  the 
new  Administration.  I  think  my  noble 
Friend  must  have  been  as  painfully  struck 
with  the  fact  as  myself,  and  will  consider 
he  owes  thanks  to  me  for  having  noticed  it 
and  asked  him  to  give  an  explanation.  It 
is  with  that  view,  and  with  that  view  only, 
I  have  thought  it  right  thus  to  notice  it  to 
your  Lordships. 

I  understand  that  it  is  my  noble  Friend's 
wish,  and  the  wish  of  those  likely  to  be 
connected  with  him  in  the  Government, 
that  the  adjournment  of  your  Lordships' 
House  shall  be  moved  until  Tuesday  next; 
and  probably  on  Tuesday  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  move  a  further  adjournment.  Of 
course,  in  all  matters  I  wish  entirely  to 
consult  the  convenience  of  those  who  are 
about  to  succeed  us.  Consequently,  after 
the  business  is  disposed  of,  if  it  meet  my 
noble  Friend's  view,  I  will  move  the  ad- 
journment until  Tuesday.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships any  further.  I  do  not  wish  to  raise 
nny  discussion.  I  repeat,  it  is  my  anxious 
hope  that  the  Government  will  soon  be 
able  to  take  our  places,  and  from  me  they 
shall  have  no  obstruction,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  every  facility  for  carrying  on 
the  Government  consistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples which  I  entertain. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  I  feel 
that  it  is  more  proper  that  I  should  post- 
pone until  another  opportunity  any  remarks 
on  public  affairs,  although  I  believe  I  shall 
do  nothing  improper  if  I  at  once  tender 
our  thanks  to  the  noble  Earl  and  those 
who  formed  the  late  Government  for  the 

The  Earl  of  Derby 


assurance  that  the  new  Government — who 
assume  office,  it  may  well  be  believed,  un- 
der circumstances  of  no  little  difficulty — 
will  receive  no  unnecessary  opposition  from 
them.    One  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  speech 
referred  to  a  circumstance  of  a  personal 
nature,  as  to  which  I  trust  your  Lordships 
will  allow  me  to  give  an  answer.     On  the 
occasion  of  my  last  interview  with   Her 
Majesty — on  Sunday  last — I  asked  Her 
Majesty's  permission  to  state  to  my  friends 
that  which  had  taken  place  at  the  previons 
interview  to  which  I  had  the  honour  of 
being  admitted ;  and,  having  obtained  that 
permission,  I  in  the  course  of  the  some 
evening  made  a  statement   genenllj  to 
several  of  my  friends — some  politiotl*  some 
private — as  to  what  had  passed  upon  that 
occasion.     In  that  statement  I  nrtamlj 
never  meant  in  respect  to  any  one  dremn- 
stanco  to  give  Her  Hajesty's  langtiige.   I 
did,  however,  in  making  that  statement, 
lay  very  great  stress  on  the  groands  npon 
which  Her  Majesty  sent  for  me,  became  I 
thought  they  would  be  calculated  to  show 
the  constitutional  motives  by  which  Her 
Majesty  was  actuated  in  taking  thai  step. 
J  read,  I  confess,  with  great  rejgret  the 
article  which  appeared  in   The  Times  of 
Monday,  and  to  which  the  noble  Earl  his 
referred.    It  is  quite  clear  that  thai  artiele 
was  founded  on  one  or  more  of  the  state- 
ments which  I  had  made  myself  on  the 
previous  evening.     So  far  as  that  portion 
of  it  which   relates   to   the   conTcrsation 
which  I  had  the  honour  of  holding  with 
Her  Majesty  is  concerned,  I  may  saj— 
putting  aside  for  the  moment  any  appear* 
ance  of  disrespect  which  the  publication  in 
such  a  manner  of  that  conversation  mtj 
seem  to  imply — that  what  actually  took 
place  only  serves  to  show  how  faithfully 
the  Sovereign  of  this  country  adheres  to 
those  constitutional  maxims,  the  obsenranee 
of  which  has  been  one  of  the   greatest 
characteristics  of    Her    Majesty's  reign. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  admit  to  the  noble  Earl  and  to  the 
House  that  I  very  deeply  regret  that  I  did 
not  use  that  complete  reserve  which  would 
have  entirely  precluded  the  possibility  of 
publicity  being  given  to  a  conversation  the 
purport  of  which  could  have  been  properly 
stated  by  me  only  in  my  place  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  at  the  proper  timo.     There  is 
also  another  portion  of  the  article  in  qnea- 
tion  to  which  I  venture  briefly  to  refer,— 
I  mean  that  portion  of  it  which  relates  to 
a   communication   which    I    had   with   a 
statesman  of  great  eminence  with  njpud 
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to  the  formation  of  a  Goferoiuent.  I  per- 
eoifod  witli  regret  that  the  article  to  which 
I  allode  led  naturallj  to  the  inference  that 
I  had  reason  to  eomplain  of  Lord  John 
SoMoll  that  he  had  not  behaved  towards 
me  with  that  fairness  which  I  had  experi- 
eneed  in  other  quarters.  I  will  not  enter 
iBto  a  lengthened  explanation  on  tho  sub- 
jeet  now  ;  but  1  feel  assured  that  when  I 
uve  an  opportunitj  of  making  my  state- 
ment in  reference  to  the  proceedings  in 
wUdh  I  so  recently  took  part  in  full  you 
win  peieeive  that,  although  the  distribu- 
tion «f  eCees,  and  the  carrying  out  of  his 
~TiewB  prevented  Lord  John  Russell 
me,  he  was  actuated  by  no  personal 
in  the  matter,  and  was  solely  influ- 
hj  public  considerations.  I  may  add 
that  to  for  as  I  myself  am  concerned  I  met 
fiwn  Lord  John  Russell  with  the  same  re- 
markable kindness  and  consideration  which 
I  reoeiTed  at  the  hands  of  other  public 
men.  I  have  now  simply  to  thank  your 
Lordships  for  the  kindness  with  which 
Ton  have  listened  to  the  explanation  which 
I  had  to  make  in  reply  to  the  charges  in- 
involved  in  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  and,  while  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  I  am  not  guilty  of  that 
hreaoh  of  confidence  from  which  indeed 
the  noble  Earl  has  been  kind  enough  to 
exculpate  me,  yet  I  at  the  same  time  feel 
that  the  observance  of  a  greater  degree  of 
discretion  on  my  part  would  have  prevent- 
^  the  occurrence  of  that  to  which  he  has 
adverted. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  My  Lords,  refer- 
ence having  been  made  to  a  supposed 
audience  of  the  Queen,  I  may  observe  that 
as  a  Peer  of  Parliament  I  had  a  right  and 
it  might  be  a  duty  to  request  an  audience 
of  Her  Majesty.  I  am  not  at  liberty  to 
state  what  advice  I  tendered  to  Her 
Majesty,  if  I  tendered  her  any.  I  am, 
however,  perfectly  entitled  to  urge  again 
upon  your  Lordships'  attention  the  very 
strong  opinion  to  which  I  gave  expression 
on  the  first  night  of  the  Session,  upon  the 
absolute  necessity,  in  the  present  state  of 
affairs,  both  at  home  and  abroad,  of  any 
Government  whicii  may  at  this  time  be 
constituted  being  formed  on  tho  widest 
possible  basis.  One  word  as  to  the  state 
of  affairs  on  the  Continent.  Now,  what- 
ever advice  I  gave  in  this  House  on  the 
formation  of  the  Government  I  have  no 
manner  of  doubt  that  it  would  be  too  late 
to  repeat  it  now  ;  but  on  the  subject  of 
our  foreign  relations  it  is  not  too  late  to 
express  my  ardent  hope  and  my  confident 


trust — to  speak  in  the  words  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby) — that 
the  most  absolute  neutrality  will  be  ob- 
served by  the  Minister,  whoever  ho  may 
be,  who  has  been  entrusted  with  the 
government  of  this  country;  that  there 
may  be  no  leaning  —  not  only  towards 
Austria,  but  no  leaning  whatever,  towards 
cither  France  or  the  allies  of  France- 
Sardinia,  and,  I  grieve  to  say,  Russia. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Six 
o'clock,  to  Tuesday  next,  half- 
past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  17,  1859. 

KING  OF  DELHI.— CIVIL  ESTABLISH- 
MENTS.—JUDICIAL  OATHS. 
MOTION   FOR  PAPERS. — QUESTION. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  moved  for  an  Address 
for  Copy  of  a  Letter  of  tlie  Cliief  Com- 
missioner  of  the  Punjab,  forwarding  to  the 
Governor  General  of  India  the  proceedings 
on  the  Trial  of  the  King  of  Delhi.  The 
hon.  Member  also  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  had  not  re- 
ceived a  report  on  Civil  Establishments 
and  Salaries  throughout  India  by  Mr« 
Henry  Ricketts,  and  what  steps  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  in  accordance  with  the  re- 
commendations thereof?  Also,*  whether 
anything  was  being  done  in  the  way  of 
legislation  in  regard  to  Judicial  Oaths  in 
India,  and  whether  the  subject  hod  been 
under  the  notice  of  the  Council  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  replied,  that  the 
reports  on  Civil  Establishments  and  Sala- 
ries had  been  received,  but  without  any 
expressions  of  the  views  of  tho  Indian 
Government.  The  subject  had  been  taken 
into  consideration  by  the  Council  of  India 
here,  and  a  communication  had  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  Government  at  Calcutta  for 
their  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  adopt- 
ing the  recommendations  which  the  Report 
contained  ;  but  as  yet  no  reply  had  been 
returned.  He  could  scarcely  in  a  few 
words  give  a  reply  to  the  second  question. 
He  might,  however,  state  that  a  Bill  had 
been  submitted  to  the  Legislative  Council 
at  Calcutta  on  the  subject  of  Judicial 
Oaths,  he  was  not  aware  with  what  result; 
but  a  despatch  had  been  sent  out  on  the 
3rd  May,  fully  expressing  the  views  of  the 
Government  here. 


•  • 
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RESIGNATION  OF  MINISTERS. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  think.  Sir,  it  is  but  respectful 
to  the  House  that  1  should  formally  an- 
ijounco  to  them  that  of  which,  no  doubt, 
every  Gentleman  present  is  already  cogni- 
sant ; — that  in  consequence  of  the  vote 
which  a  week  ago  the  House  was  pleased 
to  arrive  at,  Lord  Derby  and  his  colleagues 
felt  it  their  duty  immediately  to  tender  the 
resignation  of  their  offices  to  Her  Majesty, 
And  that  Her  Majesty  has  been  graciously 
pleased  to  accept  the  same.  So  that  at 
the  present  moment  they  hold,  and  for 
some  days  past  they  have  held,  those 
offices  only  until  their  successors  are  ap- 
pointed. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tiverton  has  received  the  commands  of 
Her  Majesty  to  form  an  Administration, 
and  I  believe  he  has  accomplished  the 
task.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  feel 
that  it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House— and  also  of  the  noble  Lord — that 
I  should  move  that  the  House  at  its  rising 
adjourn  until  Tuesday  next.  I  fix  Tues- 
day because  that  is  the  last  day  on  which 
election  petitions  can  be  received.  Should 
any  further  adjournment  be  necessary 
those  who  succeed  us  will  then  have  the 
opportunity  of  moving  it. 

HER  MAJESTY'S  ANSWER  TO  THE 
ADDRESS. 

The  comptroller  of  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD  (Colonel  Forester)  reported  Her 
Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address,  as 
follows : 

I  receive  with  much  satisfaction  the 
assurance  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that, 
whilst  I  maintain  a  strict  neutrality  be- 
tween thcv  contending  parties  in  the  War 
now  kindled  in  the  North  of  Italy,  I  niay 
rely  on  their  cordial  concurrence  in  the 
measures  of  defensive  policy  which  have 
appeared  to  Me  to  he  necessary  for  the 
security  of  my  Dominions  and  the  honour 
of  my  Crown. 

I  am  at  all  times  desirous  that  my 
Government  should  be  in  accordance  with 
the  Representatives  of  My  People  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ;  and  I  have  therefore 
taken  measures  to  act  upon  the  advice 
which  you  tender  to  Me,  by  the  formation 
of  a  new  Administration. 


NEWSPAPERS,  Ao.,  BU.L. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time"  (Mr.  Ayrton). 

Mb.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT  ap- 
pealed to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  postpone  the  Bill  until  the  new  Govern- 
ment were  present  to  express  their  opinion 
upon  it. 

Mr.  ayrton  said,  he  saw  do  reason 
for  postponing  the  measure. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  urged 
the  inconvenience  of  proceeding  with  the 
B  ill  under  the  circumstances  in  whob  the 
House  was  placed  with  regard  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  added  that  there  was  an  ob- 
jection in  point  of  form.  The  Bill  iaterfer* 
ing  with  revenue  ought  to  hare  flmimatfid 
from  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Home. 

Mr.  ayrton  said,  he  had  ooualted 
the  legal  advisers  of  the  Treasaiy.  and 
was  assured  there  was  no  objection  eil 
in  point  of  form  or  substance. 

Mr.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT 
he  thought  the  best  way  would  be  to  ad^ 
journ  the  debate  for  a  fortnight. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Fridaj,  Ist  July. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH 
GONSIDBRBD. 

The  Queen's  Speech  considered;  Mo- 
tion **  That  a  Supply  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty." 

Committee  thereupon  on  Tuesday  next. 

CRIMINAL  JUSTICE  MIDDLESEX  (ASSIS- 
TANT JUDGE)  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT  moved 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  which  he 
said  was  simply  to  carry  out  an  object  in 
which  ho  believed  both  sides  of  the  Hoose 
agreed,  namely,  the  increase  of  the  salary 
of  the  Assistant  Judge  from  £1,260  to 
1,500  a  year. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  objected.  Three 
times  a  Bill  had  been  brought  in  to  increase 
the  salary  of  the  late  Mr.  Serjeant  Adams 
who  held  the  office  a  long  time,  and  was  a 
most  efficient  Judge,  and  it  was  rejected; 
a  very  distinguished  person  succeeded 
that  learned  Judge,  and  he  had  ncTcr 
applied  for  an  increase  ;  and  although  be 
admitted  the  high  talents  of  the  learned 
Judge  recently  appointed  (Ur.  Bodkin) 
he  did  not  think  that  anj  snffiiriaBfc 


br  the  pu^tOMd  inoreuB  couLd  be  sUuwii 
riucb  eovia  not  azist  with  reference  I'j  his 
tn  pwit—Man.  It  vat  BoggCBted  that 
^  nav  Jndge  «ronld  g;ite  up  hia  priyate 
pMriM  i  bnt  there  was  no  necessity  for 
tktt,  fint  lio  Iwd  plenty  of  leisare  time  and 
Mtira'Aanattnts. 

Mm.  LOCKE  KING  thought  the  Bill 
Mglit  iu>t  to  he  proceeded  \rith  in  the 
iagmaa  of  the  Go*ernmont, 

lU.  HARDT  obaerved  that  the  Abkie- 
ImM  lodge  wu  often  called  upon  to  decide 
'  Mrtant  qoeBttons  connected  with 
Tlaw  ;  and  what  could  ho  more 
ind  iQconfenieat  than  that  he 
irionsl;  hare  gi?eu  aa  a  Barris- 
llMtpnian  upon  the  polntB  he  had  to 
*  a  a>  a  Judge  ?  It  should  be  rccol- 
t  the  practice  which  the  AdBts- 
Int  Jvdge  would  hare  to  surrender  under 
tbaaav  arrangement  was  prohablv  worth 
bar*  than  £1000  a  year. 

Mb.  BTNQ  begged  to  confirm  this  stato- 
■i0t 

Ha.  BOnVGBIE  was  in  favour  of  the 
Vin,  bat  thought  that  it  ought  not  tu  be 
pncewled  with  in  the  absence  of  the  new 
fioremment. 

Soeond  Reading  deferred  till  Friday 
lit  July. 

EloiuH)  adiuurned  at  Firs  o'clock 
til]  Tacsdif  next. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  /une21,  1859. 
Ifaitna.]  Tool:  tl'c  Oath.— Poxeial  Lords. 

Their  Lordships  met :  and  having  t 
luted  the  Business  on  the  paper, 

HouM  ailjouriiiid  ut  a  quarcor  post 

Fivo  o'clock,  till  Thuracl.y  next 

half  past  I'our  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  June  21,  1859. 


OPEBATIOXS  IN  INLIA— 'i'UE  VuTK  of 

TIIAKKS. 

tOTTEB  OP   ACKNOWLEDGMENT   KltOJI  SIR 

ARCHDALS  WILSOK. 

Urn.  SPEAKER  acquainted  the  House, 
that  ha  had  received  from  Major  Qeneral 
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Sir  ArobJale  Wilson,  K.C.B.,  barouet,  of 
Delhi,  a  Letter  in  return  to  the  Thanks  of 
this  House,  communicnted  to  him  in  obe- 
dience to  their  Commands  of  the  14th  day 
of  April  last:  and  the  said  Letter  waa 
rend. 

CUARING-CROSS  RAILWAY  BILL. 

TBtBD  HEASI.Na, 

Queen's  Content  signified. 
I      Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 
I      Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,^- 
I  "  That   the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 

Sir  DB  LACY  EVANS  moved  an 
{Amendment  that  an  humble  Address  be 
i  presented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  that 
I  she  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint 
I  a  Commission  to  iavestigato  and  report 
upon  the  various  railway  projects  of  wbioh 
I  the  termini  are  proposed  to  be  estahlishod 
I  within  or  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  tho 
I  metropolis. 
I      Amendment  proposed, 

"  Tu  leave  out  from  t!io  word  ■  That'  to  the  end 
i>(  tilt)  Question,  in  order  to  ndJ  the  words  '  an 
humble  A.IdreBs  bt-  preauotcd  to  Her  Majeatj, 
[ira;ing  that  She  will  be  grscioual)'  pleased  t« 
^:-ipoiQt  a  Commisaion  to  investigate  and  report 
upon  tho  various  Railway  projects  of  which  the 
I  I'i'rmini  aro  proposed  to  bo  established  within  or 
i;i  the  immedlutu  vicinity  of  tho  Motro[>olis." 
instead  thereof: 

Question  propoaed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  INGHAM,  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  Bill  had  been  referred, 
urged  that  the  delay  caused  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commission  of  this  kind  at 
,  this  period  would  be  practically  fatal  to 
tlio  Bill.  Tlie  evidence  before  tho  Com- 
mittee was  coniprehcnsiTO  and  satisfactory, 
showing  that  the  proposed  line  was  calcu- 
lated greatly  to  relieve  the  traffic  of  the 
streets,  and  tho  Admiralty  and  the  Board 
I  of  Trade  hud  both  expressed  opinions  in 
'■  its  favour  on  the  ground  of  its  tendency  to 
I  distribute  the  traffic. 

Mb.  TITR,  as  oneoftho  governors  of  St. 
Thomas's  Hospital,  objected  to  this  plan, 
as  interfering  with  that  institution.  The 
proposed  lino  started  from  the  South  East- 
ern terminus,  passed  through  the  Borough, 
and  crossed  the  river  to  a  terminus  at 
Hunger  ford  Market.  The  line  passed 
within  eight  feet  of  one  of  the  wards  of 
tbc  hospital,  on  a  level  as  high  as  the 
second  floor  of  the  building,  and  it  was  the 
deliberate  opinion  of  the  medical  officera  of 


435  The  ShipluUding  Departmetit  {COMMONS I       of  the Nof^^Question.      436 


the  establishment,  that  if  the  railway  car- 
riages were  constantly  passing,  that  wnrd, 
and  perhaps  the  whole  of  the  hospital, 
would  be  useless  as  a  receptacle  for  the 
sick  poor.  There  were  no  less  than  500 
beds  in  the  hospital,  not  one  of  which  was 
at  this  moment  unoccupied,  which  showed 
the  value  of  the  institution.  In  1841  the 
South  Eastern  and  Brighton  Companies 
were  desirous  of  improving  their  termini, 
and  the  hospital  having  given  them  every 
facility,  the  South  Eastern  agreed  not  to 
encroach  further  on  their  property  ;  but 
that  Company  were  the  principal  promo- 
ters of  this  scheme,  and  had  contributed 
£300,000  to  its  capital. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  suggest- 
ed the  impropriety  of  this  Motion  at  this 
stage  of  the  Bill.  If  the  Motion  had  been 
made  on  the  second  reading  there  might 
have  been  some  reason  for  it ;  but  the 
Bill  haying  passed  through  Committee,  it 
ought  not  to  be  made  on  the  third  reading. 
Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  then  withdrew 
his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  3^  and  passed.     [New  Title.] 

LONDON  (CITY)   GAS  BILL. 
SECOND   HEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion  made,  nnd  Question  proposed, — 
'*  That  the  Bill   be   now   read  a  second 
time.'* 

Mr.  Alderman  CUBITT  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
three  months.  As  a  member  of  the  City 
Board  of  Health  ho  stated,  on  the  autho- 
rity of  the  medical  officers  of  the  Board, 
that  the  company's  works  were  a  principal 
contributor  to  the  nuisances  which  polluted 
the  river. 

Amendment  proposed,  "  To  leave  out 
the  word  '  now,'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  *  upon  this 
Day  Six  Months.' " 

Question    proposed,    "  That   the   word 

'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Colonel  NORTH  urged  that  the  Bill 

l>Msed  through  a  full  examination  by 

ttee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 

it  ought  to  be  read  a  second 

had  been  over  the  works  of  the 

I  eould  assert,  from  his  own 

t  nothing  could  be   more 

the  way  in  which  the  busi- 

He  read  testimonials 

gentlemen  to  the 


eifect  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  works 
injurious  to  health,  and  also  referred  to  a 
Petition  in  favour  of  the  Bill  signed  by  a 
great  number  of  inhabitants  residing  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  works,  barristers  of 
the  Temple,  and  others. 

Mb.  CLIYE,  without  going  into  the 
merits  of  the  Bill,  suggested  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  withdrawn,  and  the 
second  reading  be  postponed  for  a  fort- 
night until  the  responsible  Members  of  the 
Government  were  in  their  places,  for  this, 
though  a  Private  Bill,  had  reference  to  a 
department  of  the  Government — the  Board 
of  Health. 

Mr.  W.  JACKSON  said,  that  post- 
poning the  second  reading  for  a  fortnight 
would  be  fatal  to  the  Bill.  He  objeeted  to 
the  Home  Department  constituting  itself  a 
Committee  of  that  House. 

Mr.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURTiecom. 
mended  that  the  Bill  should  be  allowed  to 
go  before  a  Select  Committee*  trhere  the 
sanitary  question  would  bo  fully  inquired 
into.  If  the  result  should  be  againit  the 
Bill,  the  House  could  of  course  reject  the 
measure,  even  should  it  pass  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  AYRTON  also  supported  the  Mo- 
tion, believing  that  inquiry  was  necessary, 
and  not  thereby  pledging  himself  to  sup- 
port the  Bill  in  any  future  stage. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

Bill  read  2%  and  committed, 

THE    SHIPBUILDING   DEPARTMENT   OF 
THE  NAVY.  —  QUESTION. 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
Clarence  Paget)  whether  he  intended  to 
proceed  with  the  Motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  management  and  expenditure  of  the 
shipbuilding  department  of  the  Navy,  notice 
of  which  stood  on  the  paper  in  his  name?  • 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  he 
was  sure  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  give 
him  credit  for  an  earnest  desire  that  there 
should  be  an  inquiry  into  the  mattera  con- 
nected with  the  shipbuilding  department  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  he  was  qnite  certain 
that  the  noble  Duke  who  now  presided  o?er 
the  Admiralty  had  it  equally  at  heart  thai 
this  great  branch  of  our  naval  service 
should  be  throughly  looked  into.  If  he 
now  asked  permission  to  withdraw  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice  it  was 
not  that  he  at  all  desired  to  shirk  theqMS- 
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tion  ;  but  that  he  thought  that  his  hon. 
Friend  and  those  who,  like  him,  were  anx- 
ious for  this  inquiry  should  put  some  faith 
in  the  good  intentions  of  the  noble  Duke 
and  in  his  own.  He  only  asked  them  not 
to  spur  a  willing  horse,  and  under  these 
circumstances  he  should  not  proceed  with 
the  Motion  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  should  take  up 
the  Motion  which  the  noble  Lord  had  drop- 
ped and  gave  notice  that  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament  he  should  move  for  a 
select  Committee  to  inquire  not  only  into  the 
ship-building  department,  but  also  into 
the  general  expenditure  of  the  Navy. 

OUR  NAVAL  DEFENCES. 
OBSERYATIONS. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPJER  said,  it  was 
his  intention  to  postpone  the  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  Admiralty  of  which  he  had  given 
notice;  and  said  that  he  had  been  made 
very  uneasy  by  a  statement  which  he  had 
heard  had  that  forenoon  been  made  by 
the  Earl  of  I>erby. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  could  not  make  a 
speech  unless  he  intended  to  conclude 
with  a  Motion. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  that 
he  would  conclude  with  a  Motion  for  an 
adjournment  of  the  House.  He  had  heard 
that  the  Earl  of  Derby  had  that  morning. 
at  a  meeting  of  his  friends,  stated  that  he 
understood  from  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  now 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  ho  was 
quite  shocked  at  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  and  that  he  was  determined  to  re- 
duce it.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  reduce  the  expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try as  much  as  he  thought  proper,  but  he 
trusted  that  there  would  be  no  reduction 
of  the  defences  of  the  country.  He  gave 
the  late  Government  great  credit  for  what 
they  had  done  towards  putting  our  de- 
fences in  a  proper  state  and  condition  ; 
though  he  did  not  think  they  had  gone 
far  enough.  If  they  had  done  what  he 
thought  necessary  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  he  could  not  have  conscientiously 
voted  against  them,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  which  had  just  acceded  to 
ofHce  would  go  much  further  than  they 
had  done.  He  trusted  that  they  would 
persevere  and  that  there  would  be  no  re- 
duction of  our  fleets  and  armies,  but  that 
on  the  contrary  they  would  be  augmented. 
He  was  happy  to  see  it  stated  in  the  pa- 
pert  that  day,  that  the  late  Government 


had  commissioned  two  more  ships  of  the 
line,  which  gave  them  twenty-six  sail  of 
the  line  now  in  commission.  When  they 
saw  the  preparations  for  a  great  battle 
now  making  in  Italy  —  when  they  consi- 
dered the  unquiet  state  of  Germany,  and 
that  Russia  was  making  very  extensive 
naval  preparations,  they  could  not  tell  how 
soon  a  state  of  things  might  arise  that 
would  call  for  the  mightiest  exertions  on 
the  part  of  this  country.  France  had  a 
fleet  nearly  as  large  as  ours,  and  Russia 
had  one  much  larger.  With  regard  to 
Russia  he  had  read  the  following  im- 
portant statement  in  The  Times  of  Satur- 
day :— 

"  The  shipments  of  machinery  to  Russia  since 
the  opening  of  the  navigation  are  stated  to  have 
heen  on  a  scale  which  will  go  far  to  account  for 
the  necessity  that  has  existed  for  the  transmission 
of  gold  from  St.  Petersburg  to  London,  especially 
as  similar  orders  have  been  executed  in  America 
and  elsewhere,  many  of  which  are  paid  for  by 
draughts  on  this  country.  Within  the  past  month 
the  Hercules  steamer  has  landed  from  St.  Peters- 
burg five  complete  sets  of  engines  for  first-rate 
men-of-war,  and  many  of  our  engineering  firms 
have  still  large  commissions  to  execute.  Accord- 
ing to  the  last  dates  the  utmost  exertions  were 
being  made  in  all  the  naval  departments,  in  pre- 
paration, it  was  said,  for  the  return  of  the  Grand 
Duke  Constantino.  The  Neva  division  of  the  Rus- 
sian fleet  is  now  asserted  to  comprise  80  first- 
class  gunboats,  constructed  on  the  best  recent 
models,  while  the  Baltic  fieet  consists  of  35  sail 
of  the  line,  14  of  which  at  present  at  Cronstadt 
are  screw  line-of-battle  ships  of  from  80  to  120 
guns  each.  It  is  affirmed  that  during  the  last 
month  a  continental  contract  has  been  in  execu- 
tion in  this  country  for  60,000  bags  of  ships' 
bread.  This  would  suffice  for  30  sail  of  the  line 
for  six  months.  Looking,  also,  at  the  purchases 
of  horses,  coal,  and  other  material,  the  fiow  of 
money  to  England,  which  has  been  one  of  the  first 
consequences  of  the  war,  is  easily  explained." 

This  was  a  statement  well  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  tlie  House.  Russia  could 
send  thirty-five  sail  of  the  line  into  the 
North  Sea,  and  if  she  were  to  do  so  the 
confusion  caused  in  this  country  would  he 
such  as  we  could  form  no  conception  of. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  such  a  fleet 
would  be  got  in  readiness  as  would  enable 
us  to  meet  France,  Russia,  or  any  other 
nation  upon  the  sea. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 
*•  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.** 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  thought  that  the 
gallant  Admiral  should  have  waited  to  hear 
the  statements  of  the  Government  before 
urging  upon  them  the  exi>enditure  of 
money.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
was  always  anxious  to  spend  the  public 
money,  and  he  belieyed  no  party  that 
would  be   in   ofice    would    ever  satisfy 


439 


Ministerial 


j  COMMONS  I 


B^-SUcHom. 


440 


him  on  that  head.  He  thought  both  the 
late  and  present  Goyernments  were  better 
judges  of  what  was  necessary  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  country  than  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  who  was  the  only  naval 
officer  in  England  who  seemed  to  be  al- 
ways afraid  of  attack  from  foreign  coun- 
tries. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraion, 

PUBLIC  IMPROVEMENTS. 
BILL  ORDERED  TO  BE  BROUGHT   IN. 

Mr.  SLANEY  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  subject  of  public  walks 
and  places  of  exercise  for  the  working 
classes  near  great  towns.  In  whatever 
direction  they  went  in  the  metropolis  and 
other  large  towns  they  found  the  working 
classes  compressed  into  narrow  and  close 
localities.  This  was  in  one  sense  a  mark 
of  our  prosperity,  but  it  was  also  a  proof 
that  we  had  forgotten  our  duty  to  those 
classes  in  not  supplying  them  with  spaces 
where  they  could  have  exercise  and  enjoy 
themselves  after  their  work  was  done. 
He  had  moved  for  a  Committee  on  this 
subject  twenty-six  years  ago,  and  the 
fruit  of  that  Committee's  report  was  four 
new  parks  opened  to  the  public  in  the  me- 
tropolis. He  had  walked  for  miles  over 
portions  of  this  enormous  city,  and  could 
not  find  a  single  spot  of  open  ground  on 
which  the  humble  classes  mijirht  exercise 
themselves.  Ho  did  not  ask  for  any  Go- 
vernment grant,  but  only  that  facilities 
should  bo  given  to  those  who  desired  vo- 
luntarily to  provide  the  funds  necessary 
for  setting  apart  public  places  of  recrea- 
tion. He  thought  also  that  care  should 
be  taken  to  preserve  the  footpaths  on  the 
roads  in  order  to  the  safet}*  of  the  public. 
This  was  a  question  that  did  not  perhaps 
much  interest  the  House,  hut  it  was  one 
of  deep  interest  to  the  people  out  of  doors. 
In  every  large  town  the  population  was  in- 
creasing to  an  enormous  extent,  and  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  public 
health  that  large  open  spaces,  such  as  ho 
had  referrad  to,  for  air  and  exercise,  should 
be  provided.  He  would  conclude  by  mov- 
ing for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  which 
the  purpose  was  to  facilitate  the  establish- 
ment of  public  walks  and  places  of  exer- 
cise for  the  working  classes  near  great 

towns 

Mr".  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  he 
deemed  an  irregularity  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  in  iSoving  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  when  the  notice  put  upon  the 
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paper  by  him  only  vaguely  indicated  his 
intention   to  make  a  Motion  on  the   sub 
jcct,  without  stating  the  precise  object  of 
such  Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  enable  a  majority  of  two-thirds 
of  the  ratepayers  of  any  parish  or  district, 
duly  assembled,  to  rate  their  district  in 
aid  of  public  improvements  for  general  be- 
nefit within  their  district,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Slanet  and  Mr.  Cow- 

PER. 

SUPPLY. 
On  Motion  for  Supply, 

MINISTERIAL  RE-ELECTIONS. 

Mu.  BRAND  said  that,  in  moving  the 
postponement  of  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
Committee  of  Supply,  he  would  avail  lum- 
self  of  the  opportunity  to  state  the  conrBe 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
posed to  take  with  reference  to  the  far- 
ther adjournment  of  the  House.  It  would 
not  be  becoming  in  him  to  advert  to  the 
circumstances  which  had  led  to  the  recent 
change  in  the  Administration,  but  he  might 
be  permitted  to  state  that  it  was  the  anxious 
desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
no  unnecessary  delay  should  take  place  in 
the  resumption  of  the  public  business. 
The  House  was  aware  that  no  new  writ 
could  bo  issued  for  the  election  of  a  Mem* 
her  until  the  expiration  of  fourteen  days 
after  the  meeting  of  Parliament.  That 
period  expired  with  that  day  (Taesdaj), 
and  it  would  afterwards  be  hia  duty  to 
move  that  certain  new  writs  should  be 
issued  in  consequence  of  the  acceptance  of 
office  by  those  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  who  had  held  seats  in  that 
House.  The  return  to  those  new  writs 
would  occasion  a  delay  in  the  business  of 
the  House  of  about  a  week,  and  it  was 
consequently  impossible  that  any  of  tlie 
responsible  Ministers  of  tho  Crown  could 
be  in  their  places  until  about  the  middle 
of  the  ensuing  week.  He  would  therefore 
give  notice  that  to-morrow  he  should  move 
that  the  House  on  its  rising  do  adjonni 
until  Thursday  the  30th  of  June  ;  and  he 
begged  leave  to  move  that  the  Order  of 
the  Day  now  road  should  be  fixed  for  that 
day. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  deferred  till  Z%tir«d«y  SOkh 
Jane. 

House  adjovned'sa  ludf  aAv 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMON  S. 

Wednesday  June  22, 1859. 

Mufuns.]  PuBuc  Bills: — 1°.  Tolls  on  Steam 
OurioCM ;  Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases. 

On  Motion  that  the  House  at  its  rising 
■djonrn  imtil  Thursday,  30th  .Tune, 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Vk.  0.   STANLEY  said,  that  as  the 
Home  was  now  about   to  adjourn  for  a 
week,  lie  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
tbe  Home  to  a  statement  which  appeared  I 
in  a  newspaper  published  that  morning : 
{Tie  limes)  gravely  affecting  the  character  ! 
of  the  House.    It  appeared  under  the  head  I 
ef  **  Election  Intelligence,"  and  set  forth  j 
llini  a  Tacancy  was  about  to  be  created  in  : 
the   representation   of  Northampton.     It 
■eemed  that  at  a  meeting  of  the  electors  a 
Mr.  Dennis,  who  was  represented  to  be  a 
law  agent,  told  them  that  on  a  recent  occa- 
«on  he  had  had  an  interview  with  one  of ! 
their  Members  (Mr.  Gilpin),  and  then  fol- 
lowed these  particular  words,  to  which  he 
(Mr.  Stanley)  wished  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House, — 

**  As  an  illustration  of  tho  agencies  that  had 
teen  at  work  during  tho  late  struggle,  Mr.  Gilpin 
iihowed  him  two  letters  which  he  had  received 
from  the  agents  of  tho  Tory  party,  and  in  which  a 
direct  attempt  was  made  to  corrupt  Mr.  Gilpin  in 
the  disohargo  of  his  duty  as  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
nent,  and  to  influence  him  in  giving  his  vote  upon 
the  last  division,  by  offering  to  him  a  pecuniary 
eoBiideration  of  tho  grossest  and  most  direct 
diMacter.'* 

The  attempt  referred  to  must  have  taken 
place  a  fortnight  ago,  and  yet  no  notico 
had  been  taken  of  so  flagrant  an  act.  IIo 
knew  nothing  of  tho  matter  except  what 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  ;  but  the  state- 
ment required  explanation,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  NorthaniDton  were  not  now  in 
his  place  he  would  give  notico  that  on  the 
reassembling  of  the  House  ho  would  ask 
him  whether  the  statement  were  correct, 
and  if  the  answer  were  in  the  affirmative, 
what  steps  he  meant  to  take  with  regard 
to  it. 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  thought,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  this  matter 
before  tho  House,  it  would  have  been  as 
well  if  he  had  called  attention  to  the  first 
part  of  the  paragraph.     It  began  thus  : — 

*'  Mr.  Dennis,  the  legal  adviser  of  Mr.  Vernon 
Smith,  stated  that  he  bul  had  an  interview  with 


the  light  hon.  Gentleman,  at  which  he  was  in- 
formed that,  as  a  mark  of  Her  I^jesty's  per- 
sonal appreciation  of  Mr.  Vernon  Smiui's  services 
during  his  administration  of  the  afliurs  of  India, 
and  in  consideration  of  the  gross  sonrrility,  foul 
abuse,  and  most  unwarrantable  attacks  that  had 
been  made  upon  him  during  his  tenure  of  office, 
Her  Majesty  thought  it  right  that  some  distin- 
guished mark  of  her  approbation  of  those  ser- 
vices should  be  conferred  upon  him,  and  therefore 
Lord  Palmerston  informed  him  that  his  elevation 
to  the  House  of  Lords  was  a  matter  for  his  ac- 
ceptance or  rejection." 

That  statement  also  required  some  ex- 
planation. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  thought  that  notice 
ought  to  have  been  given  to  the  parties 
affected  before  the  subject  was  brought 
forward. 

Mr.  B0UV£RIE  pointed  out  that  the 
two  statements  brought  under  the  notice 
of  tho  House  were  essentially  different. 
That  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Beaumaris  (Mr.  0.  Stanley)  if  it  were  cor- 
rect, involved  a  distinct  breach  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  tho  House,  and  might  bring 
upon  tho  parties  concerned  the  strouji^est 
condemnation  of  tho  House.  Tho  other 
statement  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
fur  Stirlingshire  (Mr.  Blackburn)  related 
to  a  matter  with  which  the  House  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do. 

SirH.WILLOUGHBY  said,  bethought 
the  discussion  ought  not  to  be  proceeded 
with  until  the  parties  concerned  were  pre- 
sent. 

Mr.  T.  BUNCOMBE  said  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  was  the  person  to  be  applied 
to.  The  proper  person  was  the  person 
who  published  the  statement ;  and  he 
thought  his  hou.  Friend  would  do  well  to 
ask  the  Speaker  to  issue  his  summons  to 
the  person  who  had  published  that  state- 
ment to  attend  at  the  bar  of  the  House 
and  to  ask  them  on  what  authority  they 
had  published  it.  If  they  asked  the  hon. 
Member  whether  ho  had  been  offered  a  pe- 
cuniary bribe  for  the  vote  which  he  was  to 
give  on  a  recent  occasion,  he  had  no  doubt 
they  would  be  told  that  it  was  all  a  mis- 
take. IIo  would  therefore  move  that  the 
editor  be  summoned  to  the  bar,  and  asked 
on  what  authority  he  dared  to  make  such  a 
statement.  That  would  bring  the  matter 
to  a  proper  test.  As  to  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stirlingshire  had  stated,  they 
were  two  distinct  subjects.  It  seemed  to 
be  a  squib  against  the  proceedings  of  the 
late  Government,  but  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  privilcgCB  of  this  Hoaae»  while 
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the  other  statement  was  a  direct  breach  of 
them. 

Colonel  DUNNE  [thought  that  if  the 
House  took  notice  of  all  the  statements 
made  in  newspapers,  it  would  waste  a 
great  deal  of  its  time.  He  himself  spoke 
feelingly  on  the  subject,  because  there  had 
appeared  in  The  Times  newspaper  on  one 
or  two  occasions  lately  a  gross  accusation 
against  himself,  which  was  entirely  desti- 
tute of  foundation.  It  accused  him  of 
having  gained  his  election  under  a  false 
pretence,  by  stating  that  he  had  voted 
against  the  Ecclesiastical  Titlos  Bill, 
when,  in  fact,  he  had  voted  for  it.  He 
certainly  had  told  his  constituents  on  the 
hustings  that  he  had  voted  against  that 
Bill,  and  as  certainly  he  had  never  voted 
in  favour  of  it.  He  never  had  denied  that 
he  had  voted  for  its  introduction,  and  also 
on  various  clauses  ;  but  he  had  voted  on 
these  clauses  as  had  many  others,  and  in 
a  manner  which  at  least  could  not  be  dis- 
pleasing to  Roman  Catholics,  or  inconsis- 
tent with  opposition  to  the  Bill :  and,  though 
it  had  been  asserted,  and  his  name  cer- 
tainly appeared  in  the  division  list  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Bill  do  now  pass — he  did 
not  believe  that  he  had  voted  in  that  divi- 
sion. There  was  a  mistake  somewhere — 
how  he  could  not  tell ;  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  he  had  voted  as  he  was  repre- 
sented to  have  done.  But  ho  had  actually 
voted  against  the  Bill  on  Mr.  Urquhort's 
Motion,  which  was  the  only  one  which  was 
near  destroying  the  Bill,  and  which  at- 
tacked the  motives  of  the  Government  in 
bringing  forward  the  Bill  as  well  as  it  prin- 
ciple. Was  he  likely  afterwards  to  have 
voted  "that  it  do  pass?"  It  never  was 
asserted  that  he  had  voted  for  the  first,  the 
second,  or  the  third  reading,  but  that  after 
having  voted  against  it,  that  he  voted  on 
the  very  unusual  Motion  that  the  Bill  do 
pass.  There  had  been  much  confusion  in  the 
House  that  night,  and  mistakes  were  likely 
to  occur  when  the  division  was  taken.  Such 
mistakes  occasionally  occurred,  and,  if  not 
corrected  by  a  Member  himself,  his  vote 
must  remain.  Neither  wore  the  exceptions 
made  in  the  Amendments  brought  forward 
by  Mr.  M'Cullagh  nor  Mr.  S.  Crawford,  as 
he  thought,  judicious,  for  by  making  ex- 
ceptions they  evaded  the  question  of  tolera- 
tion which  should  be  uniform  in  every 
part  of  the  kingdom,  and  in  voting  against 
these  Amendments  ho  gave  no  approba- 
tion to  the  Bill.  He  was  the  more  con- 
firmed in  this  persuasion,  because  imme- 
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diately  after  the  division,  eight  years  since, 
he  went  to  his  constituents,  who,  on  the 
ground  of  his  opposition  to  that  Bill,  held 
a  meeting  to  make  arrangements  to  reject 
him  and  to  choose  another  representative. 
But  ho  was  not  alone  in  this  conviction, 
for  he  had  lately  received  from  the  electors 
of  Portarlington  two  addresses.  One  from 
the  Protestants,  who  had  felt  angry  at  his 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  stating  their  then 
intentions  of  seeking  another  candidate, 
and  the  remonstrance  they  had  conveyed 
to  him  for  it,  and  adding,  that  he  had  never 
denied  that  he  had  opposed  that  Bill  as  he 
might  have  done,  but  defended  the  vote  he 
had  given  against  it.  The  other  address 
was  from  the  Roman  Catholics  of  the  bo- 
rough, who  stated  that  they  had  apinvved 
of  his  opposition  to  the  Ecclesiastieil  Titles 
Bill,  of  which  they  were  conTineei  at  the 
time.  He  therefore  had  asserted  only  whst 
he  felt  convinced  was  the  truth — and  i^ 
felt  convinced  was  the  truth.  He  wma  quite 
sure  that  no  one  who  knew  him  would  be- 
lieve that  he  was  capable  of  the  baaene« 
of  going  upon  the  hustings  and  telling  a 
deliberate  untruth.  He  opposed  the  Bill 
at  the  time,  because  he  held  that  it  was 
not  founded  upon  the  principles  of  reli- 
gious toleration  which  he  had  erer  sup- 
ported ;  and,  therefore,  he  would  not  vote 
for  it,  though  he  was  threatened,  as  he  had 
stated,  with  opposition  in  consequence  of 
his  vote,  and  then,  eight  years  sincoi  never 
defended  himself  by  saying  he  had  voted 
for  it.  But  at  the  late  election  there  was 
no  opposition  against  him  worth  the  name ; 
there  was  no  candidate  that  was  to  be 
feared,  and  therefore  he  had  not  even  an 
object  in  telling  the  untruth  with  which  be 
had  been  charged.  He  begged  pardon  of 
the  House  for  having  occupied  their  time 
with  such  a  question,  but  as  Th%  2*tmef  had 
lately  reiterated  the  calumny,  he  thought 
he  ought  to  put  himself  right  with  the 
House  and  the  country. 

Mr.  CLIVE  thought  it  was  impossible 
to  proceed  any  further  in  this  matter  with- 
out a  formal  notice  of  a  breach  of  privilege. 
and  producing  the  name  of  the  paper  vbA 
of  the  editor.  There  was  no  accusation 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
and  ho  thought  the  matter  had  better  be 
allowed  to  drop. 

Mb.  LOCKE  KING  said,  that  if  there 
was  nothing  that  affected  the  character  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  there 
was  something  that  seriously  affected  the 
character  of  the  House,  and  it  ahoold  not 
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be  allomd  to  drop.      Ho  snggotted  that  vhioh  he  had  received  from  the  agenta  of  the 

ilw  hoD.Mteibor  for  Fiosbory  should  moTO  Toy  P^rty-  »n^  >?  *5!?,''.*  .^'"?*  "i^?^  "^l 

tl«»tl«,writor  of  the  charge  bo  summoned  Sr'd^r^TSii^^^^^^ 

to  the  Mr  on  the  next  day  that  the  House  fluence  him  in  giving  hU  vote  upon  the  last  diTi- 

neet.  sion,  by  offering  to  hun  a  pecuniary  eonuderation 

Ma^  T.  DUNCOMBE  8aid»  be  himself  of  the  jjrosseBt  and  most  direct  character." 

wu  aot  prepered  with  the  names  of  the  r^Tr-nrxT      -i    i.     i       i     i«  i 

Mser  ud  the  editor,  but  he  still  maintain-  •^^'  GILPIN  said,  that  he  should  have 

ed  thftt  that  was  the  proper  course  to  pur-  V^n  glad  to  have  had  notice  of  this  ques- 

tM.      It  was  totally  impossible  that  the  ^»o"  ^i^tovQ  being  called  upon  to  answer  it; 

malUr  could  remain  where  it  was,  and  the  )^^  "  ^^%  question  had  been  put,  he  could 

•iilirrfthe  paper  which  had  dared  to  pub-  "^^®  °o  hesitation  in  replying  to  it.     In 

Ink  ^Bm  statement  ought  to  be  required  to  *^®  publication  of  this  statement  he  had 

fwwih'his  authority.  "^   P^^^*  ^^i^^^^^y  <><*  indirectly.     He  had 

Mk  speaker':    The   question  now  bad  no  opportunity  of  reading  the  Report  in 

i— rilitrlj  before  the  House  is,  that  the  ^^  Times,  but,  as  far  as  he  understood  the 

Homo  at  its  rising  do  adjourn  until  the  S'^t  of  it,  it  was  that  he  had  shown  letters 

JOth  instant,  and  it  would  not  be  proper  *<>  ^r.  Dennis—who  was  a  man  of  standing 

to  introduce  such  a  subject  as  this  on  a  >"  Northampton,  and  quite  able  to  answer 

Eetion  of  adjournment.      If  the  House  ^^r  himself— conveying  the  impression  that 

nld  be  of  opinion  that  anv  breach  of  bo  (Mr.  Gilpin)  had  received  offers  from  the 

privilege  has  been  committed,  or  if  any  agents  of  the  Conservative  partv  intended  to 

bon.    Member    should    make    any   formal  ^las  his  vote  m  that  House.     Now,  it  was 

eomplaint  of  a  breach   of  privilege,   the  perfectly  true  that  he  had  received  lettera, 

wmr  course  to  pursue  is  to  lay  the  news-  **»e  tendency  of  which,  if  attended  to,  would 

paper  on  the  table  with  the  name  of  the  Ij^ve  been  to  bias  his  vote  in  that  House, 

editor^  and  on  that  the  House  may  give  Those  letters  he  showed  to  certain  of  his 

sneh  orders  as  it  thinks  fit.     These  are  in-  friends,  and  he  never  thought  of  recurring 

indispensable  preliminaries  to  any  further  Jo  **»«  matter.     At  the  same  time  he  was 

prooeedinirs.  bound  to  say,  m  the  most  unequivocal  man- 

Mb.  0.  STANLEY  intimated  that  he  "^r,  that  he  had  no  proof  whatever— he 

skonld  be  ready  to  take  that  course  at  the  never  said  that  he  had  any  proof  whatever 

proper  moment,  and  — ^"^  "^  ^?s  "o*  prepared  to  say  that  he 

had  any  belief  that  these  offers  came  from 

recognized    agents    of   the    Conservative 

Motion  agreed  t).  party.     They  were  made  in  the  shape  of 

House  at  its  rising  to  adjourn  to  Thurs-  suggestions,  and   in  such  a  way  that  he 

dajff  30th  June.  should  not  have  alluded  to  them  in  public. 

P . .            1    ^  He  hoped  that  the  House  would  consider 

■^        **     T  ^,\  ^j^l^  ^g  satisfactory  an  answer  as  he  could 

Mb.  0.  STANLEY  said,  that  as  the  giye  under  the  circumstances.  Had  he  re- 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  was  now  f eivcd  notice  of  the  question  he  might 
in  his  place,  perhaps  he  would  at  once  have  entered  into  a  fuller  explanation. 
answer  the  question,  of  his  intention  to  put  ,  ^R.  BRADY  thought  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
which  at  the  next  sitting  of  the  House,  t^eman  ought  to  state  what  were  the  pro- 
he  (Mr.  Stanley)  had  given  notice.     The  '^^^^^^'^^I'^S^^^^ 

question  was,  whether  there  was  any  truth  ^R-  0-  STANLEY  said,  that  he  would 

in  the  following  statement,  which,  according  defer  putting  his  second  question  until  the 

to  The  Times,  was  made  by  a  Mr.  Dennis,  next  sitting.     That  question  was,  whether 

thelegaladviserof  Mr.  Vernon  Smith,  at  a  the  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  take  any 

meeting  of  the  Liberal  electors  of  North-  ^""^^^^^^^^J^rxV^^'  ^^F^^  *^  this  matter, 

ampton,  held  at  that  place  on  Monday  even-  ^k-  GILPIN  said,  that  the  House  was 

ing  last— namely,  the  best  judge,  but  he  did  not  think  that 

this  was  a  subject  which  need  occupy  any 

**  While  in  Tendon  he  had  also  had  an  inter-  more  of  its  attention.     As  far  as  ho  was 

view  with  Mr.  Charles  Gilpin,  their  other  repre-  concerned,    he   was   not  prepared  to  take 

sentaUve,  who  had  accepted  the  office  of  Secre-  ^^^^^^^,  ^^        j^  ^i^^   ^^Hqj:.     On  re- 

tanr  to  the  Poor  Law  Board.     As  an  illustration  y  .       xu    i  x*       i,^   i,        j  xu        *    xu 

of  the  agencies  that  had  heen  at  work  during  the  ceivmg  the  letters  he  showed  them  to  those 

late  straggle,  Mr.  Gilpin  showed  him  two  letters  hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom  he  was  aocuS'« 
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tomed  to  ftct»  and  asked  whether,  oonsider- 
ing  the  peculiar  circumstancet  under  which 
they  had  come  into  his  hands,  he  ought  to 
take  any  notice  of  them.  He  received 
their  advice  that  he  should  not  take  any 
notice  of  them.  He  had  acted  on  that 
advice,  and  he  intended  to  abide  by  it. 

Mr.  0.  STANLEY  then  gave  notice, 
that  he  should  take  time  to  consider  what 
further  measures  ought  to  be  adopted  for 
the  vindication  of  the  characters  of  Mem- 
bers of  that  House. 

FOREIGN-OFFICE  RETURNS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  T.  DUNCOMBE  asked  the  late 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  why 
certain  Returns  which  he  had  moved  for 


on  the  9Ui  instant  had  not  jet  been  pre- 
sented? The  Reinrna  rdatad  to  the  m- 
Btmctiona  given  to  the  Britiah  oiBcera  ac- 
companying the  Freneh,  Sardinian*  and 
Austrian  armies  in  Italy ;  thej  were  very 
brief,  and  he  could  not  understand  why 
they  had  not  been  laid  upon  the  table. 

Mr.  FITZGERALD  said,  that  the  Mo- 
tion,  when  agreed  to,  had  not  attracted  ths 
attention  of  the  Department,  and»  as  there 
was  some  difficulty  in  making  the  Retorai, 
it  had  been  thought  better  bj  the  retiriDf 
Government  to  leave  the  matter  to  their 
successors  to  arrange.  Perhaps  the  hos. 
Gentleman  would  recur  to  the  aabjeet  when 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Londoo 
again  took  his  seat. 


MINISTERIAL  APPOINTMENTS— NEW   WRITS. 
On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Brand  new  writs  were  issued 

For  Tiverton,  v.  Right  hon.  Visct.  Palmerston,  First  Commissioner  of  the  Treasury. 

For  Oxford  University,  v.  Right  hon.  W.  Ewart  Gladstone,  Chancellor  of  the  Exebeqaer. 

For  London,  v.  Right  hon.  Lord  John  Russell,  Secretary  of  State. 

For  New  Radnor,  v.  Right  hon.  Sir  George  Cornewall  Lewis,  Secretary  of  State. 

For  Wilts  (Southern  Division),  v.  Right  hon.  Sidney  Herbert,  Secretary  of  State. 

For  Halifax,  v.  Right  hon.  Sir  Charles  Wood,  baronet.  Secretary  of  State. 

For  Morpeth,  v.  Right  hon.  Sir  G.  Grey,  hart..  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lsneastar. 

For  Ashton  under  Lyne,  v.  Right  hon.  T.  Milner  Gibson,  Commissioner  of  Poor  Laws. 

For  Oxford  City,  v.  Right  hon.  Edward  Cardwell,  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland. 

For  Lewes,  v.  Right  hon.  Henry  FitzRoy,  First  Commissioner  of  Works. 

For  Calne,  v.  Right  hon.  Robert  Lowe,  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of  CoonoO  en 
Education. 

For  Devonport,  v.  Right  hon.  James  Wilson,  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

For  Newcastle  upon  Tyne,  v.  Right  hon.  Thomas  Emerson  Headlam,  Judge  Ad- 
vocate. 

For  Wolverhampton,  v.  Sir  Richard  Bethel],  Attorney  General. 

For  Reading,  v.  Sir  Henry  Keating,  Solicitor  General. 

For  Edinburgh  City,  v.  Right  hon.  James  Moncreiff,  Lord  Advocate. 

For  Ennis,  v.  Right  hon.  John  David  FitzGerald,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

For  Cork  County,  v,  Rickard  Deasy,  esquire,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 

For  Kerry,  v.  Right  hon.  Viscount  Castlerosse,  Treasurer  of  the  Household. 

For  Wigtown  District  of  Burghs,  v.  Sir  William  Dunbar,  baronet.  Commissioner  of 
the  Treasury. 

For  Clonmel,  v,  John  Bagwell,  esquire,  Commissioner  of  the  Treasury. 

For  Bedford  Borough,  v,  Samuel  Whitbread,  esquire,  Commissioner  of  the  Admiralty. 

For  Cork  City,  v.  William  Trant  Fagan,  esquire,  deceased. 

For  Norwich,  v.  Right  hon.  Viscount  Bury,  Comptroller  of  the  Household. 

For  Monmouth  County,  v.  Colonel  Edward  Arthur  Somerset,  Chiltern  Hundreds. 


SANDWICH  WRIT. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown,  to  make  out  a  new  Writ  for 
the-  electmg  of  a  Baron  to  senre  in  this  present 

Mr.  Oilpm 


Parliament  for  the  Town  and  Port  of  Saadwioli, 
in  the  room  of  Edward  Hngessen  Knatflhimll' 
Hugessen,  esquire,  who,  since  his  eleetion  lor  Iha 
said  Town  and  Port,  hath  aooqited  the  Ottoe  of 
one  of  the  Commissioners  for  ezeouting  the  Ottsss 
of  Treasurer  of  the  Exchequer  of  Gnat  Britsfa 
and  I^ord  High  Treasorer  of  JralaaidL'' 
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'  If B.  fiT^UAcRT  Myet  that  the  Clerk 
■febnldreadK  any  fpefitiiDii  that  might  have 
b^ff-^mfontod  Bgfetrast  the  Retarn. 

'PetitlM  of  John  Ralph  and  Henry 
Uii^ey ''  [presented  2l8t  Jane],  cotn- 
pikdng  of  an  nndne  Election  and  Re- 
tonf  far  the  Town  and  Port  of  Sandwich, 

imra« 

"^Mi^n  again  proposed. 
'  Mk.  8TBUART  said,  that  he  had  in- 
t0id0d  to  mOTB  as  an  Amendment  the  sus- 
]^Mhm  of  the  writ,  supposing  that  the  pe- 
Mdla  elaimed  the  seat  for  the  unsuccess- 
Atf  eandidates  ;  under  which  circumstance, 
irwiM  not  in  oonfDrmity  with  the  practice 
of  ilM  Honse  that  a  new  writ  should  be 
issned.  As  that  was  not  the  case,  how* 
OTer^  he  was  not  prepared  with  any  pre- 
cise precedent  in  point ;  but  he  thought 
that  the  House  ought  to  be  informed  what 
wonld  be  the  consequence  if  the  gentleman 
whose  return  was  now  petitioned  against 
should  be  re-elected,  and  the  Committee 
opon  fliis  petition  should  decide  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  bribery.  Having  di- 
rected the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject — which  seemed  to  him  to  be  one 
of  some  difficulty  and  importance — he  left 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  more  experienced 
Members;  but  he  hoped  that  Mr.  Speaker 
would  favour  them  with  his  opinion  as  to 
what  wonld  be  the  effect  of  election  of  the 
same  or  any  other  Gentleman  pending  the 
prosecution  of  a  petition. 

Vb.  CLIVE  said,  that  the  circumstance 
of  the  seat  being  claimed  or  not  claimed 
made,  in  his  opinion,  all  the  differenco  in 
the  world,  because  he  believed  that  there 
was  no  authority  for  suspending  a  writ 
under  circumstances  of  this  description, 
when  the  seat  was  not  claimed.  A  pre- 
cedent, however,  occurred  the  other  way 
in  December,  1852,  in  reference  to  the 
Southampton  election,  when  the  seat  not 
being  claimed  it  was  decided  that  the  writ 
shouTd  issue. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  asked  what  would 
be  the  effect,  supposing  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  to  be  that  the  gentleman  now 
petitioned  against  had  been  guilty  of  bri- 
bery, and  in  the  meantime  he  should  be 
re-elected  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  case  ap- 
peared to  be  precisely  similar  to  that  which 
occurred  in  lo52,  in  the  Southampton  case, 
when,  upon  the  question  of  the  issue  of  the 
writ,  the  matter  was  fully  discussed  in  that 
House.  The  course  pursued  in  that  case, 
therefore,  would  be  a  good  precedent  and 
rule  for  the  House  to  follow,  unless  sub- 

VOL.  CLIV.    [tihiu)  series]. 


sequent  events  had  occurred  which  should 
induco  n  contrary  decision.  In  that  cnse 
there  was  a  petition  against  Sir  Alex- 
ander Cockburn — it  was,  indeed,  rather  a 
stronger  case  than  the  present,  because 
the  petition  was,  he  bclioved,  in  a  more 
advanced  stage;  and  when  the  writ  was 
moved  the  point  entirely  turned  upon  the 
question  of  whether  or  no  the  seat  was  claim- 
ed by  the  petition.  As  upon  that  occasion 
the  seat  was  not  claimed,  the  House  direct- 
ed that  the  writ  should  issue.  In  that  case 
the  petition  was  proceeded  with ;  the  Com- 
mittee sat  and  gave  its  verdict,  and  there 
would  be  no  difficulty,  he  should  presume, 
in  pursuing  the  same  course  in  the  present 
instance.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  had  asked  him  a  question  on  a  point 
of  law  would  be  fully  competent  himself  to 
answer  what  the  result  would  bo  of  the  de- 
cision of  an  election  Committee.  He  did 
not  know  that  it  was  necessary  for  him, 
therefore,  to  give  any  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  Committee  would  be  appointed 
and  would  give  its  decision,  and  if  the  Mem- 
ber petitioned  against  should  bo  declared 
to  have  been  guilty  of  bribery,  he  would  bo 
subjected  certainly  to  the  consequences  of 
such  conduct. 

Mr.  HUNT  suggested,  as  the  case  was 
one  of  considerable  difficulty,  that  the  issue 
of  the  writ  should  be  suspended  until  an  in- 
quiry could  take  place.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  be  re-elected,  and  the  Committee 
upon  the  pending  petition  should  afterwards 
decide  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices,  this  extraordinary  state  of  things 
would  arise — that  he  would  actually  have 
taken  his  seat  for  a  place  for  which  he  was 
ineligible  to  be  a  candidate. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  thought  that  there 
could  be  no  pretence  for  postponing  this 
writ,  and  that  the  Southampton  case  af- 
forded a  clear  precedent.  Upon  that  oc- 
casion Mr.  Hayter  moved  that  a  new  writ 
should  issue  for  the  election  of  a  member 
in  the  room  of  Sir  Alexander  Cockburn ; 
whereupon  Colonel  Forester  asked  the 
opinion  of  the  then  Mr.  Speaker  as  to 
whether  a  new  writ  could  issue  pending  a 
petition  agoinst  the  former  return.  Upon 
which  Mr.  Speaker  said,  "  that  in  the  case 
of  an  election  petition  complaining  of  an 
undue  return,  or  of  the  return  of  a  Member 
in  consequence  of  bribery,  but  not  claiming 
the  seat  for  another  person,  it  was  compe- 
tent for  the  House  to  order  a  new  writ  to 
issue,"  adding,  that  in  the  case  where  the 
petition  claimed  the  seat  for  another  per- 
son, "  it  is  not  competent  for  the  House  to 
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order  a  new  writ  to  issue,  inasmuch  as  the 
House  iQ  that  case  cannot  know  which  of 
the  two  persons  claiming;  tlio  scat  had  been 
duljr  elected."  No  difficulty  or  incon- 
venience would  result  from  issuing  the 
writ  in  the  present  instance,  because 
if  the  hon.  Member  should  be  opposed  and 
returned,  and  in  the  meantime  found  guilty 
of  bribery  upon  the  pending  petition,  he 
would  be  disqualified  from  sitting  in  the 
present  Parliament,  and  therefore  from 
being  a  candidate  at  the  second  election, 
and  the  gentleman  next  oik  the  poll  would 
be  entitled  to  be  returned. 

Mb.  T.  buncombe  said,  that  there 
was  A  great  constitutional  principle  involv- 
ed in  this  question.  The  petition  in  this 
ease  was  of  the  most  sweeping  descrip- 
tion ;  the  whole  borough  was  charged  with 
corruption — electors  and  elected  alike.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  a  question  merely  as 
between  the  House  and  the  Members,  but 
as  between  the  House  and  the  borough 
of  Sandwich.  He  would  refer  to  his  own 
case  of  Hertford  in  1832,  as  a  precedent 
directly  in  opposition  to  that  of  Southamp- 
ton. Upon  that  occasion  he,  being  the 
unsuccessful  candidate,  petitioned  against 
the  two  noble  Lords  who  were  returned. 
He  did  not  claim  the  seat,  but  he  alleged 
that  great  corruption  had  been  practised 
by  the  sitting  Members,  and  that  the  bo- 
rough had  been  guilty  of  great  corruption. 
The  Committee  sat,  and  in  due  time  re- 
ported that  great  corruption  did  prevail  in 
the  borough  of  Hertford ;  and  the  House 
thereupon  suspended  the  issue  of  the  writ 
for  the  remainder  of  that  Parliament, 
which  lasted  between  two  or  three  years. 
Supposing  that  a  similar  case  of  corruption 
should  bo  established  against  Sandwich, 
and  that  the  great  majority  of  electors  who 
had  returned  the  hon.  Member  to  Parlia- 
ment had  been  bribed,  he  wanted  to  know 
what  redress  the  House  would  have  over 
the  corrupt  borough  if  they  at  once  issued 
a  writ  for  the  election  of  a  new  member  ? 
In  the  case  of  Harwich  also,  which  was 
a  most  notorious  borough,  the  same  thing 
had  occurred,  and  no  writ  was  issued  for 
some  time. 

Mr.  M'MAIION  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  issuing  of  the  writ  would  be 
open  to  another  objection.  If  Mr.  Hugos- 
sen  should  again  stand  for  Sandwich,  and 
should  obtain  his  re-election  by  a  majority 
of  one  hundred  to  one,  but  should  subse- 
quently be  declared  incapable  of  sitting  in 
consequence  of  a  decision  of  the  Election 
Committee,  the  opposing  candidate  would 

Mr,  Biuvcric 


become  the  actual  repreBcntative  of  a  con- 
stituency in  which  he  had  only  obtained 
the  support  of  a  very  inconsidorable  mino- 
rity of  the  constituent  body.  That  would 
be  a  result  which  it  would  evidently  be  de- 
sirable, if  possible,  to  avoid,  and  he  thought 
that  in  a  case  of  that  kind  they  ought  to 
proceed  with  great  caution,  and  to  disre- 
gard the  precedent  of  1852.  Under  those 
circumitances  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  de- 
sirable that  they  should  postpone  their  de- 
cision upon  the  question,  and  he  should 
therefore  move  that  the  debote  be  adjouro- 
ed  for  a  month. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned," 

Mr.  brand  could  not  admit  that  the 
Hertford  case  was  at  all  in  noint,  beeanse 
there  an  inquiry  had  taken  place  before  aa 
Election  Committee,  who  reported  that  cor- 
rupt practices  had  prevailed-  to  a  conuder- 
able  extent;  and  the  writ  therefore  waa, 
very  properly,  suspended.  But  in  this 
case  there  had  been  no  proof  of  corrupt 
practices,  and  it  would  be  an  extraordinary 
thing  to  suspend  a  writ  upon  a  mere  as- 
sumption. Moreover,  in  the  event  of  cor- 
rupt practices  being  proved  to  have  taken 
place  at  the  last  election  for  Sandwich,  it 
would  be  competent  for  the  House  to  deal 
with  the  borough  for  those  practices,  whe- 
ther the  writ  proceeded  now  or  not.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
not  sanction  the  Amendment  of  the  hen. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  bat  wofM 
at  once  direct  the  issue  of  the  writ. 

Mr.  OWEN  STANLEY  supported  the 
Amendment.  In  the  Barnstaple  casc»  he 
observed,  there  had  been  a  very  simitar 
petition  to  the  present;  but  when  the  Com* 
mittce  cnme  to  inquire  they  found  that  a 
great  many  electors  had  been  actuary 
bribed.  A  Commission  was  then  appoint* 
cd  to  inquire  into  the  electoral  state  of 
the  borough,  and  the  result  was  that  veir 
many  persons  were  struck  off  the  list,  if 
a  similar  result  should  follow  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  it  might  appear  that  a  Ibui- 
her  had  been  returned  by  the  votes  of 
those  whose  unworthy  exercise  of  the 
franchise  required  that  their  names  shoold 
no  longer  remain  upon  the  register. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFB  was  of 
opinion  that  the  rule  which  the  Speaker 
had  laid  down,  founded  upon  the  precedent 
of  1852,  was  sufficient  for  the  guidance 
of  the  House  upon  the  present  occasbn. 
But  there  was  another  point  involved  in 
the  matter  which  migiit  require  forthor 
consideration,  and  that  was  the  eflfoot  whidl 
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would  be  prodaeed  ander  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tiees  Act.  His  view  was  that  the  issuing 
of  the  writ  would  not  at  all  interfere  with 
the  litigation  of  the  allegations — and  at 
pptsent  thcj  were  only  allegations — con- 
twned  in  the  petition,  for  nothing  had  yet 
been  proved  against  the  sitting  Members 
of  the  borough.  On  this  account  the  case 
WM  quite  distinct  from  that  either  of  Hert- 
ford or  Barnstaple.  If  corruption  should 
b^  {roved  before  the  Committee  tho  dis- 
qnalmcation  would  take  effect  against  both 
eleetions ;  and  he  did  not  see,  therefore, 
that  justice  would  bo  impeded  by  the  issue 
of  tho  writ.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  saw  no  objection  to  tho  Motion. 

Me.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  that  the  pro- 
eeedings  in  this  case  had,  no  doubt,  not 
vet  arrived  at  the  point  they  reached  in  the 
Hertford  ease ;  but  he  had  put  the  event 
(tf  wholesale  oorruptiou  being  proved,  and 
then  had  asked  what  remedy  tho  House 
would  h^ve  against  the  borough  if,  in  tho 
ipiMtiaie,  the  writ  were  issued  ? 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  in  the 
ease  of  Harwich  he  himself  was  the  Mem- 
ber who  had  been  unseated.  He  had  been 
unseated,  however,  not  on  account  of  bri- 
bery,  hot  because  tho  poll  had  been  closed 
three  minutes  before  the  proper  time.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  told  thcni 
tkat  Harwich  was  notoriously  one  of  the 
most  corrupt  of  our  constituencies,  but 
he  eould  state  that  be  had  himself  twice 
eenteated  the  borough,  and  that  he  had 
not  upon  either  occasion  spent  more  than 

JESOOr 

Me.  WHITESIDE  would  admit  the 
applicability  of  the  precedent  of  1852 
but  for  the  subsequent  passing  of  the 
Cormpt  Practices  Act.  Tho  object  of 
that  Act  was  not  to  benefit  individual 
Members ,  but  to  protect  tho  House  and 
put  down  and  punish  bribery.  It  pro- 
vided that  if  any  candidate  should  be  de- 
elared  by  an  Election  Committee  guilty  of 
bribeiT  or  undue  influence  such  candidate 
should  be  incapable  of  being  returned  at 
any  election  which  might  thereupon  tako 

Slace.  Yet  while  the  eligibility  or  ineligi- 
ility  of  a  gentleman  to  be  elected  depend- 
ed upon  the  decision  of  a  Committee,  they 
proposed,  pending  the  investigations  of  the 
Committee,  to  issue  a  new  writ. 

Me.  MELLOR  trusted  that  the  House 
would  treat  the  question  in  a  judicial,  and 
not  in  a  party  spirit.  The  circumstances  were 
admitted  to  be  precisely  the  same  as  in  the 
Southampton  case,  with  the  exception  thot 
since  tliat  time  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act 


had  been  passed.  But  that  Act  had  in- 
troduced no  alteration  whatever  in  the  law 
in  this  respect ;  because  a  person  declared 
by  an  Election  Committee  to  have  been 
guilty  of  bribery  was  just  as  ineligible  to 
be  a  candidate  at  the  neit  election  before 
I  ho  passing  of  that  Act  as  siuco.  As,  then, 
the  law  of  Parliament  wos  made  up  of  pre- 
cedents he  saw  uo  reason  for  disturbing  that 
of  1852.  ' 

Mr.  STEUART  thought,  that  the  dif- 
ference of  opinion  which  had  been  express- 
ed by  hon.  Members  showed  tho  necessity 
for  the  further  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion ;  and  he  therefore  suggested  that  the 
issuing  of  the  writ  should  he  deferred  at 
least  till  Thursday  week. 

Mr.  DANBY  SEYMOUR  was  also  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  well  to  postpone 
the  issuing  of  this  writ. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  pointed  out  that  in 
all  previous  oases  in  which  the  issuing  of 
writs  had  been  suspended  that  course  had 
been  adopted  after  proof  of  corruption  be- 
fore an  Election  Committee.  In  this  case, 
there  had  as  yet  been  no  such  proof,  and 
the  electors  of  Sandwich  were  therefore  en- 
titled to  the  writ  which  would  enable  them 
to  be  represented  in  that  House.  Ho  hoped 
that  all  hon.  Members  who  had  a  regard 
for  the  law  of  Parliament,  for  the  regularity 
of  its  proceedings,  and  for  the  security  of 
their  own  seats  would  resist  the  Motion  for 
delay  in  this  instance. 

Mr.  hunt  asked  tho  Speaker  to  state 
whether  if  Mr.  Hugessen  were  re-elected, 
and  a  Committee  afterwards  declared  that 
he  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices, 
his  seat  would  bo  vacated  without  a  fresh 
petition. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  in  the  caso 
of  1852,  the  Election  Committee  proceed- 
ed to  investigate  tho  allegations  of  the 
petition  precisely  as  though  no  second  elec- 
tion had  taken  place.  It  would  be  perfectly 
competent  to  the  Committee  to  take  the 
same  course  in  the  present  instance  ;  and 
the  proof  that  Mr.  Hugessen  had  been 
guilty  of  bribery  would  incapacitate  him 
from  sitting  in  Parliament  after  his  second 
return.  He  had  been  asked  whether  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act  altered  tho  law 
affecting  this  case.  As  far  as  he  could 
judge,  after  looking  at  the  Act,  it  did  not 
make  any  difference.  The  samo  disability 
attached  to  the  Member  under  the  old  law 
as  attached  to  him  at  present.  If  ho  was 
proved  guilty  of  bribery  he  was  then,  as 
he  was  now,  unable  to  sit  in  tho  existing 
Parliament.      It  was  not  for  -  him   (Mr. 
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Speaker)  to  attempt  to  guide  or  influcnco 
the  decision  of  the  House  upon  this  ques- 
tion. His  duty  was  limited  to  explaining 
what  had  been  the  law  and  practice  of  Par- 
liament up  to  the  present  time.  That  law 
and  practice  had  been  that  in  cases  such 
as  this  the  House  did  not  hesitate  to  issue 
the  writ. 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  said,  that  as  far 
as  he  understood,  the  rule  had  been  esta- 
blished that  new  writs  could  not  be  issued 
for  fourteen  days  after  the  meeting  of  Par- 
liament, solely  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
the  House  time  to  consider  what  course 
they  should  pursue  in  consequence  of  the 
presentation  of  election  petitions. 

Mr.  WESTHEAD  suggested,  that  if 
the  House  established  a  precedent  hy  sus- 
pending this  writ,  petitions  might,  under 
circumstances  similar  to  those  which  had 
attended  the  late  election,  be  presented 
against  all  Members  who  were  likely  to 
accept  office  under  the  Crown,  and  that 
great  inconvenience  might  arise  from  their 
absence  from  the  House. 

Mr.  NBWDEGATE  recommended  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  this  debate.  Towards  the  close 
of  the  last  Session  ho  was  a  member  of  a 
Committee  which  considered  this  question, 
the  opinion  of  which  was  that  the  suspen- 
sion of  writs  previous  to  the  decision  of  a 
Committee  was  a  practice  which  that  House 
was,  in  justice  to  the  constituencies,  bound 
to  avoid. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  York  (Mr. 
Westhead)  that  great  public  inconvenience 
would  be  likely  to  arise  if  the  House  were 
to  adopt  the  principle  that  writs  should  bo 
suspended  in  cases  of  that  character. 

Mr.  M'MAHON  said,  that  in  deference 
to  what  seemed  to  be  the  general  feeling  of 
tho  House,  ho  would  not  persevere  in  his 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to» 

Ordered, — 

That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  now  Writ  for 
the  electing  of  a  Baron  to  serve  in  this  present 
Parliament  for  tho  Town  and  Port  of  Sandwich, 
in  tho  room  of  Edward  Hugessen  Knatehbull- 
Ilugossen,  Esquire,  who,  since  his  election  for 
the  said  Town  and  Port,  hath  accepted  the  Office 
of  ouo  of  tho  Commissioners  for  executing  the 
Offices  of  Treasurer  of  tho  Exchequer  of  Great 
Britain  and  Lord  High  Treasurer  of  Ireland. 

Mouse  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock, 
till  Thursday  30th  June 

Mr,  Speaker 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Thursday,  June  23,  1859. 

MiNUTBB.]  Took  the  Oath,^The  Duke  of  North* 
umberl&nd. 

Their  Lordships  met,  and  having  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 

House  adjoamed  at  Fl?e  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half-patt 

Four  o'clock. 


»*^^'^''^^^^S^i^ 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  June  24,  1 859. 

Their  Lordships  mett  and  hariDg  gone 
through  the  Business  of  the  Paper, 

House  adjourned  at  Fire  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  Eleren 

o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 

Monday,  June  27,  1859. 

Their  Lordships  met,  and  haTing  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 

House  adjoamed  at  Foaro'dook, 

till  To-morrow,  tialfpart 

Teno'dock. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  28,  1859. 

Their  Lordships  met,  and  ba?ing  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 

House  adjourned  at  half«paat  Thrta 

o'clock,  to  Thondaj  iieact, 

half-past  Ten  o^elock* 


^^^f»t^^f^^^k^*^^^tm 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 

Thursday,  June  30,  1859. 

Minutes.]  Took  the  Oat/».— Several  Loc^s.  Tho 
Lord  Petre  took  the  Oath  prescribed  by  Um  Aot 
10th  Geo,  IV.  to  be  taken  hj  Peers  profttting 
the  Roman  Catholic  Religion. 

PcBLic  Bills.— 1*  Petty  Sessional  DiTiiloiii.  - 
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MINISTERIAL  EXPLANATIONS. 

Eabl    GRANVILLE:    My   Lords,    I 
■hall  endea?our  to  condenso  as  much  as 
possible    the    statement   which   I    feel   it 
IS  respectful  to  make  to  your  Lordships 
in  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Govornment. 
Your  Lordships  nre  already  aware,  from 
what  fell  from   the   noble   Earl   opposite 
(the  Earl    of    Derby)   on   Monday   week  i 
las^  of  the   reasons  which  induced   Her  ! 
Majesty's  late  Government  to   take   the  I 
oonstitutional    course  of    resigning    their  | 
oflices.     I  then  received  tho  great  and  un- 
expected honour  of  being  commanded  by 
Her  Majesty  to  attempt  to  form  an  Admin- 
istration.    There  is  no  one  in  this  House 
more  sensible  of  tho  insufficiency  of  my 
own  abilities  for  that  task,  but  1  was  deter- 
mined that  having  once  undertaken  it,  no 
diffidence  of  mine  should  prevent  me  from 
perserering  with  it  as  long  as  I  thought 
any  public    utility  could   result  from  my 
efforts.     But  as  soon  as  I  found  that  a 
better  and  a  stronger  arrangement  might 
be  made,  1  at  once  requested  Her  Majesty 
to  absolve  me  from  that  task.     That  the 
resignation  of  it  relieved  mo  from  a  sense 
of  great  personal  responsibility  your  Lord- 
ships will  readily  believe,   and   I  gave  it 
np  with  feelings  of  loyal  gratitude  to  my 
Sovereign  and  deep  respect  for  those  public 
men  with  whom  I  had   had  occasion  to 
oommunicate.     Since  that  time  Lord  Pal- 
merston  has  formed  an  Administration.     I 
have  heard  two  noble  Earls   describe  in 
this  House  the  labour  and  anxiety  of  form- 
ing an   Administration,  and  certainly  the 
personal  relief  which  I  myself  experienced 
m  being  relieved  from  the  task  was  in- 
creased by  closely   watching   the  anxiety 
which  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Palmerston 
experienced  during  the  formation  of  his 
Government,  and  especially  from  not  being 
able  to  include  in  his  Administration  many 
old  friends  and  colleagues  for  whose  char- 
acter and  abilities  he  felt  such  deep  re- 
spect, and    on   whose   long-tried   servicen 
he  set  such  high  value.      lie  has  himself 
assured    me,    however,  that   that  feeling 
was  much  diminished   by  universally  find- 
ing that  those  with  whom   ho  communi- 
cated  expressed    the   most   unselfish    de- 
sire to   postpone   their  own  personal  ob- 
jects   to    the    advantage    of    the    public 
service.      The   Government   which    Lord 
Palmerston  has  formed  is  of  a  comprehen- 
sive character.     He  has  been  anxious  to 
fill  the  public  offices  with  persons  compe- 
tent to  their  several  duties.     1  rany  say, 
although  it  would  bo  egotistical  for  many  of 


my  colleagues  to  do  so,  that  it  comprehends 
many  men  who  by  their  past  services 
to  the  State  and  by  their  high  cha- 
racter have  claim  to  tho  confidence  of 
the  country.  At  the  same  time,  my 
Lords,  my  colleagues  and  myself  feel 
that  it  is  not  upon  any  past  services  that 
we  must  rely,  and  that  we  can  only  hope 
for  support  from  Parliament  and  from  the 
country  by  tho  manner  in  which  both  our 
own  and  our  foreign  afFairs  are  adminis- 
tered. With  regard  to  home  affairs,  1  may 
observe  that  tho  question  which  more  than 
any  other  pi  esses  for  the  immediate  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
is  the  arrangement  of  the  finances,  and  thi5 
will  be  a  task  of  no  inconsiderable  difii- 
culty.  Although  there  is  no  decided 
ground  for  alarm  in  tho  country  with  re- 
spect to  our  finances,  yet  undoubtedly  their 
arrangement  will  require  skill,  and  hon- 
esty, on  the  part  of  the  Government  ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt   that  the  measures 

I 

they  may  propose  will  be  responded  to 
by  the  good  sense  of  Parliament  and 
the  public  spirit  of  the  country.  It  will 
be  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  measures  with  re- 
gard to  law  reform  and  other  subjects. 
There  is  one  question  of  special  impor- 
tance— namely,  the  improvement  of  tho 
representation  of  the  people  in  the  Houso 
of  Commons.  There  are  many  reasons 
for  dealing  with  that  subject  at  once. 
At  the  elections  which  have  just  taken 
place  the  subject  of  Parliamentary  Re- 
form formed  one  of  the  chief  topics  ; 
public  opinion  has  been  formed  and  brought 
to  a  point  by  the  discussions  which  havo 
taken  place  ;  and  there  has  moreover 
been  manifested  that  disposition  to  make 
concessions,  which  is  ono  of  tho  cha- 
racteristics of  public  discussion  in  this 
country  —  all  these  considerations  givo 
us  reason  to  hope  thai  if  the  question 
bo  now  taken  up  there  will  be  less 
difficulty  in  bringing  about  its  settlement. 
But  I  believe  that  to  attempt  to  deal  with 
it  in  this  Session  would  be  to  trifle  with  it. 
Her  Majesty's  late  Government,  on  the  re- 
assembling of  Parliament,  thought  it  too  late 
to  reintroduce  a  measure  of  Reform,  and 
since  that  time  several  precious  weeks  have 
been  lost  to  the  purposes  of  legislation. 
The  budget,  the  questions  with  regard  to  ex- 
penditure, which  have  yet  to  be  brought 
before  the  Houso  of  Commons,  and  some 
legislation  of  a  minor  character,  make  it 
almost  impossible  to  hope  that  a  Reform 
Bill   could  be  passed   through   the   other 
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House  of  Parliament  during  the  present 
Session.  And  even  if  it  could  be  passed 
through  the  other  House,  I  am  quite  sure 
your  Lordships  would  feel  that  you  were 
treated  with  a  great  want  of  respect  if  you 
were  asked  to  consider  a  measure  of  so 
much  importance  as  that  at  a  time  when  it 
was  utterly  impossible  to  expect  a  full  at- 
tendance in  this  House.  Therefore,  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  Parliamentary 
Reform,  I  have  only  to  state  that  it  is  one 
of  the  subjects  which  will  engage  the  most 
anxious  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  that  they  will  think  it 
both  their  duty  and  their  privilege  to  bring 
it  before  Parliament  as  soon  as  Parliament 
sliall  meet  again.  There  is  another  sub- 
ject connected  with  home  affairs  which 
greatly  occupies  public  attention  at  this 
moment.  I  allude  to  the  national  defences. 
There  have  been  rumours  of  a  perfectly 
unfounded  character  with  regard  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  as  to  the  naval 
defences.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the 
notice  which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham)  has  given  of  asking  a 
Question  on  that  subject  tomorrow  will 
give  an  early  opportunity  to  the  noble 
Duke  now  at  the  head  of  the  naval  de- 
partment (the  Duke  of  Somerset)  to  show 
that  no  imputation  whatever  can  be  thrown 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  re- 
ference to  our  naval  defences.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  think  that  this  country 
should  be  in  a  proper  state  of  defence. 
Nothing  can  be  more  deplorable  than  the 
system  of  all  the  great  European  nations 
arming  one  against  another,  spending  their 
money  in  great  armies  and  great  fleets, 
and  thus  driving  each  other  into  useless 
expenditure,  and  taking  away  from  the  pro- 
ductive labour  of  the  respective  countries. 
But  this  is  a  question  that  cannot  be  settled 
by  one  nation  alone ;  and  this  country  is 
not  so  separate,  commercially,  or  politically, 
or,  I  will  add,  geographically,  from  the 
other  parts  of  Europe  as  to  justify  one 
of  the  most  powerful  and  most  wealthy 
of  nations,  in  not  making  a  proper  expen- 
diture, not  only  to  place  it  in  a  proper 
state  0/  defence  against  invasion — as  to 
which  I  see  no  possible  ground  for  alarm — 
but  also  to  make  an  invasion  of  it  an  im- 
possibility, nnd  to  place  it  in  that  position 
which  will  give  it  weight  in  diplomatic  con- 
siderations with  regard  to  the  settlement  of 
the  present  anxious  slate  of  foreign  affnirs — 
It  would  be  quite  out  of  ploce  for  mo  to  go 
back  into  the  grounds  or  occasions  of  the 
wor  in  Italy.     The  great  difficulty    with 

Barl  Granville 


regard  to  our  foreign  affairs  at  this 
moment  appears  to  roe  to  be  the  avoid* 
ing  any  false  step  which  might  entail  fatal 
consequences  upon  Europe  and  upon  this 
country.  But  there  aro  not  two  courses 
open  to  us.  It  is  the  opinion  of  all  the 
statesmen  of  both  parties — both  those  con- 
nected with  the  late  Government  and  those 
connected  with  this  side  of  the  House — 
and  it  is  certainly  the  opinion  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Gi>- 
vernment  to  maintain  a  strict  and  bimA 
fide  neutrality  with  reference  to  the  war  in 
Italy — to  use  every  endeavour  to  keep  this 
country  out  of  war,  but  at  the  same  time, 
if  possible,  and  as  early  as  possible,  to  re* 
store  peace  to  Europe.  I  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  agree  also  that  the  proper  way 
of  doing  BO  is  not  by  taking  the  eariiest 
opportunity  of  intermeddling — ^not  by  frit- 
tering away  our  influence  by  making  pro- 
positions which  one  or  perhaps  hoth  parties 
would  refuse  to  accept — but  by  watching 
carefully  and  considerately — by  taking  eare 
that  not  one  opportunity  of  conciliation 
should  be  allowed  to  escape— by  taking  a 
statesmanlike  view  of  all  the  eireamstanees 
which  attach  to  the  situation,  so  to  bring 
our  influence  to  bear  either  alone,  or,  what 
would  be  much  better,  in  co-openUion  with 
the  other  Powers  of  Europe,  as  to  secure 
not  only  a  present  peace,  but  an  erraiige- 
mcnt  that  would  be  likely  to  be  permuNnt 
— an  arrangement  that  would  not  be  dis- 
honourable to  either  party,  at  the  same 
time  that  it  consulted  the  happiness  of  the 
populations.  I  am  sure  that  in  Following 
out  these  opinions  we  shall  meet  with  no 
opposition  from  your  Lordships.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  on  the 
occasion  of  his  announcing  to  jonr  Lord- 
ships his  resignation  of  office,  stated  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  offer  any  factioui 
opposition  to  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment. I  am  afraid,  mj  Lords,  the 
past  history  of  parties  shows  that  these 
pi*omises,  so  often  made  on  both  sides, 
however  sincerely  they  may  be  made  at 
the  time,  are  not  such  a  perfect  rock  tbst 
it  would  be  wise  for  any  GeTemnient  to 
build  on  them  their  house.  Bat  I  edmit 
that  it  is  a  wise,  dignified,  and  graoefil 
tone  for  a  Minister  to  adopt  on  leaviag 
office  ;  I  accept  it  as  acknowledging  the 
ji:cncral  opinion,  both  in  Parliament  and 
the  country,  that  the  Queen *s  Gkiremneiit 
must  be  carried  on,  and  though  I  do  not 
hope  that  tho  noble  Eari'a  forbearaiMe 
will  endure  for  any  long  time  Ufqm 
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parij  questions,  yet  I  derive  from  his 
•tftlenient  the  greatest  possible  assurance 
tiMi  wheneTer  (he  national  interests  of 
ike  eoBDtrjr  do  require  it,  all  parties  in 
the  State,  aa  heretofore,  will  be  found 
mMmimoQslj  aiding  in  whatever  is  requi- 
site to  maintain  the  real  interests  and 
hononr  of  the  country. 

Low  BROUGHAM  addressed  a  few 
words  to  the  House  which  were  not  heard. 

Tn  Duke  of  RUTLAND  said,  he  was 

ed  to  hear  from  the  noble  Earl  that  Her 
Jeety's  Goveniment  intended  to  pursue 
A  eonne  of  strict  and  bona  fide  neutrality. 
He  hoped  it  would  be  so;  but  he  could  not 
bat  reeoliect  a  remarkable  statement  made 
hj  the  noble  Lord  the  new  Secretary  of 
Sikate  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  the  electors  of 
the  City  of  London,  in  which  he  told  them 
thet  the  present  war,  which  they  all  la- 
mented, was  mainly  owing  to  one  Power, 
end  that  that  Power  was  Austria.  For  his 
|Mrt,  he  thought  that  statement  was  not 
heme  oat  by  the  facts  of  the  case,  ond 
that  it  was  not  in  accordance  with  the 
Bwinteaance  of  a  strict  and  bona  fide 
aevtrslity.  He  thought  it  was  not  owing 
to  Austria  that  the  present  war  was  com- 
MODoed;  he  did  not  think,  either,  that  it 
mm  owing  to  the  Emperor  of  the  French  ; 
hot  he  thought  is  was  owing  to  another 
Power,  and  that  that  Potrer  was  Sardinia. 
He  found  in  the  Correspondence  lately  laid 
before  them  a  statement  made  by  Count 
Oavoor,  that  though  the  conduct  of  Austria 
was  not  contrary  to  the  faith  of  treaties,  it 
wea  contrary  to  the  great  principles  of 
equity  and  justice  on  which  social  order 
jtMrted, — it  was  opposed,  also,  to  all  the 
jmcepts  of  modern  civilization.  Now, 
previously  to  that  he  had  stated  that 
Sardinia  intended  to  make  good  against 
the  Anstrians  the  complaints  which  had 
been  nrgcd  against  them,  at  the  same 
time  that  Sardinia  admitted  that  Aus- 
tria had  violated  no  treaties.  But  if 
it  had  come  to  this,  that  treaties  were 
not  to  be  respected,  and  that  each  indi- 
vidual State  was  to  judge  of  the  justice 
and  equity  of  the  government  of  a  country 
that  she  admitted  had  not  acted  contrary 
to  treaty,  how  was  it  possible  for  the  peace, 
tranquillity,  good  government,  and  liberty  ' 
of  any  natiun  to  be  prvscrvcd?  Treaties 
were  no  doubt  of  value  in  protecting  the 
strong  against  the  weak;  but  they  were  of 
infinitely  more  value  in  protecting  tlic 
weak  against  the  strong.  It  was  Sardinia 
herself  that  was  most  interested  in  the 
maintenance  of    the   treaties  of   Europe; 


because  it  was  by  the  treaties  of  1815 
alone  that  the  Sardinian  monarch  reigned 
over  his  people.  lie  begged  pardon  for 
thus  anticipating  the  discussion  that  was 
to  be  raised  in  their  Lordships'  House  on 
next  Friday  fortnight,  but  that  period 
seemed  to  be  so  distant,  and  the  events 
were  so  momentous,  that  he  could  not 
help  taking  the  opportunity  of  referriug  to 
the  question  now. 

Lord  STRATFORD  DE  REDCLIFFE 
explained  that,  at  the  request  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  had  fixed  Friday  week, 
instead  of  Friday  fortnight,  for  bringing 
forward  the  subject. 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  was  onxious, 
at  all  events,  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
thanking  his  noble  Friend  below  him  (the 
Earl  of  Malmesbury)  for  the  moderation 
and  patience,  combined  with  firmness, 
ability,  and  indefatigable  industry,  which 
he  had  displayed  in  his  endeavours  to 
maintain  the  peace  of  Europe.  Unhappily, 
his  noble  Friend  was  not  successful  in 
achieving  that  object ;  but  at  all  events  ho  did 
succeed  in  maintaining  a  strict  and  an  im- 
partial neutrality,  and  in  keeping  England 
free  from  the  horrors  of  this  war.  And  it 
was  at  that  moment  when  war  had  broken 
out,  when  two  great  Powers  and  one  smaller 
one  had  engaged  in  this  deadly  conflict ; 
when  no  one  could  tell  where  it  would  end, 
or  on  what  shore  the  wave  of  war  might 
next  break — it  was  at  that  moment,  when 
his  noble  Friend  represented  fully  and  im- 
partially the  public  opinion  in  this  country, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Opposition  felt  it  their 
duty  to  turn  out  the  late  Government,  in 
order — not  more  fully  to  represent  the 
policy  which  had  been  fully  represented  by 
his  noble  Friend — but  that  they  might,  by 
some  fortuitous  chance,  form  another  Go- 
vernment, which  would  equally  carry  out 
the  policy  so  ably  followed  by  his  noble 
Friend.  Well,  they  had  succeeded  in 
forming  a  Government.  Of  the  talents  of 
its  members  and  the  integrity  of  their  mo- 
tives he  wished  to  speak  with  the  greatest 
possible  respect ;  but  he  must  be  allowed 
to  remark  that,  in  consequence  of  that  un- 
fortunate step,  the  country  hod  been  left 
two  weeks  or  more  without  a  Government, 
whilst  even  now  two  of  the  most  important 
ofiices  ill  tho  State  were  not  filled  up ; 
OhO  because  ^^e  did  not  yet  know  whether 
the  constituency  would  return  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  tho 
House  of  Commons ;  the  other  because  we 
did  not  know  that  the  lion.  Gentleman 
(jVJr.  Cubdcn)  would   conscut  to  joiu  the 
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Govciurnen!  Fie  ■'».*:  I^u^e  r-f  hutl&7jd 
did  not  know  wi.ethtr  Mr.  Cob'ien  hid  ac- 
cepted ihe  office  for  •:.ieU  he  had  been 
named  ;  b"Jt  harin;^  jittered  to  the  speech 
of  hi$  nobie  Fn'end  opposite  to-night  he 
rejoiccJ  to  liear  hi«  noble  friend's  aesor- 
ance  that  the  armaments  of  this  eoontrr 

• 

were  to  be  kept  up.  k»  thst  not  only  fchou';\i 
there  be  no  invasion,  but  not  even  the  pos- 
aibilitv  of  an  inraeion.  Their  Lord^hipf, 
however,  would  permit  him  to  read  to  them 
an  extract  from  a  speech  which  had  been 
made  bv  Mr.  Cobden  on  his  arrival  at 
Liverpool,  which  certainly  did  not  agree 
with  the  admirable  sentiments  of  his  noble 
Friend.     In  that  speech  Mr.  Cobden  said: 

"  I  haro  hoard  it  remarked  tbat  ther  i  the  Ame- 
rtcarm)  look  with  dread  to  the  amouut  of  prepara- 
tion making  in  En;^land,  for,  what  i«  said  br  these 
gentlemen  who  speak  in  public,  the  purpose  of 
Iirepario^  to  meet  anj  event oalities.  The  opinion 
of  the  United  .States  is  tliat  war  between  two 
great  powers  on  the  Continent  does  not  neces- 
sarily involve  more  danger  to  England  tlian  if 
they  were  at  peace,  and  both  had  large  standing 
armies  unemployed.  I  once  heard  this  question 
put — Suppose  I  was  at  sea  in  a  merchant  vessel ; 
I  should  feel  much  more  comfortable  if  I  saw  two 
pirates  fighting  each  other,  than  I  should  if  I  saw 
them  standing  aloof,  and  both  ready  to  fall  upon 
me.  And  that  is  just  the  case  in  this  war.  I  do 
hope  that  yon,  the  people  of  England,  having  now 
taken  the  initiative,  that  you  will  keep  the  power 
in  your  own  hands,  and  I  hope  that  the  executive 
government,  and  that  the  governments  of  foreign 
powers,  \«ill  conio  to  know  that  we  will  not  on 
this  occasion  allow  the  blood  and  treasure  of  this 
country  to  bo  diminished  and  wasted  for  any 
chimerical  or  dynastical  objects  whatever." 

Ho  rejoiced  most  sincerely  when  he  heard 
tho  noblo  Earl  opposite  state  that  the 
armaments  of  this  country  were  to  be  kept 
up,  so  as  not  only  to  meet  but  to  prevent 
tho  possibility  of  invasion.  Now,  as  he 
had  already  stated,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther Mr.  Cobden  had  declined  or  accepted 
offico  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  ac- 
cepted ofTice,  ho  liopcd  ho  would  renounce 
such  opinions  as  he  had  expressed  at  Liver- 
pool and  adopt  thoso  of  his  noblo  Friend 
opposite.  Ho  (tho  Duke  of  Rutland) 
thoup^ht  that  this  country  ou^ht  to  bo  pre- 
pared for  any  and  every  cvontuality.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  wo  shouhl  be  able  to 
keep  out  of  this  fearful  conflict^  hut  he 
Haid  that  wo  ou^ht  to  ho  prepared  :  not 
that  ho  doubted  the  hincority  of  the  Km- 
])oror  of  tho  French,  but  that  thu  Kniperor 
of  the  Kronoli  wuh  no  lon^^or  nmstcr  of  thn 
situation.  Tlio  ]uiHHionH  of  the  KnMich 
nriny  Iiad  been  rou.^iid,  and  \w.  could  not 
now  Hay  lo  it,  *'  ho  fnr  hhnll  you  ^o  and  no 
fiirlhor."     Ho   readily  atlmitled   (hat   tlio 

The  Ihikc  of  liuiUmd 


*  Emperor  of  tke  Frpwcii   kai  cuiied  on 
his  policT  tovardi  tkia cwuitit  in  a  spirit 

'  o:  loTaltT  and  cf  <imaknMi  for  vbiek  we 
mofrt  ever  feel  gTaiefal  to  bin ;  bat  he  fdt 
that  he  vaa  no  knigcr  aUe  to  saj.  "  I  will 
restrain  the  FreMh  anaj  fnofm  gung 
farther ;  *'  and  no  one  conld  mom  teU  whit 
events  might  next  take  pinee. 

•'     The   Eabl    of    MALMESBURT:  I 

I  wonld  not  tnrable  joor  l#ordahipa  with  ibj 
remarks  this  erening  were  1  not  othenriie 

!  obliged  to  wait  some  time  befoie  I  codd 
have  the  opportunity  of  annrering  eertsia 
charges,  as  I  mnat  eall  them,  whidi  ktTS 
been  made  br  a  rerr  emineiit  If  enber  of 
Her    Ifajestj'a    present    GoTemmcnt-  I 

.  mean  the  Prime  Minister — in  *'  anocher 
place,"  with  respeet  to  that  part  of  the  po- 
licy of  the  late  Gorernment  for  whidi  I 
was  particolarijr  respoosihie.  On  the  hot 
occasion  that  we  met  in  this  Honae  bj 
noble  Friend  opposite,  the  President  of 
the  Conncil,  did  not  indeed  make  toy 
charges  upon  the  policy  whieh  I  had  felt 
it  ray  duty  to  carry  out ;  but  he  made  two 
or  three  insinuations  of  n^leet  with  re- 
gard to  which  I  think  he  will  be  ready 
now  to  confess  that  he  was  mistaken.  He 
insinuated,  in  the  first  place,  that  Her 
Majesty's  lato  Government  had  not  adopted 

\  in  time  such  measures  as  were  desirable 

;  for  the  purpose  of  prerenting  the  eol- 
lision  which  eventually  took  place  between 

I  Austria  and  France,  and  Sardinia.  My 
noble  Friend,  evidently  with  the  eonrie- 
tion  in  his  own  mind  that  sneh  had  not 
been  the  fact,  asked  whether  I  had  taken 
any  practical  step  before  the  month  of 
February,  and  within  three  weeks  after- 
wards, to  put  a  stop  to  the  unfortonale 
state  of  things  which  then  existed.  My 
noble  Friend  will,  I  am  sure,  if  he  has  had 
time,  and  has  taken  the  trouble  to  read  the 
book  I  have  placed  upon  your  Lordships' 
table,  bo  candid  enough  to  say  that  we 
did  oil  wo  possibly  could  at  the  period  to 
which  ho  alluded  to  prevent  the  subse- 
quent events.  It  was  as  early  as  the  10th 
of  January  that  the  late  Government  ad- 
dressed both  the  Courts  of  Paris  and 
Vienna  entreating  them  to  come  to  some 
understanding  ;  they  being,  as  webeliered, 
tho  only  two  Powers  who,  by  noting  in 
concert,  could  stop  the  calamities  we  fore- 
saw, and  ^vhich  have  since  ensued.  I  shall 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  with  any  ex* 
tnictH  from  these  despatches.  They  are 
Hithiu  your  own  reach,  and  you  can  read 
tlKMii  for  yourselves  ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  languago  could  be  stroDger»  or 
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maj  adnce  more  oaDdidljr  put  forward, 
thiui  that  which  was  lately  addressed  by 
the  late  Goyemment  to  those  two  Courts 
on  that  ocoaaion.  My  noble  Friend  then 
went  on  to  insinuate  that  Lord  Cowley's 
misaion  to  Vienna  was  invested  with  great 
myateiyand  confusion,  and  that  there  were 
no  definite  objects  in  the  mission  which 
had  oome  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Em- 
peror of  the  French.  Now,  your  Lord- 
ships will  find  in  the  \)lue-book  that  be- 
fiMre  Lord  Cowley  quitted  Paris  he  had  a 
personal  intenriew  with  the  Emperor,  who 
consented  to  the  drawing  up  of  a  monio- 
'rsodnm  of  the  points  which  ho  wished  to 
be  settled  with  the  Court  of  Austria  ; 
that  with  this  in  his  possession  Lord 
Cowlej  repaired  to  Vienna  ;  and  that  no- 
thing could  be  more  exact  and  definite 
than  the  points  the  statement  of  which 
Count  Walewski,  the  French  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  handed  to  Lord  Cowley 
when  he  loft  Paris.  I  am  sure,  therefore, 
that  upon  that  point  also  my  noble  Friend 
will  acknowledge  that  he  was  in  error. 
Botf  my  Lords,  I  am  not  aware  that  my 
noble  Friend,  when  he  made  that  speech, 
hud  any  such  stress  upon  what  he  consi- 
dered these  obscure  points  in  our  foreign 
policy  as  to  say  that  the  Inte  Government 
ought  to  be  excluded  from  office  on  that 
account.  My  noble  Friend  confined  him- 
self to  the  expression  of  a  hope  that 
the  supposition  on  which  his  statement 
was  based  was  not  true.  But  there  are 
other  Members  of  the  present  Ministry 
who  were  not  content  to  pursue  a  similar 
course.  The  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of 
tho  Government  himself  did  not  scruple  to 
use  in  "  another  place**  language  to  which 
I  shall,  with  your  Lordships'  permission, 
briefiy  refer.  He  was,  in  the  course  of  tho 
speech  in  which  that  language  occurs, 
attempting  to  show  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  not  entitled  to  the  confidence  of 
the  country,  and  to  adduce  proofs  that  they 
ought  to  be  immediately  ejected  from  office 
as  unworthy  to  give  counsel  to  the  Sove- 
reign. The  ground  on  which  he  based  his 
ai^ument  as  to  their  incapacity  to  dis- 
charge that  duty  was  this  : — He  said, 

**  The  course  which  the  Government  has  taken 
has  brought  on  war.  They  are  the  cause  of  the 
present  hostilities.'' 

And  how,  in  his  opinion,  had  we  produced 
this  result  ?  By  tho  use  of  language  hos- 
tile to  France  and  Sardinia  and  by  patron- 
ising Austria.  He  said  we  held  out  hopes 
of  supporting  Austria  against  France  ;  that 
we  were  ignorant  that   Austria  was  de- 


termined on  war,  and  that  France  was  not 
prepared  for  it ;  and,  that  being  the  case, 
that  the  breaking  out  of  war  was  attri- 
butable to  us,  and  that  we  were  as  a  con- 
sequence no  longer  fit  to  hold  the  seals  of 
office.  Now,  my  Lords,  if  this  imputation 
be  correct — if  we  were  in  reality  the  cause 
of  this  dreadful  war,  no  verdict  could  be 
more  just  than  that  which  the  noble  Lord 
asked  tho  House  of  Commons  to  pronounce. 
But  let  me  for  a  moment  endeavour  to 
show  your  Lordships  how  reckless  is  the 
language  which  the  present  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  deemed  it  not  unfit  to  use,  and  how 
totally  ho  must  have  neglected  to  look  into 
any  source  of  information  by  means  of 
which  ho  could  arrive  at  a  knowledge  of 
the  real  facts  of  the  case.  He  went  on  to 
say,  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  allude : — 

"  I  cannot  but  believe  that  friendly,  firm,  but 
temperate  knguage  would  have  induced  Austria 
to  pause,  and  to  abstain  from  that  act  of  aggres- 
sion which,  in  tho  opinion  of  tho  noble  Jjord  at 
tho  head  of  the  Govommcnt,  removed  her  from 
the  position  of  a  dignified  conciliator  to  that  of  a 
criminal.  It  is  plain  Austria  was  alleging  that 
her  treaty  rights  in  Lombardy  and  Venice  were 
to  be  invaded.  The  Government  might  then  have 
fairly  sai<),  '  Go  into  Congress.  Let  all  the  great 
Powers  of  Europe  assemble,  and  we  will  stand  by 
you  in  negotiation  in  maintaining  your  unquestion- 
able treaty  rights  ;  but  do  you  and  France  consent 
to  withdraw  all  military  interference  and  all  im- 
proper administrative  influence  from  countries 
which  are  not  your  own,  Free  the  South  of  Italy 
from  military  occupation  and  from  dictation  to 
CfOvemments,  and  lot  the  Italians  and  their  Go- 
vernments deal  with  each  other  as  independent  na- 
tions invariably  do.'" — [3 Ilansardf  cliv.,  p.  180.] 

That  is  the  course  which  the  present  Prime 
Minister  thinks  we  ought  to  have  adopted  ; 
that  is  the  language  which  ho  thinks  we 
ought  to  have  used.  And  what  will  your 
Lordships  say  when  I  tell  you  that  it  is 
almost  verbatim  the  very  language  which 
we  did  use,  and  which  we  have  stated  we 
had  used  ?  On  the  1 0th  of  January  last, 
I  wrote  to  Lord  Augustus  Loftus,  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Vienna,  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms  :— 

"  Your  Lordship  will  frankly  tell  Count  Buol 
that  should  such  a  struggle  as  we  deprecate  be 
tho  result  of  tho  present  estrangement  between 
France  and  Austria,  England  would  remain  a 
neutral  spectator  of  tho  contest,  and  that  in  no 
case  would  public  opinion  in  this  country  render 
it  possible  for  her  to  assist  Austria  as  against  her 
own  subjects,  if  the  contest  assumed  the  aspect 
of  a  revolution  of  her  Italian  provinces  against  her 
Government.  The  public  opinion  in  England  has 
a  natural  tendency  to  sympathize  with  Italian 
nationalities,  but  Ilcr  Majesty's  Government  be- 
lieve that  thoso  sympathies  would  not  be  aroused 
to  any  active  form  against  Austria,  unless  Austria 
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pot  honelf  patently  in  the  wrong,  and  either  be- 
came an  aggressor  or  gave  France  or  Sardinia  a 
£ur  excuse  tor  beginning  a  war.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  do  not  deny  that  Austria  has  cause 
of  uneasiness  in  Italy,  but  they  maintain  that  it 
cannot  be  mitigated  or  removed  by  plunging  into 
war  with  Franco  or  Sardinia.  If  Austria  and 
France  could  be  induced  to  take  a  just  estimate 
not  only  of  their  own  political  interests,  but  of  the 
course  which  would  most  effectually  contribute  to 
the  happiness  of  the  Italian  populations  throughout 
the  whole  extent  of  the  peninsula.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  feel  that  the  work  would  be  already 
half-accomplished,  and  the  rest  of  Europe,  in- 
stead of  looking  forward  with  anxiety  to  the 
fbtnre,  would  only  have  to  congratulate  itself  on 
the  prospect  at  length  opening  to  them  of  Italian 
regeneration  unstained  by  deeds  of  violence  and 
bloodshed." 

So,  in  thoBe  few  short  sentences  wc  plainly 
told  Austria  that  nothing  would  induce  us 
to  assist  her  in  maintaining  Lombardj 
against  her  own  subjects,  and  urged  upon 
her  in  the  strongest  terms  possible — in  the 
rerj  langnago  which  the  noble  Liord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  says  we  ought  to 
have  used — the  expediency  of  entering  into 
some  agreement  witli  France  as  to  the  best 
course  to  be  adopted  with  the  view  of  con- 
tributing to  the  happiness  of  the  Italian 
States. 

We  said  to  Austria  as   the   blue-book 
will  show  :  — 

"If  Austria  and  France,  laying  aside  mutual 
suspicion,  were  to  join  heartily  with  a  view  to 
promote  by  peaceful  means  the  regeneration  of 
Italy,  their  combined  influence  would  speedily 
effect  a  change  in  their  unhappy  state  of  affairs, 
and  contribute  to  establish  confidence  between 
rulers  and  their  subjects." 

Now,  with  respect  to  treaties,  the  language 
which  I  held  in  writing  to  Lord  Cowley  on 
the  26th  of  January  was  this  : — 

"The  unceasing  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  to  Austria  has  been  to  keep  strictly 
within  the  limits  of  treaties  ;  to  avoid  all  causes 
of  oflbnoe  to  her  Italian  neighbours  ;  to  relax,  as 
hr  as  possible,  all  rigour  towards  her  Italian  sub- 
jects ;  and  to  adopt  towards  France  a  friendly 
and  conciliatory  policy." 

Yet,  in  tlio  face  of  all  this,  the  noble  Vis- 
count at  the  head  of  the  Government  says 
that  we  threatened  France  and  Sardinia, 
while  we  patronized  Austria  and  held  out 
hopes  to  her  that  wc  would  support  her 
against  France.  The  noble  Viscount  stated 
that  we  ought  to  have  faid  to  Austria, 
•*  Let  all  the  great  Powers  of  Europe  ae- 
Bomble  in  Congress,  and  wc  will  stand  bv 
you  in  the  negotiations  which  may  take 
place,*'  but  we  did  use  the  wry  language 
which  the  noble  Lord  says  wc  ought  tu 
bare  adopted,  for  I  wrote  in  those 
The  Earl  of  Mafmcibury 


terms   to  Lord   Augastua   Loftas   on  the 

30th  March  :— 

I 

<  "  Iler  Majesty's  Government  entreat  the  Aus- 
trian Government  not  to  approach  this  Congress 
with  distrust  and  reluctance,  but  to  take  the  lead 
in  its  formation,  and  when  formed,  in  its  delibe- 
rations. It  will  find  in  Iler  Majesty's  GoYcm- 
ment  a  sincere  ally,  anxious  to  relieve  it  fh>m  un- 
fair pressure,  and  to  maintain  its  rights/' 

Yet  it  was  on  these  statementa  that  the 
noble  Lord  thought  proper  to  base  the 
accusation  that  we  were  unfit  to  hold  the 
reins  of  office  which  he  made  against  us 
in  "another  place.**  Your  Lordships  will, 
I  trust,  not  tnink  that  I  have  acted  un- 
becomingly in  calling  your  attention  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  to  the  subject, 
and  repudiating  the  charge  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  brought  against  us.  I  shall  fiot 
trespass  upon  your  Lordships'  time  by  com** 
menting  upon  the  language  which  was 
used  on  the  same  subject  by  another  emi- 
nent Member  of  the  Government — I  mean 
the  noble  Lord  the  present  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  John  Russell).  lie 
spoke  in  much  the  same  spirit  m  hia  noble 
colleague,  though  tho  terms  in  which  he 
expressed  himself  were  not  quite  so  strong. 
I  base  my  defence  on  the  papers  which 
have  been  laid  on  your  Lordships'  table, 
and  they  are  my  justification.  I  may, 
however,  be  permitted,  before  I  sit  down, 
to  put  a  question  to  my  noble  Friend 
opposite.  I  was  struck  this  morning  by  a 
passage  in  a  speech  which  is  said  to  have 
been  made  by  a  right  hon.  Baronet  now 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  Charles 
Wood)  to  his  constituents  at  Halifax.  It 
is  not  the  first  time  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  when  occupying  an  analotgoua 
position,  has  exhibited  less  than  might  be 
deemed  desirable  of  that  quality  of  reti- 
cence which  is  supposed  to  be  peculiarly 
adapted  to  a  newly  created  Minister 
when  taking  his  first  step  in  that  capacity. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  gone 
further  than  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  will  approve.  He  is 
reported  to  have  said : — 

"  We  have  seen  recent  accounts  that  in  a  laraa 
portion  of  Germany  a  strong  spirit  prevails  by 
which  they  seem  disposed  almost  to  engage  in 
hostilities.  I  hope  and  trust  their  own  good 
sense,  aided  by  our  advice,  which  we  liave  givea 
them  sinoo  we  came  into  power,  will  induce  tham 
to  abstain  from  hostilities." 

Others  of  the  Members  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment ha\e  also  taken  two  or  three 
occasions  to  declare  that  they  intended  to 
assume  an  attitude  of  rigid  neutrality  ; 
and  I  understand  that  such  is  tho  inter* 
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pretatioD  which  ii  to  be  put  upon  the  state- 
ment  which  my. noble  Friend  opposite 
(Earl  GraDTille)  has  made  this  evening. 
I  wish,  therefore,  without  farther  remark, 
to  call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  step  which,  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Hal i fox  be  cor- 
rectly reported,  has  been  already  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  It  is  a  step,  my 
Lords,  which  goes  further  than  anything 
which  the  late  Government  did,  and  seems 
to  me  to  be  the  first  move  towards  leaving 
A  position  of  absdnte  and  complete  neutra- 
lity. Those  of  your  Lordships  who  have 
read  the  Correspondence  will  have  seen 
that  Her  Majesty's  late  advisers  most  care- 
Mly  abstained  from  giving  Germany  any 
^advice  with  respect  to  her  conduct  in 
taking  hostile  measures  or  refraining  from 
them.  We  confined  ourselves  advisedly  and 
carefully  to  telling  the  Prussian  Govern- 
ment and  the  Government  of  the  other  Ger- 
man States,  that  if  they  went  to  war  be- 
fore the  Confederation  was  attacked  they 
must  not  expect  the  slightest  assistance 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government.  We 
thought  it  right  and  fair  to  tell  them  so, 
because  no  doubt  there  prevailed  in  Ger- 
many a  hope  and  delusion  which  went  so 
&r  as  to  make  the  people  of  that  country 
believe  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  lend  their  aid  to  Germany  in  case 
she  entered  upon  a  war.  The  Inngunge 
which  we  used,  however,  is  quite  a  differ- 
ent thing  from  advising  Germany  not  to 
judge  for  herself,  and  not  to  make  war, 
even  though  she  may  deem  it  to  bo  neces- 
sary to  her  safety.  The  result  of  such  a 
course  may  bo  that  you  may  Bnd  your- 
aelvos  committed  by  a  moral  obligation 
hereafter  to  support  her,  inasmuch  as  the 
people  of  Germany  should  their  apprehen  • 
sions  be  realized,  may  turn  round  upon 
you  and  say,  ''If  you  had  left  us  alone, 
wo  should  not  be  in  this  scrape."  It  is 
upon  these  grounds  that  I  think  the  state- 
ment made  by  tho  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  fur  Halifax  possesses  a  degree  of 
importance  which  at  the  first  blush  it  may 
not  seem  to  wear.  My  object  in  alluding 
to  the  statement  was  to  show  your  Lord- 
ships that  it  is  really  of  some  consequence, 
and,  if  it  be  not  indiscreet,  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  know  from  the  noble  Earl, 
whether  that  statement  is  correct. 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE :— My 
lords,  no  one  can  feel  surprised  thnt  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  should 
have  token  advantage  of  the  forms  of  the 
Ilouss  to  defend  himself  from  accusations 


made  ai^aiust  him  in  the  performance  of 
the  duties  which  lately  devolved  upon  him 
as  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afiiiirs.  At  the 
same  time  I  am  sure  your  Lordships,  as 
well  as  my  noble  Friend,  will  agree  with 
roe  that  upon  this  occasion  it  is  unadvisaUe, 
not  only  for  any  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but,  I  will  add,  for  any  member 
on  cither  side  of  this  House,  to  enter  at 
length  into  tho  questions  in  tho  blue- 
book,  considering  that  a  notice  has  this 
evening  been  given  which  will  bring  on 
a  full  discussion  of  those  questions  ao 
early  as  to-morrow  week.  And  I  aay 
so  tho  more,  because,  although  I  by  no 
means  deprecate  such  a  discussion,  I  am 
certain  your  Lordships  will  concur  with  me 
in  the  opinion  that  these  subjects  can 
never  be  debated  without  some  risk  to  the 
public  service — can  never  be  discussed, 
even  in  the  temperate  atmosphere  of  this 
House,  without  giving  rise  to  expressions 
from  one  side  or  the  other,  which  may,  and 
in  all  probability  will,  endanger  the  future 
attempts  of  tho  Government  to  restore  the 
peace  that  has  been  so  unhappily  broken. 
If,  therefore,  I  do  not  refer  to  whot  has 
fallen  from  my  noble  Friend,  he  must  not 
think  there  is  any  disregard  of  his  position 
by  the  present  Government;  and  I  am  cer- 
tain when  this  discussion  takes  place,  that 
he  will  find  every  member  of  the  Ministry 
disposed  to  do  him  ample  justice,  and  that 
no  attempt  will  bo  made  to  represent  to 
the  House  and  the  country  any  other  than 
an  anxious  desire  on  tho  part  of  my  noble 
Friend  and  his  colleagues  (whatever  may 
bo  our  opinion  of  the  means  which  they 
employed)  to  preserve  peaco  so  far  as  it 
was  possible  to  do  so  by  any  zeal  on 
their  part.  My  noble  Friend  has  en- 
joyed within  the  last  few  days  a  privilege 
which  has  been  wanting  to  me — I  mean 
leisure  to  read  the  recent  election  speeches. 
Until,  therefore,  he  quoted  just  now  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Charles  Wood),  I  was  not  aware  of  the 
words  which  are  said  to  have  fallen  from 
him,  and  I  am  not  able  to  state  whe- 
ther they  are  accurately  reported.  Pro- 
bably the  report  is  perfectly  accurate.  If 
so,  I  can  only  say  that  the  despatch  whiofa 
must  have  been  alluded  to  does  not  bear 
the  construction  which  my  noble  Friend 
deprecate?.  Whenever  the  papers  are  laid 
before  the  House — and  of  the  next  papers 
that  will  be  laid  on  tho  table  on  this  sub- 
ject this  will  be  one  of  the  earliest— my 
noble  Friend  will  find  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment have  not  incuiTcd  the  risk  he  has 
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•pokoii  (>r,  nur  luivc  tlicy  placed  tlicmBcIvGS 
ill  tlio  pofiition  which  ho  80  justly  rcpro- 
hondii.  Your  Lordshijis  will  pcrhapa  allow 
mo  to  tnko  thin  opportunity  of  alluding  to 
another  topic.  From  Bomc  words  which  ho 
quoted  from  tho  speech  of  tho  noblo  Jjord 
tho  Hccretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
iho  noblo  Duko  who  just  now  addressed 
tho  lIouHO  (the  Duko  of  Rutland)  appeared 
to  fear  that  a  difference  exists  between 
that  noblo  Lord  and  my  noblo  Friend  tho 
iV<;sidcnt  of  tho  Council,  (Karl  (JranTillo) 
as  shown  in  his  speech  this  evening,  with 
regard  to  the  maintenance,  during  tho  prc- 
Mrni  war,  of  a  fair  and  honest  neutrality. 
1  assure  tho  noblo  Duko  that  ho  will  not 
bo  able  U)  maintain  his  position.  It  is  one 
thing  to  express  an  opinion  as  to  tho  origin 
of  the  war — I  am  not  saying  whether  such 
•xpr(;ssion  of  opinion  bo  prudont  or  not, 
but  J  think  they  are  best  avoided — it  is 
mw  thing  to  say  who  is  tho  cause  of  the 
war,  and  a  vry  different  one  to  exhibit 
an  intention  on  tho  part  of  the  person  ex- 
pressing it  to  take  a  partisan  view  of  tho 
prosent  state  of  things.  Tho  noblo  Lord 
who  is  now  at  tho  head  of  tho  Foreign 
Department  not  only  agrees  with  tho  Pro- 
sident  of  tho  (council,  but  with  ovcry  other 
mem  bur  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
tho  determination  to  maintain  an  entire 
and  strict  nt^utrality  without  rofcrcuco  to 
who  began  tho  war,  and  who  was  originally 
to  blame  f(»r  its  commencement.  ()ur  ob- 
ject will  be  to  hold  tho  balance  between 
tho  beliigeronts,  so  that  at  tho  earliest 
opportunity,  consistently  with  that  neu- 
trality, wo  may  bo  in  a  position  fairly  to 
both  bclligorontH  and  oifcctively  as  regards 
J*iUro]>o,  to  introtluco  ourselves  as  media- 
tors in  this  unhappy  ({uarrel.  1  can  assure 
niY  noblo  Friend,  also,  that  whatever  he 
might  think  of  tho  two  appointments  yet 
left  somewhat  incomploto  in  llor  Majesty's 
Government,  with  regard  to  one  1  think  1 
can  I'cliovo  inv  noblo  Friend's  anxictv.  1 
can  assure  him  that  there  is  a  prospect  of 
Mr,  Gladstone,  not  only  continuing  a  mem- 
ber of  II or  Majesty's  Government,  but  also 
of  becoming  a  member  of  the  Rouse  of 
I  ommons  in  a  few  hours.  With  regard 
to  tlie  other  hon.  Gentleman,  I  cabnu  at 
present  relieve  my  coble  Friend  s  aijiiely. 
I  cannot  state  whether  any  aufewer  Lue 
vet  been  seiA  Ir  Mr.  <.  ol-deu  v>  Lvrd 
PalmorFton.  Bui  iLi^  1  ttrj  tty.  iLti  r. 
Mr.  Cobden  juiDS  iLe  ''iovtrrjU^VLl,  uk  I 
sincerely  hoj.>e  he  "Tiii.  Le  ^:ij  Wv  i*  w:v-. 
the  full  knowledge  tLut  it  At  mt  itvj'.- 
tioo  of  the  Govern  me^it  to  juubiLUut   uu<! 
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Ftrcngthen  the  defences  of  this  country, — 
not  to  provoke  but  to  prevent  aggression, — 
and  not  only  not  to  relax,  but  if  necessary 
to  increase  tho  efforts  made  by  the  late 
Government  with  that  object.  So  that 
any   case,    the  noble    Duke  and   the 
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llouso  may  be  assured,  that  whatever  the 
important  part  we  may  be  called  upon  to 
play — whether  or  no  it  be  to  oflfer  terms  of 
])acification  to  the  other  Powers  of  Europe 
— whatever  moy  happen,  the  defence  of 
the  country  will  be  in  no  degree  or  manner 
neglected.  Tho  noble  Duke  will,  I  think, 
find  with  regard  to  the  speech  of  the  Gen- 
tleman he  nas  quoted  (Mr.  Cobden)  that 
there  is  nothing  inconsistent  in  the  views 
of  an  hon.  Gentleman,  who  while  ho  not 
only  hopes  but  believes  that  there  is  no 
fear  of  an  invasion,  nevertheless  takes 
every  precaution  to  prevent  even  its  possi- 
bility, and  to  repel  it  if  attempted.  Dif- 
fer, nt  views  may  bo  entertained  as  to  the 
probability  of  an  invasion  ;  but  of  this  I 
am  quite  sure,  that  there  is  not  one  of  jour 
Lordships,  and  very  few  persons  indeed  in 
the  country  who  do  not  believe  it  to  be 
the  primary  duty  of  England  at  ihia  mo- 
ment to  strengthen  her  defences  and  to  be 
prepared  for  every  emergency. 

I^ORD  IIOWDEN  thought  the  opinion 
of  tho  Parliament  on  the  present  atate  of 
affairs  at  homo  and  abroad  could  not  be 
too  soon  known,  not  only  to  England,  bat 
to  the  Continent.  Things  were  going  oo 
so  quickly  in  Europe,  that  even  in  a  week 
tho  discussion  might  be  too  late.  He 
trusted  that  the  observations  be  vaa  about 
to  offer  would  not  be  deemed  unwiae  or  in- 
discreet; but  he  thought  at  such  a  time  it 
was  tho  duty  of  every  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House  to  speak  out  plainly;  be- 
cause ho  was  of  opinion,  thai  if  Englaod 
had  spoken  out  plainly  in  the  firat  instance. 
this  iniquitous  war  might  have  been  fva- 
veiited.  He  took  tho  opportnnitj  on  the 
tirst  night  of  the  Session  of  calling  libeir 
Lordships*  attention  to  a  startling  doclsia 
tion  which  appeared  in  the  Manifeiao  «f 
the  Emperor  of  the  French.  It  iraa  poa- 
siblc  the  phrase  he  alluded  to  mig^  Imm 
been  inserted  in  the  docnment  in  vUek  a 
appeared,  because  it  looked  well  to  ll»<^ 
and  K;unded  well  to  the  ear — ^vbicii  waa  a 
very  common  reason  for  maefa  tiiat  iRas 
feaid  und  done  and  written  in  a  i>^iUMnr- 
jrj;»  o'^untry.  lie  received  no  aaawcr— me 
t/ 1^*1.1. i.iich  from  Ilcr  Majcatj^s  than  <&»- 
vvfujjicijt — ho  hoped  the  preaeB-t  Goron- 
lu^'ji  vivuld  '^\\(:  them&clvea  the  imnbir  tdf 
C>t>vv»^iiijg  whether  that  ataitlatg 
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tioD  meant  anything  or  not.  Having  ns 
much  at  heart  as  any  man  h>ing,  tho  real 
independence  of  Italy — the  real  practical 
independence  of  the  whole  country,  and  not 
a  phantasmagoria  evoked  for  the  purpose 
of  the  hoar — he  was  glad  to  have  an  oppor- 
tanitj  of  raising  his  voice  against  the  very 
nnholj  means  taken  to  arrive  at  a  very 
holy  end.  He  did  not  join  with  those  svho 
maintained  that  the  means  in  such  a  case 
sanctified  the  end.  He  believed  every  man 
in  England  was  in  favour  of  the  Italian 
oaose,  and  wished  it  well ;  but  he  had  not 
met  one  single  person  who  had  approved  of 
the  means  by  which  that  cause  was  sought 
to  be  advanced.  In  his  belief  it  was  un- 
dertaken with  no  more  definite  object  than 
to  give,  as  circumstances  mi^^ht  admit,  an 
additional  prestige  to  the  French  army. 
But  what  then  would  inevitably  follow  ?  A 
proportional  decrease  in  the  legitimate  in- 
fluence which  liberal  England  really  would 
and  ought  to  have,  not  only  over  the  future 
destinies  of  Italy,  but  over  the  progress  of 
real  Liberalism  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 
He  saw  in  the  blue-book  which  had  been 
referred  to,  that  Her  Majesty's  Ambassa- 
dor  at  Paris  stated,  in  a  despatch  at  the 
end  of  February,  that  **  ho  did  not  believe 
in  war,  because  there  were  no  preparations 
for  war."  Now  that  France  was  not  quite 
ready  when  she  was  called  to  march  into 
Italy — that  the  Emperor  Napoleon,  like  a 
lady  in  an  interesting  situation,  might  be 
somewhat  out  in  his  reckoning,  might  be 
true  enough ;  it  was  certainly  matter  of 
wonder  to  him  that  any  man,  living  in 
Paris,  even  with  the  most  amiable  and 
energetic  determination  of  believing  any- 
thing that  was  told  him,  could  possibly  be- 
lieve that.  Ho  believed  that  the  determi- 
nation of  Franco  was  taken  long  before  the 
month  of  February.  Yet  still,  when  ho 
heard  of  Italy  proclaiming  the  Emperor 
Napoleon  as  its  liberator  and  regenerator, 
he  very  much  doubted  whether,  at  the  bot- 
tom of  his  capacious  mind,  the  Emperor 
ever  intended  or  expected  the  real  libera- 
tion of  Italy,  because  the  real  liberation  of 
Italy,  political,  social,  and  intellectual,  be- 
gins at  home.  In  the  blue-book  he  saw 
that  when,  in  1857,  certain  reforms  were 
about  to  bo  introduced  tlirough  the  united 
influence  of  England  and  Austria,  Lord 
Cowley  states,  **  those  reforms  were  allow- 
ed to  fall  to  the  ground;*'  and  that  after- 
wards representations  made  on  the  subject 
met  with  the  most  discouraging  reception 
at  the  Court  of  Franco.  At  the  some  time 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune. 


not  only  for  tho  character  of  England  bat 
for  the  future  welfare  if  Italy,   if,   when 
England  dcnircd  a  change  or  amelioration 
in  the  Papal  States,  it  could  possibly  by 
any  manner  of  means  be  suspected  that 
she  was  actuated  by  any  motive  of  sec- 
tarian policy.     That  the  Emperor  intended 
to   do   something  in  the  Austrian   Statea 
he  had  not  the  slightest  doubt,  but  that 
was  another  matter.     Supposing  all  these 
small  States  in  Italy  were  drawn  up  in  a 
cluster  to  the  moon,  what  was  to  become 
of  Imperial  Rome — that  part  of  the  earth 
to  which  the  hearts  of  many,  and  the  ima- 
ginations  of  all,    clung  from  their  child- 
hood ?    Did  the   inhabitants   of   Southern 
Italy,  whose  intelligence  was  as  bright  as 
their  own  skies,  count  for  nothing  ?    Was, 
also,   no  regard  to  bo  shown  to  Naples? 
Ho   believed   that  great  pains  had   been 
taken  to  ascertain   whether  thore  was  an 
available  feeling  in  Southern  Italy  in  favour 
of  the  Murats,   and  that  it  was  found  so 
ficklo   and    traosiont,  that  as  the  French 
said,  ** lejeu  ne  vaut  pas  la  cliandelle,*'  and 
the  project  was   abandoned — that  was  to 
say,  to  open  that  country  to  French  influ- 
ence in  the  same  way  in  which  it  was  exer- 
cised in  Northern  Italy.     With  regard  to 
the   Papal    States,    there   was  a  body  in 
France  to  whom  tho  Emperor  was  under 
tho  very  greatest  obligations,  and  not  only 
for  their  co-operation,  for  he  regretted  to 
say  that  he  owed  to  them  a  very  great  part 
of  tho  six  or  seven  millions  of  votes  which 
came  out  of  the  electoral  urn  in  his  favour. 
Of  the  influence  of  this  body  he  was  by  no 
means  independent,  and  they  were  a  body 
who  would  do  all  they  could  to  cramp  and 
reduce  any  efficacious  reform  in  the  Roman 
States  which  might  be  obtained  through 
French  influence.     lie  did  not  say  there 
were  not   underhand  intrigues,   dark  ma- 
chinations, and  anonymous  incitements  to 
revolt   at    work    among   the    subjects    of 
the    Roman    States.      On   the  contrary, 
he   felt    perfectly   sure    there   were,   and 
that  they  were  going  on  at  that  moment; 
but  what  he  said  was,  that  there  would  be 
none  of  those  measures  of  Reform  which 
were  called  chivalrous  measures   in   that 
part  of  Italy.      And  what  would  be  the 
result  of  the  liberation  of  a  certain  part  of 
Northern  Italy  ?     It  would  only  servo  to 
plunge  tho  magnificent  regions  of  Southern 
Italy  into,  if  not  deeper  darkness,  at  least 
into   deeper  disappointment   and   despair. 
Dangerous  and  oven  ridiculous  as  it  was 
to  attempt  to  prophesy  in  these  times,  ho 
thought  he  knew  very  well  what  would 
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happen  to  England  as  the  result  of  the 
iniquitous  war  now  raging  in  Italjr.  At 
some  period — and  probably  at  an  early 
period — England  would  step  in  with  the 
view  of  stopping  hostilities  and  preventing 
a  greater  effusion  of  blood ;  she  would  ho- 
nestly and  ardently  offer  her  mediation  ; 
and  then  by  the  unfortunate  fiat  of  fate 
which  seemed  always  to  belong  to  her,  by 
that  curiosa  in/elicitas  whieh  attached  to 
all  she  did,  would  make  herself  only  more 
odious  than  she  now  was  to  all  the  parties. 
If  she  failed,  she  compromised  her  name 
and  her  position  as  a  great  Power ;  if  she 
succeeded,  there  would  arise  a  cry  from 
one  end  of  tho  Peninsula  to  the  other  that 
l^ut  for  perfidious  Albion,  who  was  only 
alWe  to  her  own  interests  and  the  dis- 
persion of  cotton — Italy  would  have  been 
free — that  she  had  arrested  the  splendid 
seliemes  of  the  Emperor,  paralysed  his 
magnificent  intentions — tho  development  of 
nationalities — and  what  not ;  all  the  fine 
things  elaborated  in  that  region  which  was 
80  propitious  to  human  liberty — the  Tuilo- 
ries  at  Paris — all  the  vituperation  of  the 
Liberals  in  Italy,  of  the  Reds  in  France, 
and  of  the  Radicals  in  England,  would  fall 
oa  England,  and  tho  credit  of  all  those 
magnificent  plans  for  the  establishment  of 
nation  all  tiei>,  which  were  never  intended  to 
be  carried  out,  would  be  given  to  France. 
But  in  the  name  of  God,  he  said,  let  us 
have  peace  if  it  could  be  attained,  no  mat- 
ter how.  As  to  what  was  disagreeable  or 
disadvantageous,  or  little  flattering  to  this 
country,  whilst  England  was  in  alliance 
with  France  she  must  make  up  her  mind 
to  that.  Under  the  pretence  of  negotia- 
tion there  would  bo  a  permanent  occupa- 
tion of  Lombardy  by  the  French,  and  the 
questions  at  issue  would  remain  perma- 
nently unsettled  — a  circumstance  which 
he  would  look  upon  as  one  of  the  greatest 
misfortunes  to  the  whole  world.  What  he 
feared  was  now  on  the  cards  was  the  pro- 
longed occupation  of  Lombardy  and  Pied- 
mont by  the  French.  He  believed  in  his 
conscience  that  at  the  time  when  the  Em- 
peror marched  with  his  great  army  into 
Italy  nothing  was  wanted  for  the  ulterior 
liberation  of  that  country  but  the  honest 
and  quiet  retirement,  then  and  for  ever,  of 
the  French  and  Austrian  troops  from  the 
places  where  they  were  and  ought  never 
to  have  been,  and  at  the  same  time  the 
removal  of  tho  influence  exercised  by  A  us- 
tria  over  the  States  where  she  had  so  long 
exercised  a  fatal  supremacy.  It  was  re- 
markable that  we  did  not  even  yet  know 
Lord  Howden 


why  BO  good  a  proposal — a  proposal  which 
would  have  liberated  the  whole  and  not  a 
part  of  Italy,  and  liberated  it,  moreover, 
without  tho  smallest  risk  of  retrocession 
— was  not  carried  out.  What  was  really 
wanted  in  Italy  could  not  be  obtained  by 
fL  summary  process,  but  must  be  a  work 
of  time.  An  honest,  conscientious  Govern- 
ment in  Sardinia,  mindful  of  their  own  af- 
fairs, and  not  coveting  what  did  not  belong 
to  them,  would  have  held  out  in  the  most 
impressive  manner  a  model  which  present 
Italy  might  imitate  ond  future  Italy  suc- 
ceed in  adopting.  An  honest  and  con- 
scientious Government  in  France — in  that 
country  which,  from  its  rare  position,  must, 
according  to  its  GoTernmonty  always  be 
either  the  curse  or  regenerator  of  Europe 
— a  constitutional  Government  in  Franco 
aiding  without  protecting  or  exciting  Sar- 
dinia, would  have  infiltrated  the  principles 
of  constitutional  Government  into  the  hearts 
of  Kings,  and  would  have  attached  itself  to 
the  sister  institutions  of  this  free  country, 
and  thus  formed  an  alliance  which  from  the 
force  of  things — by  a  law  superior  to  the 
temporary  convenience  of  any  man — could 
not,  thank  God,  perdaanently  exist  between 
liberty  and  despotism.  Thus  England  and 
France  might  have  given  freedom  to  the 
world.  This  quiet  but  infallible  action 
would  have  encouraged  struggling  races 
and  raised  drooping  nationalities.  It  would 
have  done  so  righteously  and  peacefully. 
It  was  a  process  which  would  have  pleased 
all  the  wise  reformers  of  abuses  in  all  parts 
of  the  earth ;  but  it  was  a  process  which 
did  not,  and  could  not,  be  accomplished 
through  the  wild  ambition  and  rash  desires 
of  those  who  were  equally  above  the  real 
interests  and  wholesome  opinions  of  man- 
kind. 

House  adjourned  at  half-pait  Six 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half- 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  June  30, 1859. 

MiiruTxs.]  Nxw  Wans  Issdid.-— For  Northamp- 
ton Borough,  V,  Right  hoQ.  Robert  Vernon 
Smith,  now  Baron  Lyveden ;  for  Wioklow,  «• 
Right  hon.  Lord  Vrohj,  Comptroller  of  tho 
Household ;  for  Lichfield,  v.  Loi^  Alfired  Psjpit, 
Chief  Equerry  nnd  Clerk  Blarshal ;  Ibr  Glou- 
cester County  (Western  Division),  v.  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Robert  Nigel  Fitzhardinge  Kingtoote, 
Groom  in  Waiting ;  New  Writ  for  Mazylebone, 
f .  The  Right  hon.  Sir  Beigomin  HaU,  hanmet^ 
now  Baron  LlanoTer. 
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Kmw  IfkHBiu  SwoBv.— For  Tiverton,  Right  hen. 
VlMoimt  Pftlmenton ;  for  London,  Right  hon. 
Lord  John  RuMell;  for  New  Radnor,  Right 
koB.  Sir  George  Comewnli  Lewis,  hAronet ; 
for  HAli&z,  Right  hon.  Sir  Charles  Wood,  hA- 
ronet; for  Morpeth,  Right  hon.  Sir  Goorgo 
Gre/, baronet;  for  Oxford  City.  Right  hon.  Ed- 
ward Cardwell ;  for  Lewes,  Right  hon.  Henry 
Fiif  Roy ;  for  Gadne,  Right  hon.  Robert  Lowe ; 
for  Deronport,  Right  hon.  James  Wilson ;  for 
Newcastle  upon  Tyne.  Right  hon.  Thomas  Emer- 
loii  Ileadlam  ;  for  Wolverhampton,  Sir  Rich- 
ard Bethell ;  for  Reading,  Sir  Henry  Singer 
Keating :  for  Wigtown  Distriet  of  Burghs, 
Sir  WiUiam  Dunbar,  baronet ;  for  Bedford  Bo- 
roagb,  Samvel  Wbitbread,  esquire ;  for  Sand- 
vaeh,  Edward  Hugessen  Knatchbull-Uugessen, 
ctqviro. 
PiiBuc  Bills, — Law  of  Property  and  Trustees 
Relief  Amendment ;  Criminal  Procedure ;  Pub- 
He  Jnstieo  OAnees ;  Blalieious  Injuries  ;  Coin- 
agie  Oflenees  ;  Personation  ;  Forgery  ;  Offen- 
ces ajminsi  the  Person  ;  Larceny,  dso. ;  Crimi- 
aal  WritingB  ;  Punishment ;  Oaths,  dec. ;  Sale 
of  Grain,  ic. 

THE  ITALIAN  QUESTION  AND  THE  PO- 
LICY OF  THE  LATE  GOVERNMENT. 

NOTICE. 

liOBD  ELCIIO  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  give 
notice  that  next  Tuesday  week  I  shall 
IBOve  the  following  Resolution  : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  oor- 
respondeneo  respectioff  the  afiairs  of  Italy,  which 
has  been  lately  laid  before  Parliament,  shows  tliat 
the  late  Goremment  have  pcrseveringly  directed 
their  eflbrts  towards  the  maintenance  of  peace 
and  an  amicable  settlement  of  the  differences  be- 
tween the  contending  powers,  and  that  wliilo  they 
have  preserred  the  strictest  impartiality  and 
eondnctcd  those  complicated  negotiations  with 
patience  and  impartiality,  they  have  at  the  same 
lime  apbeld  the  honour  and  dignity  of  this  coun- 
try ;  and  that  it  is  further  the  opinion  of  tliis 
blouse  that  the  policy  of  strict  neutrality  and 
mediation  between  the  contending  powers  which 
has  been  pursued  by  the  late  Government,  should 
be  adhered  to  by  Her  Majesty's  present  advisers." 

THE  LAW  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT 
IN  IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BRADY  said,  he  wished  to  nsk  tho 
noble  Viscount  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
Borj  Whether  he  intends  to  introduce  any 
measure  this  Session  for  tho  alteration  uf 
the  laws  in  reference  to  landlords  and 
tenants  in  Ireland. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  That  ques- 
tion is  one  which,  I  know,  excites  great 
,  interest  in  Ireland,  and  it  is  a  question 
that  has  often  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  this  House.  No  measuro,  how- 
erer,  upon  the  subject  lias  Iiiihcrto  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  into  law.  The  matter 
shall  receive  tho  most  earnest  and  atten- 
tive couaiderationi  in  the  first  place  of  the 


law  advisers  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  and 
then  of  Her  Majesty's  Government;  bnt 
I  am  unahle  at  the  present  moment  to  givo 
any  more  definite  answer  to  the  queatioB 
of  the  hon«  Gentleman. 

THE  MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT. 
MOTIOX. 

VisoouNT  PALMERSTON  :  Sir,  I  Hm 
to  move  that  these  copies  of  the  conrespon* 
donee  with  the  Commissioners  at  the  head 
quarters  of  tho  Austrian,  French,  and  Sar- 
dinian armies,  which  I  have  brought  up  by 
command  of  Her  Majesty,  should  lie  upon 
the  tahle.  I  would  avail  myself  of  thii 
opportunity  to  make  a  very  short  statement 
to  the  House,  not  so  much  as  to  those  oir* 
cumstances  in  regard  to  which  the  publio 
are  already  perfectly  well  informed,  as  with 
respect  to  the  course  of  business  which  va 
shall  propose  to  the  House.  It  is  well 
known  to  everybody  that  upon  the  failure 
of  the  efforts  of  my  noble  Friend,  Earl 
Granville,  to  form  a  Government,  I  was 
honoured  with  the  commands  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  undertake  the  duty  of  constructing 
an  Administration.  The  first  step  which 
I  took  under  those  cii'cumstances  was  to 
address  myself  to  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  tho  City  of  London  (LoihI  John 
Russell)  between  whom  and  myself  an 
agreement  already  existed  that,  whichever 
of  tho  two  might  happen  to  receive  the 
commands  of  the  Sovereign  to  form  an 
Administration  in  the  place  of  that  which 
had  given  in  its  resignation,  we  would  co- 
operate for  tho  purpose  of  forming  an  ef- 
ficient and  strong  Government.  My  noble 
Friend,  with  the  utmost  promptitude  and 
generosity,  immediately  consented  to  give 
his  co-operation  for  that  purpose,  and  un- 
dertook that  which  at  all  times  is  one  of 
the  most  important  departments  of  State, 
but  which  under  present  circumstances  is, 
beyond  all  others,  of  national  importance 
— I  mean  tho  direction  of  our  foreign  re- 
lations. My  noble  Friend  and  myself  were 
able  to  surround  ourselves  with  colleagues 
eminent  for  their  public  station  and  re- 
markable for  their  ability  and  knowledge 
of  the  administration  of  affairs,  and  I  trust 
that  we  have  succeeded  in  presenting  to 
this  House,  to  Parliament,  and  to  the 
country  an  Administration  which,  by  the 
distinguished  elements  of  which  it  is  com- 
posed, will  command,  obtain,  and  secure 
the  confidence  of  this  House  and  of  tho 
country.  I  need  not  say.  Sir,  that  ui 
some  respects  the  duty  which  I  had  to  per^ 
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form  was  painful  to  my  feelings,  because 
I  was  unable  to  ask  and  obtain  the  assist- 
ance of  many  of  those  personal  and  po- 
litical friends  with  whom  it  had  been  my 
pleasure  and  pride  upon  a  former  occasion 
to  co-operate  in  tho  public  sorvico — men 
whose  talents,  zeal,  and  ability  in  the  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  which  were  imposed 
upon  them  entitled  them  not  only  to  my 
esteem  and  confidence,  but  also  to  the 
approbation  of  their  fellow  countrymen. 
The  Administration  having  been  formed, 
it  now  becomes  our  duty  to  consider  what 
course  of  proceeding  it  will  be  our  duty 
in  the  present  state  of  the  year,  and  in 
the  present  state  of  the  business  before 
Parliament,  to  propose  to  this  House. 
There  are  two  great  questions  which  pre< 
eminently  occupy  the  attention  of  this 
House  and  the  public  ;  one,  the  state  of 
our  foreign  relations  as  connected  with 
those  important  events  which  are  now 
passing  in  tho  south  of  Europe;  the  other, 
that  question  of  the  amendment  of  the 
laws  regarding  the  representation  of  the 
people  in  Parliament,  which  has  so  re- 
cently and  so  anxiously  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  and  of  the  country. 
The  course  which  we  intend  to  pursue 
with  regard  to  that  first  great  question  is 
the  course  which  has  been  chalked  out  for 
us  by  those  who  preceded  us,  and  which 
has  been  recommended,  or  is  intended 
to  be  recommended,  by  the  Resolution 
of  which  notice  has  been  given  by  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Elcho) — that  is,  a  strict 
neutrality  in  the  contest  which  is  now 
waging.  I  trust  that  nothing  can  occur 
which  should  involve  this  country  in  hos- 
tilities, which,  as  far  as  human  foresight 
can  go,  seems  to  turn  upon  matters  which, 
though  interesting  the  sympathies  one  way 
or  tho  other  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
are  yet  so  remote  from  their  direct  in- 
terests that  it  would,  I  think,  bo  unpar- 
donable in  any  Government  to  endeavour 
to  involve  this  country  in  the  contest.  It 
will  be  our  duty,  as  no  doubt  it  would 
have  been  felt  to  be  the  duty  of  the  late 
Government  to  avail  ourselves  of  any  fa- 
vourable opportunity  which  may  occur  in 
the  course  of  these  events  to  tender  the 
good  ofiiices  of  England,  cither  separately 
or  conjointly  with  other  Powers  ;  for  the 
purpose  of  restoring  to  Europe  the  bless- 
ings of  peace  ;  but  I  am  sure  that  this 
House  will  feel  that  steps  of  that  kind 
ought  not  to  be  lightly  taken,  that  a  great 
country  like  this  ought  not  to  tender  advice 
or  interpose  its  ofiSces  until  it  sees  that  the 
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march  of  events  renders  it  likely  that  those 
good  ofiSces  or  that  advice  will  bo  accept- 
able to  those  to  whom  they  are  tendered, 
and  that  lightly  and  without  sufficient  con- 
sideration to  commit  the  country  to  steps 
of  that  sort  would  be  derogatory  to  the 
dignity  of  the  country  and  useless  with  re- 
gard to  any  good  which  might  be  antici- 
pated from  the  adoption  of  such  a  course. 
With  regard  to  the  other  great  question — 
the  amendment  of  the  laws  regulating  the 
representation  of  the  people  in  Parliament 
— I  think  it  is  almost  needless  for  me  to  say 
that,  considering  the  season  of  the  year, 
considering  how  short  a  time  must  elapse 
before  the  return  of  August,  and  possibly  of 
September,  will  so  thin  the  attendance  in  this 
House  that  no  question  of  great  importance 
ought  to  be  submitted  to  its  deliberations, 
and  considering  the  amount  of  inevitable 
business  which  we  have  to  go  through,  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  agree  that  it  would  be 
trifling  with  so  great  and  important  a  sub- 
ject as  that  of  Parliamentary  Reform  if 
we  were  to  attempt  to  introduce  into  this 
House  during  the  present  Session  a  Bill 
upon  that  subject.  That  it  will  be  our 
endeavour  and  determination  to  avail  our- 
selves of  the  earliest  moment  of  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament  to  prepare  and  pro- 
duce a  Bill,  I  can  give  the  assurance  of 
myself  and  my  colleagues.  When  the  next 
Session  will  commence  must  depend  very 
much  upon  the  course  of  events,  and  upon 
the  course  of  business.  I  wish  to  with- 
hold any  opinion  upon  that  subject  at  the 
present  moment.  Events  may  occur  which 
may  render  it  necessary  that  that  Session 
should  be  held  earlier  than  the  aocustom- 
ed  period.  There  may  be  considerations 
which  may  lead  in  the  other  direotion^  but 
upon  that  point  I  beg  the  House  to  under- 
stand that  we  reserve  it  to  ourselves  to 
state  at  some  future  period  of  the  present 
Session  what  our  views  and  intentions  may 
be.  Wc  shall  therefore  proceed  at  once 
with  the  business  which  is  before  us. 
Some  of  the  Estimates  will  have  to  be 
considered  and  voted  by  the  House.  There 
will  be  the  budget  of  my  right  hen.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  be 
stated  and  considered  ;  there  may  pro* 
bably  be  measures  consequent  upon  that 
budget,  and  there  my  be  other  measures  of 
minor  importance  which  we  may  think  it 
our  duty  to  propose  ;  but  that  amount  of 
business  will  probably,  I  think  cortainlj» 
occupy  all  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
summer  during  which  it  is  possible  for  us 
to  expect  such  an  attendance  of  Members 
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M  will  enabfe  ns  to  deliberate  upon  mea- 
■Qies  of  importance.  I  will  not  trespass 
fordier  on  the  attention  of  the  House  ex- 
cept to  lay  that,  considering  how  late  the 
Siswtoii  i8»  and  how  important  it  is  that 
die  business  nsuallj  called  the  business  of 
tlie  GoTernment,  though  really  the  business 
•f  the  eoantry,  should  be  proceeded  with 
M  rapidly  as  possible,  it  is  my  intention  to 
propoae  on  a  future  day  that  Thursdays, 
DenuiiDg  with  this  day  fortnight,  shall  be 
Omr  days,  instead  of,  as  usual,  being 
Noliee  days.  That  is  an  arrangement  that 
la  immUt  made  towards  the  latter  part  of 
the  Semon  :  and  I  trust  that,  under  the 
ciiceMitances,  those  who  may  have  notices 
m  Ae  paper  for  this  day  fortnight  will 
oAr  DO  opposition  to  the  proposal  which  I 
ddiiiftke. 
Motion  agreed  to, 

NATIONAL  DEFENCES. 
0B8ERYATI0NS. 

Sm  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  he  could 
not  consent  to  give  his  support  to  the  pre- 
sent Govemment  till  he  had  some  distinct 
udentanding  that  it  was  their  intention 
to  maintain  and  increase  the  national  dc- 
faneea.  The  late  Government  had  done  a 
great  deal  to  put  the  country  in  a  proper 
state  of  defence,  and  he  gave  them  full 
eredii  for  their  exertions  in  that  direction, 
thoogh  they  had  not  gone  quite  so  far  as 
he  could  have  desired.  Previous  Govern- 
ments had  acted  excessively  wrong  in  allow- 
ing the  navy  to  fall  off  in  point  of  effi- 
eieney  ;  but  he  was  happy  to  say  that  the 
Rrst  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty  under  the 
kte  Goremment  had  done  a  great  deal  to 
pat  it  in  a  respectable  and  eifectivo  posi- 
tion. Ho  never  could  forgive  their  pre- 
decessors for  having  paid  off  seven  sail  of 
the  line  in  the  year  18o7,  an  act  from 
which  the  navy  never  recovered  ;  and  again 
for  having  reduced  the  workmen  in  the 
dockyards.  Tho  late  Government  how- 
erer  when  they  recovered  their  senses  did 
what  they  ought  to  do  and  gave  us  24  sail 
of  the  line.  He  was  sorry  to  say,  how- 
eTor,  that  not  more  than  5,000  men  had 
availed  themselves  of  the  bounty,  few  of 
whom  were  ablebodicd  seamen.  Wo  ought 
to  bo  prepared  for  any  emergency.  The 
French  were  making  most  extraordinary 
progress  in  Italy,  and  that  great  man  the 
Emperor— for  ho  would  call  him  a  great 
man — who  though  not  bred  a  soldier  was 
performing  foats  worthy  of  the  first  Na- 
poleon.    There  was  no  saying  what  all 
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this  would  lead  to.     When  he  went  back 
to    France  a   conqueror,  having   perhaps 
placed  a  king  over  Italy,  were  they  sure 
that  he  would  be  master  of  his  own  actions? 
lie  (Sir  Charles  Napier)  would  advise  hon. 
Members  to  look  ahead  lest  in  such  cir- 
cumstances we    might    have   to    engage 
France   with   Russia   on   our  rear.     We 
ought  to  have  40  or  50  sail  of  the  line  in 
this  country  to  maintain  our  honour  and 
dignity  whatever  might  happen.     It  had 
been  said,  however,  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  about  to  cut  down  our 
expenditure  ;  but  if  this  was  so,  and  if  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  re- 
peated the  wicked  action  that  was  com- 
mitted by  the   First   Lord   in    1857,   ho 
hoped  the  House  would  interfere  and  take 
the  matter  into  its  own  hands.     We  wanted 
an  entire  change  of  system.     We  had,  in 
truth,  no  system  at  all,  but  were  constantly 
changing  our  plans — at  one  time  incurring 
great  expenditure,  and  at  another  carrying 
economy  too  far.  Good  seamen  could  not  be 
got  because  they  found  that,  when  unem- 
ployed, they  were   turned  adrift  without 
reference  either  to  their  interests  or  the 
interests   of   tho  country.      It  was   well 
known  that  when  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Palmerston)  was  the  guest  of  the  Emperor 
Napoleon  at  Compi^gne  the  Emperor  did 
not  conceal  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
have  50  screw  sail  of  the  line,  and  that  he 
had  the  means  of  transporting  40,000  or 
50,000  men  at  once.     He  had  shown  in 
Italy  what  he  was  ahle  to  do  in  this  re- 
spect, for  he  suceeded,  by  way  of  Mar- 
seilles, in  bringing  a  large  army  into  the 
field  before  the  Austrians  were  ready  to 
meet  him.     He  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  benches  would  insist  on  re- 
ceiving some  assurance  from  Government 
as  to  their  intentions  with  regard  to  the 
navy.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  acted  as  a  bold  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  for  when  Parliament  was 
not   sitting   he    issued   the   Proclamation 
offering  tho   £10   bounty.      There   were 
people  who  said  there  was  no  necessity  for 
a  bounty,   because   the  Baltic  fleet   was 
manned  without  it.     Nobody  knew  better 
than    himself  how   the   Baltic  fleet  was 
manned,  and  he  maintained  that  it  afford- 
ed no  argument  against  tho  offer  of  the 
bounty.     He  begged  to  state  that  if  he 
did  not  see  some  energetic  step  taken  to 
render  the  naval  service  more  e£Scient  he 
would  himself  bring  the  subject  before  the 
House. 
Mr.  SPEAKER  said^  there  was  no  Mo- 
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tion  beforo  the  House,  and  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  had  not  concluded 
with  any  Motion  his  observations  were 
irregular. 

CRIMINAL  PROCEDURE— LEAVE. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  rose  to 
move  for  leaye  to  introduce  the  first 
aeries  of  Bills  to  consolidate  and  amend 
the  Criminal  Statute  Law  of  England  and 
Ireland.  For  a  considerable  time  a  body 
of  learned  and  eminent  persons,  called  the 
Statute  Law  Commissioners,  had  carried  on 
their  labours  with  a  view  to  discover  the  best 
means  of  securing  the  object  which  he  then 
sought  to  accomplish.  But  shortly  after 
they  had  commenced  their  inquiries  they 
had  found  that  they  had  two  difficult  ques- 
tions to  decide.  The  first  was,  whether 
their  Bills  should  be  a  mere  consolidation 
of  the  statutes  or  an  amendment  of  the 
law.  The  next  important  question  they 
had  to  consider  was,  whether  or  not  they 
should  include  Ireland  in  their  labours. 
It  had  been  very  well  pointed  out  by  Mr. 
Bellenden  Eer  that  if  they  proceeded  upon 
the  principle  of  consolidating  the  English 
law  only,  they  would  create  a  greater  dif- 
ference than  that  which  already  existed  be- 
tween the  law  here  and  the  law  in  Ire- 
land, inasmuch  as  many  of  the  statutes 
which  had  been  passed  since  the  Union 
applied  to  both  countries.  They  also  con- 
sulted Mr.  Napier,  the  late  Chancellor  for 
Ireland,  who  had  given  it  distinctly  as 
his  opinion,  that  there  should  be  one  set 
of  statutes  for  both  countries.  In  a  com- 
munication addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Statute  Law  Commission  he  said  : — 

**  I  think  the  Irish  Statutes  ought  to  be  over- 
hauled, with  the  view  of  consolidating  them  as 
much  as  possible  with  the  corresponding  English 
Acts.  We  have  about  2,263  Irish  Acts  before  the 
Union  ;  then,  under  Poyning*s  Act  (10th  Henry 
VIL,  c.  22),  we  have  to  import  English  Acts :  and 
by  the  8th  Edward  IV.,  c.  1,  and  2l8t  and  22nd 
Geo.  III.,  c.  48,  English  Acts  are  extended  to 
Ireland.  Since  the  Union  there  hayo  been  passed 
about  1,300  statutes  oxclusiyely  relating  to  Ire- 
land ;  so  that,  in  addition  to  the  early  and  the 
post-Union  Laws,  which  extend  to  both  countries 
there  are  upwards  of  3,560  statutes  peculiar  to 
Ireland.  I  believe  it  to  be  practicable  to  have 
one  set  of  statutes  for  both  countries,  which 
would  regulate  most  matters  proper  for  legisla- 
tion, though  there  arc  important  exceptional  sub- 
jects which,  on  principles  of  sound  policy,  ought 
still  to  be  dealt  with  by  special  and  separate 
legislation  ;  but  1  own  that  1  have  the  strongest 
desire  to  bring  Ireland,  as  much  as  possible,  under 
the  same  laws — administered  in  the  same  spirit 
.IS  in  England ;  without  this  the  Union  is  an  Im- 
perial evil,  and  Ireland  but  a  province.    The  very 
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able  work  of  BIr.  Gabbet  shows  how  the  work  of 
consolidation  might  be  accomplished  by  diligence 
and  labour;  and  I  think  that  in  blending  the 
parallel  statutes  advantage  should  be  taken  of  the 
comparison  of  the  enactments  and  the  judicial 
conmients  in  both  countries,  >o  as  to  produce  an 
improved  imperial  edition  for  future  use.  I  might 
easily  refer  to  recent  instances,  in  which  the  sys- 
tem of  separate  legislation  has  signally  fidled,  and 
I  cannot  too  strongly  urge  its  eondemnaiion.  The 
occasional  jobs  and  frequent  blunders  to  be  found 
in  the  Acts  for  Ireland  are  the  spawn  of  this 
vicious  system.  I  have  found  it  impracticable, 
even  with  a  diligent  attendance  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  detect  and  defeat  these  flaws  in 
measures  for  Ireland,  which  eonld  not  eseapo  if 
proposed  in  an  Imperial  BilL  As  to  the  past, 
therefore,  I  would  earnestly  recommend  a  revi- 
sion, with  a  view  to  such  consolidation  as  I  have 
suggested ;  and  as  to  the  future,  that  some  ar- 
rangement be  proposed  by  which  the  lagislation 
for  Ireland  may  be  subjected  to  the  same  ouefhl 
supervision  as  that  for  England,  with  wtiA  it 
should  be  as  much  as  possible  identified.  Tben 
are  some  subjects  which  might  very  nsefUDy  en- 
gage our  early  attention — for  instance,  the  Stamp 
Laws,  the  Law  of  Judgments,  Ac.  I  think  it  ii  a 
very  prudent  course  to  take  up  such  groups  of 
statutes  as  overlay  tho  law  on  these  eveiy-day 
matters,  and  construct  a  new  and  oomplete  code, 
repealing  at  the  same  time  all  tho  old  statntes." 

His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  yisited  Ireland 
last  October, .in  order  to  arrange  what 
measures  it  might  be  necessary  to  intro- 
duce in  regard  to  that  country*  and  be 
called  on  the  Irish  Ezecuti?e  to  state  their 
views  on  tho  subject.  The  question  was 
brought  before  the  late  Cabinet,  and  the 
consequence  of  their  decision  was  the  pre- 
paration of  the  present  Bill.  Ho  would 
shortly  state  what  had  been  done.  The 
first  question  that  presented  itself  was  what 
was  to  be  done  in  regard  to  the  punish- 
ment  of  death.  When  Blockstone  wrote 
there  were  on  the  Statute-book  no  less 
than  167  capital  felonies,  and  although 
happily  executions  were  not  now  freqoent 
it  was  within  the  memory  of  lifing  men 
how  great  was  the  number  of  execations 
which  formerly  took  place  after  a  sessions 
in  London.  In  process  of  time,  wbeo 
the  opinions  of  men  on  the  necessitj  of 
capital  punishment  became  more  modi- 
fied, juries  averse  to  Uio  punishment  of 
death  committed  what  might  be  termed 
judicial  perjury,  and  acquitted  the  pri- 
soners ;  so  that  they  had  the  spectacle 
of  one  kind  of  law  embodied  in  the  Sta- 
tute-book and  another  kind  administered 
in  the  country.  This  led  to  the  reduc- 
tion  of  capital  offences  to  the  number  of 
twelve,  and  the  question  now  was  in  which 
of  these  cases  Parliament  could  permit  the 
abolition  of  tho  punishment  of  deatbi    At 
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the  present  time  in  Ireland,  he  found 
Bpedfied  on  the  books — arson  of  the  dwell- 
ing, arson  of  the  shop  with  intent  to  mur- 
der, exhibiting  false  lights  for  the  purpose 
of  eansing  shipwreck,  gaol-breaking,  mur- 
der, stabbing,  poisoning,  robbing  and 
vennding,  &o.  When  the  subject  was 
ooDttdered  bj  the  late  Cabinet  it  was 
dioiiglit  that  it  would  be  a  yerj  proper 
thing  to  propose  to  Parliament  to  abolish 
the  pmiishmeDt  of  death  in  all  cases  ez- 
Mf4  tliose  of  high  treason  and  murder. 
Oyfwlmities  had  arisen  for  the  carrying 
oatoff  dbctive  secondary  punishment  which 
did  aot  formerly  exist.  Ho  had  always 
llio^lil  that  after  the  late  Criminal  Law 
CoHMBsioners  had  recommended  the  abo- 
Utkm  of  capital  punishment  for  rape,  it 
wvM  be  extremely  difficult  to  retain  it 
ftr  aay  offence  against  the  person  short  of 
aetoal  murder.  The  Bill  also  professed  to 
deal  with  a  crime  of  which  they  had  heard 
a  great  deal  lately — namely,  conspiracy  to 
■order.  That  offence  was  capital  in  Ire- 
knd  and  not  capital  in  England.  lie  had 
iMen  asked  whether  he  would  not  assimi- 
him  the  laws  of  the  two  countries.  Con- 
ridering  that  Ireland  had  been  handed  over 
to  the  present  Government  in  a  condition 
that  it  had  never  been  in  before — in  a  slate 
of  great  prosperity  and  profound  tranquil- 
lity— he  was  of  opinion  that  in  this  parti- 
eeiar  instance,  as  in  several  others,  ez- 
eeptional  laws  might  be  abolished.  He 
thought  that  it  was  but  just,  as  was  ob- 
serred  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  John  Kussell) 
daring  the  course  of  a  late  debate,  that 
the  punishment  of  death  should  be  inflicted 
fiir  conspiracy  to  murder  where  death  en- 
med  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  where  the 
orime  of  murder  was  not  actually  con- 
summated it  should  be  withheld,  and  a 
secondary  punishment  substituted.  It  was 
generally  felt  that  when  death  did  not  re- 
sult the  criminal  might  be  allowed  to  get 
the  benefit  of  not  having  carried  his  crime 
into  execution.  Wherever  the  conspiracy 
to  murder  was  ])rovcd  it  would  bo  in  the 
power  of  the  Jud^o  to  pass  a  severe 
penalty,  but  he  might,  if  he  thought  fit, 
rednce  the  punishment  to  an  imprisonment 
for  four  years.  There  was  the  case  of  a 
conspiracy  to  murder  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters at  a  dinner  at  Lord  Harrowby's. 
No  doubt,  such  a  conspiracy  might  be  a 
?ery  gross  offence,  but  the  Crown  was 
more  likely  to  gain  a  conviction  when  the 
punishment  was  reasonablo  and  moderate. 
The  crime  of  forgory  was  consolidated  by 


the  English  statute  law  in  tho  time  of 
William  IV.  In  Ireland  the  laws  relating 
to  forgery  had  never  been  consolidated,  and 
there  were  now  forty-five  Acts  of  Parliament 
relating  to  that  crime.  But,  as  the  offence 
and  the  punishment  ought  to  be  the  same 
in  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  there 
was  no  real  difficulty  in  amending  the 
Acts,  in  applying  the  same  law  to  both 
countries,  and  in  clearing  the  Statute- 
book  of  forty  or  fifty  Acts  of  Parliament. 
It  would  not,  then,  be  necessary  to  have  so 
much  separate  legislation,  while  the  crime 
itself  would  become  rarer  in  Ireland  from 
the  knowledge  that  punishment  would  cer- 
tainly follow  conviction.  He  thought  that 
it  would  be  highly  creditable  to  the  Go- 
vernment if  they  could  pass  such  a  consoli- 
dation law  that  there  should  not  be  a  clause 
UDon  the  Statute-book  of  Ireland  which  did 
not  extend  to  England  in  the  matter  of  cri- 
minal law.  There  was  one  of  the  Bills  to 
which  he  wished  particularly  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  and 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  an  admirable 
Bill  —  namely,  the  Procedure  Bill.  By 
this  Bill  all  the  procedure  laws  commenc- 
ing with  those  relating  to  the  issuing  of 
Commissions  to  Judges  from  tho  time  of 
King  Edward  I.  to  Queen  Victoria,  had 
been  overhauled  and  systematized,  and  tho 
present  would  be  a  complete  Procedure  Bill 
for  both  countries.  It  would  be  found  to 
be  a  very  readable  Bill,  but  there  were  only 
two  clauses  that  now  deserved  tho  atten- 
tion of  tho  House.  These  were  Clauses 
G  and  7  declaring  what  was  to  be  dono 
in  cases  formerly  punished  by  forfeiture  of 
goods  and  chattels  and  confiscation  of  land. 
It  was  said  that  confiscation  of  land  was 
tho  corner-stone  of  the  classification  of 
crimes  by  tho  law  of  England.  When 
Sir  Matthew  Hale  wrote,  almost  every 
crime  was  a  felony.  But  Mr.  Amos  had 
published  an  interesting  work  entitled  tho 
Ruins  of  Time,  to  prove  the  ruins  time  had 
made  in  the  compositions  of  Sir  Matthew 
Hale.  While  he  admitted  that  tho  lato 
Cabinet  did  not  decide  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  the  forfeiture  of  lands,  and 
that  confiscation  should  be  abolished,  he  in 
his  individual  character  felt  at  liberty  to 
urge  the  abolition  of  this  penalty.  Take 
the  case  of  Sir  W.  Raleigh.  The  King 
first  chopped  off  his  head  and  then  took 
his  estate  for  his  favourite.  When  Lady 
Raleigh  asked  for  the  restoration  of  Sher- 
borne Castle,  the  erudite  Scotchman  then 
seated  on  tho  throne  of  England  re- 
plied, "  I  mun  bao  it  for  Carr,"  whioh 
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being  translated  meant,  **  I  must  have  it 
for  Kerr.'*  The  law  ought  to  be  satisfied 
with  the  life  of  the  victim,  without  punish- 
ing his  innocent  family.  He  was  present 
at  the  trial  of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  for  trea- 
son. The  Grown  might  have  taken  his  life, 
bat  on  what  principle  of  justice  could  the 
law  have  taken  his  estate  from  his  eldest 
son — a  man  of  the  highest  talent  and  every 
virtue  ?  He  admitted  it  might  be  rejoined 
that  confiscation  was  still  the  law  of  this 
country,  but  he  had  lately  been  reading  the 
arguments  urged  by  Sir  Samuel  Romilly 
on  this  point,  and  they  reminded  him  of 
the  conversation  between  the  Emperor 
Joseph  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Austrian 
empire.  The  Emperor  was  reported  to 
have  asked  his  Chancellor  whether  he  had 
read  the  essay  of  Beccaria.  "  I  have, 
Sire,"  was  the  reply.  **  Can  you  answer 
it?"  "  No.  Sire."  *'  Then  act  upon  it," 
said  the  Emperor.  He  would  refer  the 
House  to  what  has  been  written  by  Mr. 
Amos  in  reference  to  the  argument  of 
Romilly  on  confiscation  :  — 

"  On  the  general  principle  of  confiscation,  it 
may  be  obBcrved  that  it  is  open  to  the  gravest 
objections.  Sir  Matthew  Hale,  indeed,  does  not 
offer  any  opinion  concerning  its  impolicy  or  inhu- 
manity ;  and  Blackstone  labours  to  prove  what 
he  terms  the  '  natural  justice'  of  confiscation  for 
treason.  The  first  pattern  for  confiscation  is  sup- 
posed to  have  been  given  to  the  world  by  Sylla, 
the  Dictator.  Among  the  principal  objections  to 
confiscation  may  be  reckoned  that  the  penalty  is, 
in  many  cases,  excessive,  and  disproportioncd  to 
the  nature  and  extent  of  offences ;  that  it  is  un- 
equal in  its  application  to  different  offenders,  being 
graduated  not  according  to  the  gravity  of  an 
offence,  but  the  magnitude  and  description  of  the 
offender's  estate;  that  it  usually  involves  the 
misery  and  utter  ruin  of  the  innocent  families 
of  offenders.  Livingstone,  Dumont,  and  Bentham, 
have  written  cogently  against  forfeitures,  but  no- 
where, perhaps,  are  they  more  eloquently  repro- 
bated than  in  the  following  extract  from  a  speech 
of  Sir  S.  Romilly.  lie  says  : — 'All  confiscations 
forming  part  of  a  sentence  by  which  death  is  in- 
flicted, are  founded,  in  my  opinion,  upon  the 
greatest  injustice.  To  confiscate  the  property  of 
the  criminal  whose  life  is  lofl  untouched,  is  to 
take  from  him  the  means  by  which  the  enjoyments 
and  comforts  of  life  are  supplied :  but  if  the  law 
deprives  him  of  life  also,  the  forfeiture  can  only 
affect  those  whom  he  leaves  behind.  Upon  them 
alone  the  punishment  falls ;  and,  if  the  offender  be 
at  all  affected  by  it,  it  is  only  as  he  may  feel,  and 
be  aflllctcd  for  them.  Almost  all  punishments, 
indeed,  extend  beyond  the  criminal  against  whom 
they  are  directed.  The  greatest  criminals  have 
often  deserving  relations  and  connections,  who 
sympathize  in  their  sufferings,  and  who,  though 
perfectly  innocent,  thus  endure  a  part  of  tlie  pun- 
isliment.  But  this  arises  from  the  necessary  im- 
perfocrions  in  all  human  institutions.  In  the  law, 
however,  of  forfeiture,  this,  which  is  an  imavoid- 
ablo  evil,  but  which  all  wise  legislatures  would,  if 
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it  were  possible,  avoid,  is  the  very  priaciple  upon 
which  the  law  proceeds.  The  direct  punishment 
is  inflicted  on  the  innocent,  and  it  is  by  sympathy 
alone  that  the  guilty  is  affected,  if  he  be  at  aU 
affected  by  it.  To  the  most  obdurate  and  harden- 
ed it  is  no  punishment  at  all ;  to  the  less  criminal 
— to  those  only  whose  minds  are  not  callous  to  all 
sense  of  virtue  and  of  humanity,  if  to  any,  it  cu 
operate  as  a  punishment.  You  choose  for  the  in- 
strument of  your  moral  torture  the  best  feelings 
of  the  human  heart,  and  aggravate  and  enhanee 
your  punishment  in  proportion  as  the  subjeot  of  It 
is  less  an  object  of  detestation.' " 

Those  were  arguments  which  it  was  impoi- 
sible  to  answer,  and,  therefore  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  he  proposed  to  abolish  the  penalty 
of  confiscation  of  land  for  orimei  to  which 
it  now  applied.  What  was  the  case  m  ra» 
spect  of  felony  ?  There  was  an  instanee  of 
a  man  at  Salisbury  being  convicted  of  fUooj 
for  stealing  one  penny,  and  all  hii  goods 
were  forfeited.  The  bishop,  under  his  giant 
of  the  goods  and  chattels  of  felons,  howmr, 
claimed  the  chattels,  and,  being  a  just  man, 
he  divided  the  property  among  the  moit 
deserving  relatives.  Thus,  too,  the  8o?e- 
reign  never  actually  took  the  produce  of  a 
felon's  property,  but  left  it  to  the  law  offi- 
cers to  decide  to  whom  it  should  be  giTon. 
As  long  as  almost  all  felonies  were  cartel 
he  could  understand  the  value  of  a  distine- 
tion  between  felonies  and  misdemeanors; 
but  now,  when  many  misdemeanora  wete 
more  heinous  than  some  feloniet»  the 
case  was  different.  It  might  be  urged, 
however,  that  these  were  suggestions  for 
the  improvement  of  the  law,  which  ongfat 
to  have  emanated  from  the  Statnte  MV 
Commission;  but  with  all  due  respect  to 
that  Commission  they  had  very  little  power, 
and  felt  themselves  under  a  difficulty  m 
making  such  suggestions  and  changes.  It 
had  been  proposed  to  consolidate  the  whok 
Statute  Law  of  England,  but  he  contended 
that  the  late  Government  took  the  wiser 
course  in  confining  the  consolidation  to  the 
criminal  law,  in  the  first  instance,  hecanse 
any  system  which  consolidated  the  erinu- 
nal  law  of  the  two  kingdoms  must  n^ 
cessarily  ameliorate  the  criminal  law  of 
Ireland,  while  it  could  not  but  prove  be- 
neficial to  the  criminal  law  of  England. 
That  was  the  whole  scope  and  character 
of  the  measure,  and  he  had  to  return  his 
thanks  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Grown  in 
this  country,  especially  to  the  late  A^ 
torney  General,  for  the  support  and  as- 
sistance he  had  rendered,  and  also  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University  (Mr.  Walpole)  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  applied  himself  to  this 
measure  and  the  earnest  desire  he  hid 
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orinced  to  secure  what  benefit  he  could 
tor  Ireland.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  the  present  law  officers  of  the 
Grown  would  consider  the  subject  care- 
follyy  for  although  other  countries  were 
at  war»  and  it  might  behove  us  to  take 
praoaationaiy  measures,  yet  ample  op- 
portonity  would  be  afforded  by  the  con- 
tumanee  of  the  neutrality  to  look  into 
qpcationa  of  great  domestic  importance. 
Whaterer  concerned  the  liberties  and 
Ima  of  the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom 
nnwt  always  be  of  paramount  importance 
in  diat  House,  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  the  Bills  in  question  would  meet 
witbaoareful  investigation  and  considerate 

^ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  it 
WM  undoubtedly  not  his  intention  to  offer 
anything  like  opposition  to  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
hut  rather  to  tender  to  him  individually 
his  thanks  for  the  labour  which  he  had 
hsatowed  on  this  subject ;  and  for  his 
own  part,  he  should  welcome  and  receive 
with  the  attention  due  to  the  quarter  from 
whence  the  Bills  came  the  measures  which 
were  proposed  to  be  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House.  It  was  requisite,  however, 
tiiat  the  attention  of  the  House  should  be 
called  to  another  matter  connected  with 
this  subject  on  which  it  was  high  time 
that  some  determination  should  be  come 
to.  The  House  was  asked  on  the  present 
occasion  to  receive  and  consider  statutes 
newly  constructed  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
solidating the  whole  of  the  criminal  law  of 
England  and  Ireland.  That  was  a  simple 
proposition  that  they  should  at  one  blow 
abrogate  the  whole  of  the  existing  laws, 
and  receive  a  new  enactment  in  place  of 
that  which  they  now  had.  Now,  he  want- 
ed to  know,  and  he  wanted  the  House  to 
consider,  what  means  there  were  of  as- 
soring  themselves  that  no  alteration  would 
take  place,  and  that  the  now  enactment 
and  the  new  combination  would  amount, 
with  the  exception  of  the  particulars  speci- 
fied, to  nothing  more  than  a  re-enactment 
of  the  antecedent  law  ?  He  was  perfectly 
confident  that  the  House  never  would  be 
led  to  take  such  a  leap  in  the  dark.  How, 
he  Would  ask,  could  they  arrive  at  the  con- 
dusion  that  these  very  universal  and  com- 
prehensive measures  might  not  in  reality 
effect  a  radical  alteration  of  the  existing 
law?  In  one  particular,  that  in  which 
express  alteration  was  intended  to  be  made, 
he  entirely  concurred  in  the  sentiments  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 


He  had  long  felt,  as  a  law  officer  of 
the  Crown,  that  great  mischief  and  in- 
convenience resulted  from  the  forfeiture  of 
goods  and  chattels,  and  also  from  the  for- 
feiture of  lands ;  he  entirely  concurred  in 
the  suggestion  of  humanity,  and,  he  would 
add,  of  justice,  that  had  been  brought  for- 
ward for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the  House 
to  consent  to  a  change  of  the  criminal  law 
in  that  respect ;  but  he  felt  that  it  was 
a  very  serious  thing  to  propose  that  the 
House  should  accept  a  consolidation  of  the 
statutes,  the  House  being  utterly  unable  to 
undertake  the  office  of  examining  whether 
or  not  the  statute  simply  embodied  the  ex- 
isting law,  and  therefore  being  exposed  to 
the  peril  of  altering  the  law  by  accepting 
an  enactment  which  it  took  on  trust  and 
credit  from  some  other  quarter.  These 
were  the  reasons  which  long  ago  had  led 
him — he  was  now  speaking  as  an  indi- 
vidual— to  suggest  to  the  House  the  ab- 
solute necessity  for  the  establishment  of  a 
department  of  justice,  composed  of  indi- 
viduals whose  bounden  duty  it  would  be 
to  examine  this  subject,  who  would  be  re- 
sponsible for  it,  who  would  undertake  it, 
not  in  the  manner  in  which  it  was  now  un- 
dertaken by  the  Statute  Law  Commission, 
but  as  their  exclusive  business  and  duty, 
and  upon  the  credit  and  faith  of  whose 
well-known  ability  and  responsibility  it 
would  be  that  measures  of  consolidation 
would  be  brought  before  the  House.  The 
House  was  perfectly  well  aware  that  sta- 
tutes, even  if  they  were  gathered  together 
in  the  very  words,  so  far  as  they  could  bo 
preserved,  of  the  existing  enactments,  yet 
when  strung  together  in  a  different  form, 
under  a  different  arrangement,  and  with 
a  different  preamble,  might  receive  a 
construction  altogether  different  from  that 
which  was  now  put  on  the  existing  law. 
The  Statute  Law  Commission  had  been  in 
existence  for  several  years,  and  with  the 
exception  of  some  Bills  which  had  been 
brought  in  by  the  late  Attorney  General, 
on  the  day  before  the  late  dissolution  it 
had  never  placed  on  the  table  of  the  House 
a  single  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
solidating the  law.  He  apprehended,  there- 
fore, that  it  would  be  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant duties  of  the  present  Government 
to  consider  what  should  be  done  with  the 
Statute  Law  Commission.  Now,  supposing 
that  something  could  be  done  on  that  sub- 
ject, it  would  be  desirable  that  this  great 
and  important  measure  of  consolidating,  or, 
as  he  should  prefer  to  say,  of  digesting^ 
the  statutes  should  be  committed  to  persons 
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vb.^  vcu'd  bo  respccfible  to  that  House.  |  give  to  his  rigbt  hoo.  Friend  she  grefttest 
X:  i:.:?;  :^cv  vere  ^jTcatly  indebted  to  ■  possible  credit  and  pcwe  f^r  hit  labours 
:>.<:«<;  i:c  i=-i  *j;jLr::«'d  G«c  tie  men  who  laid  =  in  this  matter,  he  hopeJ  he  wocld  agree 
re  -12.^  zx'z'^  ::  :!:io  House  the  result  of  with  him  that  the  work  muss  he  performed 
:!::;r  ::::d.^.>:«j^  abc'irs.  But  observe  how  in  a  ditfcrent,  more  cocnpreheosiTe,  and 
ri--  scocc.  X.e  Lue  AttomeT  Ge- !  more  satisfactonr  war,  and  that  he  wodd 
5  :'i  $ci»iL  I^d  03  the  tabic,  j  not  be  surprised  if  Her  Maje«tj  a  Gorem* 
-  :•!  ii*r  t^iin  :it:  liie  dissolution,  seven :  ment  did  not  immediatelT  pre^s  the  ceo- 
3  !Ls^  x:.!:^.  u  i-  .:zi€r«:c«>2.  with  the  sidcration  of  the^e  paniealar  measures 
i^j'i'7t'i:  1  ;c  4  Tojr^:'^^-  =:a:c«r  to  which  until  the  whole  sahjeec  could  be  more 
^-j  r^::  ::a  >£c-_>£cijli  Lad  referred,  thoroughly  examined  and  ioTestigated,  and 
T-:r^  -.J*  ".i  T£rr  T«:7Ci«e  for  which  put,  he  trusted,  on  a  more  aaiufactory 
^u  7i^>ci:^  Z'lli  viL-^  :r:a^h:.  Well,  i  footing  than  it  at  present  occupied.  The 
iiii&vi  zv.^T  srtLTi:  :i  *:j  :^e  right  hon.  i  House  was  aware  that  he  had  never  been 
u: .  u.i.*-:i«:  >iiiLiif:TjLi  Lfc:>hi.  he  be- 1  a  pirtv  to  the  mode  in  which  the  praceed- 
ic^r^  iT.ii:  ii<:s«;.     ]]bl*.  Whttz^ite  made  ,  iogs  had  up  to  the  present  been  eondoeted* 

TTiti   Tr^K^::;   wer?  alte-  \  the  suz^e»tion  made  br  the  present  Lord 


T.^:^::-   1^-  -Jibuti   Z'^^.      ''^rr  well;  but  I  Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Unieif 
t:^    Jll.-r   Ti.i:!    v-ir±   :r:'zzi.i  in  bj  the  |  not  having  been  accepted  bj  the  Statute 
:^u-   .L.T;  rz  -  -    ^-.n^irL  i^  :€ec  i^.ugLt  >  Law  Commission.     Bns  he  ahonUfniiOtt 
=    ':    ^r-   :^:^  i^ii  iri'L',  ::  •Jzrz  S:a:u;e  >  the  attention  of  the  GoTemnieat 


— .-r  'Tunizra..':.  1.I.L  ii-fj  ▼iri  i:w  sn-  j  sity  of  now  proceeding  in  a  mnnnf  ikdiy  to 
"■rr-rrL.-.  v  ;.!  i.ni"nii=ti  irLzy^z..  Th:s  ,  lead  to  greater  reaalta  than  had  haen  at- 
j_  >  £_  T-^  ::^  r^^jz  -LiMiiT-jj-  'uZT  and  the  tained  ;  and  whatever  might  be  the  body 
-  z-  =ir:i^L»:ur;.r7  ti;l:  iig  iz.  wiich  this  ;  by  whom  those  measures  woold  be  hnwgkt 

!.£&:    >r--i    iK.cz.rrz^A,    :r   ri^er   in ,  forward,  he  could  assure  the  right  hea. 

^--.-_  ^iL:  r'td^  i:i=7  ::  JD.zririiz  ;*:^e  Gen:Ieman  tha:  those  which  he  had  Mv 
i>:\^  :  '...^  f  um:^  liiv.  izti  'it.z,z-^z  i:  l^^id  en  the  taiile  would  receive  the  bmH 
iz:  .  in.-'  '.  ^iL  sib^lj  ricLKil^zU  :orm.  attectire  c*^nsideration.  He  entinlj  agreed 
^^.       -     rr-.:   :p?'iviiiivL      I:  -vu.  :here- *  witL  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  thedd- 

sLT-  -LLu  i.:!iic:c.::iz   sirableness   of  makbu;  one  lav  both  fat 


^im   •      ■ 


::::  he  >  England  arid  icr  Ireland,  a  bmaeh  of  the 
:  ur        .   .    -_  -  -r^z^iT  :.  ^  ys^.-i-i  jlzi'hs;    sobjec;  to  which,  from  the  limited  chane- 


'  >.•".  ^  ""•■  T 


ter  o:  tL^ir  duty,  the  present  Stntnte  Lav 

L  :ir'  ...^   2::ti:-i  ii-ii<:rl:T —  Comcui&ai:a  had  been  unable  to  attend. 

-^-  :^  z:.^ir.  i-t— :f  .i,Lt.i^       Ms.  MALIXS  said,  he  was  ^ad  to  ban 

:.  •  z.  '1=^  21  '^.i  izz'Xix^.z,  iieard  tie  hen.  and  learned  Gentleinan  the 

Z.   vis-.  ▼   ljli  s/.-r  :i  -i-i  :uei::;i3  A:;orzey  General  distinct! j  point  ont  ihit 

-..li     ^-z"    I.-    -^Li-ii^i-rj   :l:sc  :be  co~sol:dai:on  of  the  statates  conid aot 

-    T  :^  ,:    i*.-.^  ir  -Lid  Siu:::c  c^  carried  into  efeec  imlesa  the  HoOM  was 

r  .    .--s_  -.'.Az  -.It  ZiiL-*^  w:zli  rrc-rsired  to   abrogate   its  fiuietions»  and 

.    .L-'.-T'  L  £'.>i3-.--iii:.:c  Z.'.l  :^kke  she  roc-pos^  enactment  on  trmt,  and 

_:   -. :...l.:la.::.<i.  ~.  i.:r::%:^  ^i^e  he  li^reeu  wiu:  cisi  that  it  was  infcaiMr 

;.:  .   i.'!:*:-  LIT  e--:-. ..-  this  sbsld be db<ae,  and  very  nnUkety that 

.'--mL  :i:t  i':»zl-i  :>f  ::  wc=ld  ever  c«  d^roe.     £«!  he  bad  beia 

m 

-r^   r\^   r...'-^    ..::*Ln:.TelT    ^^irrrl^ec  as  nr.%iing  that  thia  wna  onljpie- 

— -   r  .'.L  :.«-..•:  :*£  =i.*t  .J--   T^^iicrr   :o  his  hen.  Friend'a  momtii^ 

-^    .    ,A.  ^:^^z\z   izTLzzzz.    a   laTosr.ie  L.bby  of  his  own,   and  da* 
..    .^:    >".rir.*. ;      :  i:  ::  ii^:    cl.ire  th^:  aliLv-c^h  the   Honen  was  aot 

:i^e  ihcso  measnrea  npoo  trut»  yet 
-.h^:  A  >:^y  was  :o  be  eonatitnted  wUih 
«::ild   iic;^:e  to  the  Honen  what 


-1.    ._^-      -  •-- 


-•iv"!- 


.  .  :_..!::.-•  'vi^i'.L  .:  '»-i$  in-    *-ri*   ihfv   cczht  to  pnaa.      His 


::£-:  w^  Li  erect  that  tboagh  the  npt 

.rz-\:  z^-,T'   ':.:z.  aiij^jjmed  Gentkmnn  the  Menhir 

r..'   I'-:::.  ;"-£■    «. -Iversin-  of  DnUin  was  not  le 

. . :.  ..i:c>i.  jkoihe  presomedtboagbtbehea. 

:;.t.-i:    1    111  '-.in.ti  Gcci.cman  himaelf  waanat  to 

--.  Li  1  i.:-    :•=   :"ii:;:'i.  xni  ihongb  the  Howe  itadf 

^•crJ.r..  -i    wi^ -::-':<  u«aed,  jet  OnftvbM  Am 
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or  fear  Members  of  the  House  were  ^i 
together  and  called  a  Department  of  Jus- 
tioe  they  were  to  put  tables  of  Bills  bo- 
fore  the  House,  on  what  his  right  hon. 
Friend  called  ''their  responsibility,"  which 
were  forthwith  to  be  passed  into  law. 

Thb  attorney  general  begged 
to  ezplun.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
■oeaaed  to  have  forgotten  that  the  Houso 
had  passed  a  Resolution  declaring  that  it 
wonla  he  expedient  to  have  a  Department 
of  Jestioo  for  this  express  purpose. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  he  was  fully  aware 
thai  Hoh  a  Resolution  had  been  passed, 
bet  it  was  in  a  very  thin  House,  and  at 
the  time  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  protest 
aguut  what  he  deemed  a  mere  theory, 
aed  to  declare  that  such  a  proposition 
ooeM  never  be  carried  into  effect.  The 
Beoolntion  was  now  three  years  old,  and 
the  experience  of  that  interval  had  shown 
his  observations  to  be  well  founded.  No- 
thmg  had  been  done  since  that  time  ;  it 
was  a  barren  resolution.  He  would  almost 
veDtare  to  turn  prophet  and  predict  that 
■othing  would  ever  come  of  it.  Because 
was  it  to  be  supposed  that  if  the  Lord 
High  Chancellor  of  England,  the  Attor- 
Mj  General  and  Solicitor  General,  the  rc- 
spoDMble  officers  of  the  Crown,  whose  duty 
it  was  to  prepare  and  submit  measures  to 
tiie  House,  were  not  to  bo  trusted  with  the 
diseharge  of  this  duty,  they  would  be  any 
the  more  fit  to  do  so  if  they  were  called 
bj  another  name;  and  even,  as  hon.  Mem- 
ber below  him  had  suggested,  were  paid 
additionally  for  doing  so  ?  He  would  ven- 
tore  to  repeat  what  he  had  before  said  on 
this  subject,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
England,  with  the  assistance  of  the  law 
officers,  formed  the  proper  tribunal  to  which 
they  should  look  for  the  administration  of 
jostioe  and  for  producing  such  measures  of 
law  reform  as  were  to  be  submitted  by  the 
Government  of  the  day.  In  consequence 
of  the  establishment  of  the  Lords  Justices, 
the  duties  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
been  materially  lightened.  It  was  only 
necessary  that  he  should  sit  with  them  for 
appeal  business  when  any  special  ques- 
tion arose,  and  ho  was  sure  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  agreed  with  him  that  it 
had  a  mischievous  tendency  to  have  two 
courts  of  appeal  sitting  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  The  present  arrangement 
would  enable  the  Lord  Chancellor,  when 
Parliament  was  not  sitting,  to  devote 
considerable  attention  to  measures  of  legal 
reform  and  improvement  ivliich  were  to  be 
introduced  into  tho  House.     He  concurred 


with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sur- 
rey in  most  of  tho  objections  which  he  had 
from  time  to  time  taken  to  the  Statute 
Law  Commission,  which  he  had  always  de- 
clared would  never  be  attended  with  any 
practical  result.  He  remembered  that  on 
one  occasion,  about  four  years  ago,  the 
late  Attorney  General  had  told  him  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  submit  eighteen  Bills, 
which  he  said  would  be  put  on  the  table, 
and  would  speedily  pass  ;  so  that  in  about 
eighteen  months  they  would  be  enabled  to 
consolidate  the  Statutes  of  England.  He 
ventured  to  tell  him  that  the  law  would  not 
be  consolidated  in  eighteen  years,  nor  dur- 
ing the  life  of  any  of  the  present  genera- 
tion. The  whole  proceeded  on  an  erroneous 
and  impracticable  principle.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Suffolk  (Sir  F. 
Kelly)  had  proposed  to  bring  in  ninety-three 
Bills,  and  he  (Mr.Malins)  had  then  ventured 
to  ask  him  a  practical  question  with  regard 
to  them — namely,  did  he  expect  them  to 
be  passed  into  law  without  being  referred 
to  a  Committee  ;  and  in  that  event,  how 
many  months,  how  many  years,  must  it 
tako  before  those  could  be  passed  into 
law  ?  All  these  were  mere  empty  theories 
of  consolidation,  which  looked  very  well  to 
lay  on  the  table,  but  which  the  youngest 
Member  of  that  Houso  would  find  no  further 
than  the  table  at  tho  end  of  his  life.  To 
the  general  objects  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  in  view  he  gave  his 
cordial  support.  It  was  discreditable  that 
they  should  have  one  set  of  statutes  in 
England  and  another  in  Ireland  ;  but  he 
thought  it  right  to  point  out  some  of  tho 
difficulties  in  the  proposed  course,  and  to 
warn  tho  House  that  these  were  mere 
theories  and  nothing  more  than  theories. 

Mr.  LOCKE  KING  said,  he  would  beg 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  that  he  was  in  error  with 
regard  to  the  Statute  Law  Commission, 
for  he  was  glad  to  say  that  since  the  hon. 
aud  learned  Gentleman  had  last  held  office 
that  Commission  had  been  entirely  annihi- 
lated, and  there  was  now  an  opening  for 
the  appointment  of  a  practical  body  of  men 
to  set  to  work  to  reform  the  law.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr,  Whiteside)  whether  the 
Bills  now  under  consideration  were  not  tho 
same  Bills  which  had  over  and  over  again 
been  under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
and  in  point  of  fact  the  Bills  introduced  by 
the  late  Attorney  General  at  the  end  of 
the  last  Session.  Was  it  creditable  tho 
way  in  which  things  had  been  going  on. 
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The  late  Law  Cominission  was  an  offset 
of  the  Statute  law  Commission,  and  ex- 
pended £23,000  or  £24.000  witliout  any 
result  whatever  except  tlie  production  of 
these    Bills.     The    previous    Commission 
expended  something  like  £50,000.    When 
the  late  Commission  commenced  its  opera- 
tions it  was  not  powerless.     Lord  Cran- 
worth  had  a  plan    proposing  to   expur- 
gate the   Statute-hook  as  the  first  step 
towards  consolidation.    To  that  proposition 
Mr.  Bellenden  Eer  ohjected.    The  work  of 
expurgation  was  stopped,  and  the  result 
was  that  Parliament  had   been  troubled 
with  this    series  of  Consolidation   Bills. 
Now,  in  his  opinion,  the  first  step  to  be 
taken  was  to  expurgate  the  Statute-book, 
and  then  there  might  be  some  hope  of  its 
consolidation.      That   also  was  the   plan 
proposed  in   this   House  by  the   present 
Lord  Chief  Justice,  when  Attorney  General. 
Mr.  BOWYER  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  proved  rather  too  much. 
If  it  proved  anything,  it  proved  the  utter 
impossibility  of  the  consolidation   of  the 
statute  law  being  effected  by  Parliament. 
The  hon.    and    learned   Gentleman   said 
Parliament  could  not  take  anything  upon 
trust,  and  that  it  must  assure  itself  by  its 
own  examination  that  what  was  proposed 
to  be  effected  was  not  a  change  of  the  law 
but  merely  a  consolidation.     Now,  how  was 
it  possible  for  a  numerous  assembly  like 
this  to  enter  into  such  an  investigation  if 
Parliament  must  trust  somebody,  and  if  it 
did  not  trust  a  Commission,  or  a  number  of 
learned  persons  who  had  undertaken  the 
task  of  consolidation,  it  must  refer  these 
matters  to  a  Committee  of  its  own,  and  it 
would  be  necessary  after  all  to  take  upon 
trust  the  report  of  the  Committee.     He 
said,  therefore,  that  the  argument  of  the 
Attorney  General  showed  a  defect  in  their 
constitution,  and  that  Parliament  was  not 
efficient  for  this  most  important  duty  of 
legislation.       The  Attorney  General  pro- 
posed the  constitution  of  what  he  called 
a  Department   of  Justice,    but,    as   had 
been    observed,    the   putting   a    number 
of  persons    together    and    calling    them 
a    Department   of  Justice    did   not   give 
them  an  extra  power  or  capacity  for  doing 
this  business.     But  what  was  a  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  ?     That  which  the  Attor- 
ney General  described  was  not  a  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  but  of  Legislation,  whose 
duty  it  would  be  to  draw  up  Bills  for  the 
consolidation  of  the  law,  and  afterwards  to 
submit  those  Bills  to   Parliament.     But 
Mr,  Locke  King 


was  not  that  the  very  thing  that  was  being 
done  by  the  Statute  Law  Commission? 
He  could  not  understand  why  the  Statute 
Law  Commission  had  failed  to  perform  the 
duties  for  which  it  was  constituted.  There 
had  been  two  remarkable  instances  in 
history  of  the  consolidation  of  Laws,  and  in 
both  the  work  had  been  done  by  a  Com- 
mission. The  first  of  these  was  the  eon- 
solidation  of  the  Roman  law  under  Juti- 
nian,  and  the  second  was  the  consolidation 
of  the  French  law  under  the  first  Napo- 
leon. Now  the  consolidation  of  the 
Roman  law  was  conducted  by  Commis- 
sioners constituted  precisely  as  the  Statute 
Law  Commissioners  were,  thoygh  they 
might  have  been  more  eminent  persons, 
and  better  remunerated.  Then  again, 
when  the  French  law  was  consolidated 
Commissioners  were  appointed  who  drev 
up  the  Cade  Napoleon^  which  was  after- 
wards discussed  in  Council,  in  the  presenee 
of  the  Emperor,  precisely  in  the  same 
manner  as  such  a  scheme  might  he  dis- 
cussed in  that  House.  With  these  two  in- 
stances before  them,  he  would  ask  why 
should  not  a  Commission  be  constitutet 
with  sufficient  powers  to  investigate  the 
whole  subject  of  the  statute  law,  to 
consolidate  the  law  into  what  might 
be  called  a  code,  arranged  under  dif- 
ferent heads,  and  then  it  would  he  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  submit  that 
code  to  the  sanction  of  Parliameot ! 
When  it  came  before  Parliament,  then  the 
real  difficulty  commenced  ;  but  he  con- 
tended that  consolidation  was  utterly  impos- 
sible, unless  the  House  to  a  great  extent 
took  the  law  thus  consolidated  upon  tmst: 
otherwise  the  code  would  run  great  risk  in 
passing  through  Committee.  There  would 
be  a  constant  danger  that  some  Member 
— perhaps  a  thin  House  when  Members 
were  gone  to  dinner — might  introduce  an 
ignorant  or  injudicious  Amendment  which 
would  spoil  or  materially  injure  the  Code. 
The  House  was  much  indebted  to  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  for  faavug 
grappled  with  this  subject  and  for  having 
introduced  the  Bills  under  consideration. 
He  would  repeat,  however,  that  the  Hoose 
must  make  up  its  mind  to  take  this  work 
upon  trust,  for  if  they  did  not,  they  wonld 
only  squander  large  sums  of  money  in 
printing  and  in  salaries,  without  obtuning 
any  satisfactory  result.  He  would  remind 
them,  however,  that  the  French  Commis- 
sion had  greater  difficulties  to  contend  with, 
and  yet  they  accomplished  their  task  in 
three  years. 


487 


Orimmal 


{ JuNS  30,  1859}         Procedfir&^Leave.       498 


Mb.  collier  said,  ho  could  not  but 
remark  the  Hide  fruit  which  the  Statute 
Law  GommiaBioD  had  homo.  It  promieed 
a  great  deal,  but  had  not  effected  consoli- 
dation in  a  single  instance.  They  had  been 
long  tiring  "  how  not  to  do  it."  Let  them 
now  take  a  turn  and  try  how  to  do  it.  Tho 
reason  why  the  Statute  Law  Commission 
had  failed  was,  that  though  it  was  composed 
of  eminent  men.  these  men,  however  quali- 
fied, had  not  been  able  to  devote  the  whole 
of  iheir  time  to  the  consolidation  of  the 
law.  The  consolidation  of  the  law  was  a 
great  work,  and  required  the  undivided 
time  and  energies  of  the  ablest  men  select- 
ed ftr  the  task.  They  had  not  yet  tried 
liia|ilan  of  a  Department  of  Public  Justice. 
■■eh  aa  had  been  proposed  by  tl:o  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  Alem- 
her  for  the  University  of  Dublin.  He  was 
■atisfied  that  if  the  work  were  entrusted  to 
a  body  of  men,  selected  for  their  ability 
and  who  should  be  able  to  devote  their 
whole  time  to  it,  it  would  then  be  done, 
and  that  in  a  few  years  they  would  see  the 
ehaotic  mass  of  statutes  reduced  to  some- 
thing like  order.  When  it  had  been  found 
pfftcticabic  to  consolidate  tho  Roman  and 
the  French  laws,  how  could  it  be  said  that 
our  laws  defied  every  attempt  at  consolida- 
tion ?  He  trusted  therefore  that  the  At- 
torney General  would  remember  the  pledge 
he  had  given  on  the  subject,  and  that  the 
matter  would  not  be  allowed  to  drop. 

Sib  FITZROY  KELL  Ysaid,  he  felt  that 
he  owed  it  both  to  that  House  and  to  some 
few  individuals  without  its  walls  to  explain 
what  was  really  the  present  state  of  this 
great  question  of  the  consolidation  of  the 
statutes,  and  to  endeavour  to  remove  some 
misapprehensions  which  existed  both  with 
regard  to  the  nature  of  the  consolidation 
required  and  what  had  been  done  on  the 
subject  by  the  Statute  Law  Commission. 
It  would  probably  cause  some  surprise  that 
of  the  forty  volumes  containing  the  Statutes 
of  Great  Britain,  not  more  than  four,  or 
one-^tenth,  consisted  of  statutes  in  force 
and  operation  ;  the  remaining  thirty-six 
were  filled  with  Acts  of  Parliament  which 
had  expired,  or  become  obsolete,  or  were 
for  some  reason  or  other  not  in  force.  In 
addition  to  this  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  statutes  upon  any  given  subject  were 
entirely  unconnected «  and,  therefore^  to 
ascertain  the  law  upon  it  you  must  either 
study  a  text  book  or  hunt  through  all  the 
statutes  from  Magna  Charta  to  the  present 
time.  The  law  there  lay  scattered  piece- 
meal in  different  language  and  phraseology, 


and  in  such  form  as  defied  investigation, 
except  with  the  utmost  labour  and  a  great 
length  of  time  being  devoted  to  the  subject. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  was  not  re- 
markable that  from  the  time  of  Lord  Bacon 
numerous  attempts  should  have  been  made 
to  reduce  our  statutes  into  such  a  form  that 
what  was  the  law  upon  any  subject  might 
easily  be  found   upon  the   Statute-book. 
Hitherto  all  such  attempts  had  failed.  The 
Statute  Law  Commission,  to  which  refer- 
rence  had  been  made,  was  originally  ap- 
pointed in  the  year  1853.     That  Commis« 
sion  expired,  and  in  1854  a  new  one  was 
appointed,  which,  chiefly  under  the  direc- 
tion of  Lord  Cran worth,  had  continued  its 
labours  with  more  or  less  activity  to  the 
present  time.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Collier)  had  referred 
to  a  statement  which  he  had  made  on  this 
point.     He  had  to  correct  the  hon.  and 
learned   Gentleman,   not   only  as  to  the 
time  at  which  he  had  made  that  statement, 
but  also  as  to  what  he  had  actually  said. 
He  (Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly)   had   made   that 
statement  not  four  years  ago  but  three 
years  ago,  and  as  to  the  time  within  which 
the  task  of  consolidation  might  be  com- 
pleted he  had  said  that  if  the  plan  adopted 
by  the  Commission  could  be  acted  on  and 
carried  into  effect,  there  was  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  all  the  Statute  Law  might  be 
consolidated   within    the    space   of   three 
years.     At  the  same  time,  however,   he 
stated  that  to  the  accomplishment  of  that 
task  there  would  be  necessary  the  cordial 
co-operation  not  only  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown,  but  also  of  the  Government  and 
the  Legislature.     A  plan  was  proposed  to 
the  Commission  which  had  been  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  acted  upon,  and  in  accor- 
dance with  which  ninety-three  Bills  were 
now  ready,  or  nearly  ready,  which  would 
consolidate  the  whole  of  the  Criminal  Sta- 
tute   Law,  the  whole  of  tho  mercantile 
Statute  Law,  and  the  whole  of  the  real 
property  Statute  Law.     The  first  question 
which  arose  in  the  work  of  consolidation 
was  whether   the   Houses   of  Parliament 
were  to  accept  any  portion  of  the  work 
upon  trust.     Difficulties  had  prevented  the 
carrying  out  of  the  plan,  and  had  left  the 
question  in  the  state  in  which  it  now  was. 
It  was  clear  that  in  reducing  some  40,000 
statutes  to  300,  each  comprising  the  whole 
of  the  law  upon  one  subject^  a  task  was 
implied  which  would  require  to  be  com*> 
mitted  to  the  hands  of  lawyers  not  only  of 
eminence,  but  able  to  devote  their  whole 
time  to  its  accomplishment.    It  had  been 
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trnly  olmorvod   hy  tho  hon.  and   learned 
AiUtrnej  Ooiioral  that  a  question  arose  in 
coniolidatin^  the  Statute  Ltiw,  an  to  how 
far  the  llounfl  would  agree  to  consolidate  it 
on  trust.     Kithor  thoj  must  consolidate  on 
trust,  or  overy  clause  of  a  Consolidating 
Dili  must  ho  discussed  in  the  ordinary  way 
in  Committee.     As  not  more  than  three  or 
four  Dills  on  law  Itoform  could  bo  expected 
to  ho   passod  in  one   Hossion,  and  as  it 
would  ronuiro  30i)  or  400  JVdIs  to  consoli- 
date the  law,  it  wan  clear  that  if  that  num- 
ber wore  to  hn  passed  in  tho  ordinary  way, 
the  life  of  tho  youngest  Member  would  not 
be  long  PMough  to  permit  him  to  see  tho 
complotinn  of  the  work.      There  was  an- 
other difficulty.    Supposing  that  any  of  the 
Dills  proposed  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  undergone  tho  revision  of  mem- 
bers of   the  hnr,  not  merely  of  England 
and  Ireland,  but  of  some  of  tho  mcmhors  of 
the  Htntuto  Ijhw  Commission  ;    and  sup- 
]Hfsing  the  llouso  were  disposed  to  take  on 
trust  any  such  Dills  as  far  as  related  to 
the  consolidation  of  tho  law,  another  im- 
portant question   aroHo,   and  that  waa — 
were  they,  in  consolidating  tho  Statute 
Law,   to  nttompt  to  amend  it.      But  if 
all  the  projects  for  the  aniondmcnt  of  tho 
Statute   Ijsw   which  might  bo  suggested 
were  to  undergo  consideration,  it  must  be 
obvious   thnt  the  tssk  could  not  be  half 
por(x>rmed  during  the  whole  life*timo  of 
th«  voungost  man  living.     It  was  evident 
fitter  thst  some  scheme  mu»t  be  devised 
ttr  submitting  to  tho  House   Bills  com> 
Timing  the  consolidation  of   the  Statute 
Law,  with  snoh  s  mend  men  ts  as  wore  likely 
Vfi  he  acceded  to  without  anr  considerable 
dbcoission.  or  (liO  whole  t^ndortaking  must 
he  at  once  and  for  over  abandoned.     An 
bon.and  )oAm<sl  Frien«i  of  his  on  the  op> 
Tvwiu-  «i«dr  hsd  su^ce^tod  that  tho   task 
abouiL  bf   cxtmm.x\^\  to  a  Kvard,  or  to  a 
lienarrmftE:  <i:  ,'  ostioe.  ^  ho.  dcrot  ing  their 
entirt  time-  anc  aTt^Tiii.-.r.  to  the  subject, 
wnuic   IK  an((  tc-  arrive  m  s  complete  con- 
boiioatioL  o:  tin  law.  kdl  u  thi^  he  eniirelv 
hsmaw^.  am.  hac  lieec  about  Ui  t-uhoiit  to 
tiH   House   a  measure   of  that   character, 
wuex.  tJK   Jatt  Government  «*&&  disf^niveu. 
li'   zQi/ru;  oiNierTc  thai  no  blame  couid  bo 
eac    eituer  upoL  the   Statute  Llw  Com- 
uHMiJUuvn..  or  upon  the  late  Govemmoiii. 
V    vvv    tv.  Government  which  had  pr^ 
'oKyMz    .ut-v.   <^.  tui-  pronnd  that  no  lurthor 
I'l^rr.t'M     ::t.     i^->ex.  made  in  this  mutier. 
■'  .        It..'.-    ^j^^    Commission  had   pn»- 
•«^v7      -s,!'^*     '>•"     ::r^Ls  of  Jiilib.  wiiici;  il 
#•  .»v«i».     "i^BnervfiT  tiic  proper  liuic 


for  their  consideration  might  arrive,  had 
not  only  laid  the  foundation  of  any  scheme 
of  consolidation  that  was  practicable,  bat 
had  totally  and  for  ever  removed  all  the 
substantial  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the 
complete  execution  of  this  great  under- 
taking.    He  hoped  the  time  waa  not  far 
distant  when,  under  the  auspices  of  his 
hon.   and    learned  Friend    the  Attorney 
General  and  the  present  GoTomment,  the 
task  would  be  undertaken,  and  it  would 
then   be  found   that  the   Reports  of  the 
Statute  Law  Commissioners,  together  with 
the  expurgation  of  the  statutes — pointing 
out  all  tbe  parts  of  every  statute  which 
were  repealed   or  expiring — a  work  now 
nearly  completed,  had  rendered  the  duty^tf 
consolidation  comparatively  easy.     NeiUier 
the  Statute  Law  Commissioners,  nor  the 
late  Government,   nor  tho  preceding  Go- 
vernment,  were  open  to  censure  on  the 
ground  that  more  had  not  already  been 
accomplished,  for  Bills,  eight  in  nnmher, 
comprising  a  consolidation   of  the  whole 
Criminal  Statute  Law  of  England,  had 
been  prepared  under  the  administration  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Viscount  Palmer* 
ston)  and  notice  after  notice  waa  placed 
upon  the  Votes  by  the  Solicitor  General  of 
his  intention  to  submit  those  measures  to 
tho  House.     When  the  late  GoTemmeni 
acceded  to  office  he  (Sir  Fitiroy  Kdly) 
undertook  to  bring  forward  the  same  Bills 
with   some  alterations  and  amendments, 
but  the  pressure  of  other  bnsineaa— par- 
ticularly the  India  Bill — rendered  it  im- 
possible for  him  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  last  year.     He  had 
ondeaToured  to  bring  forwai^  thia  question 
this  year,  but  it  was  intimated  in  a  short 
debate  on  the  subject,  that  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  assimilate  the  law  of  England 
and  Ireland,  and  that  important  task  was 
undertaken  by  his  right  hon.  and  leaned 
Friend  the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ire^ 
land,  vi-ith  the  assistance  of  tbe  late  Lvi 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  other  V^-niJ 
persons  in  that  countrr.     After  nneh  difi- 
culty  and  labour  they  had  nnoooodod  ia 
combining  in  one  set  of  Bills,  eight  oriUM 
in  number,  in  which  they  had  eonpled  vith 
a  complete  consolidation  of  the  eriaunal 
frtatutc  law  of  the  two  countries,  all  ^ 
A  mend  men  IS  which  were  likely  to  neeiic 
4.iir  appro} tati on   of  tlie  Bonee.      Theae 
mcfl^uros  had  nciw  been  submitted  to  the 
liousc-  by  lli^  right  hon.  and  learned FrioBd, 
luii   wiiii  any  idea  that  he,  no  longer  a 
!\j('.iiiiior  oi  liic  Government,  eoold 
tiicm  liirougL  the  House,  hut  in 
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tliA  Home  might  see  that  tho  subject  had 
not  been  OTorlooked,  and  that  they  might 
be  able  to  understand  the  scheme  of  con- 
■olidation  emanating  originally  with  the 
Statute  Law  Commissiou,  and  which  was 
noir  adopted  by  many  of  the  most  eminent 
and  learned  lawyers  and  statesmen  in  this 
eountry  and  in  Ireland.  When  these  Bills 
had  been  duly  eonsidered  by  the  House 
and  by  the  Government,  he  hoped  they 
would  hear  from  somo  Member  of  the  Ad- 
nuoiatration  whether  this  important  under- 
taldng — the  consolidation  of  tho  Statute 
Law^-was  to  be  entirely  and  for  ever  aban- 
doned, or  was  to  bo  at  last  attempted  upon 
principles  which  he  hoped  would  receive 
the  sanction  of  tho  House  and  the  approba- 
tion of  the  public.  He  would  only  say  in 
eoncluaion  that  his  humble  services  were 
eniirelj  at  the  command  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  any  endeavours  that  might  be 
made  for  the  attainment  of  an  object  so 
moch  to  be  desired,  and  he  would  further 
express  his  entire  conviction  that  if  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friends  opposite,  sup- 
ported by  the  Government,  would  apply 
their  minds  to  this  great  task,  they  would 
Mioeeed  in  accomplishing  it  to  the  satisfac- 
tioQ  of  Parliament  and  of  the  country. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
bad  heard  with  surprise  the  statement 
which  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend  the  Member  for  Wallingford, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  consolidate  the 
statute  law.  He  should  indeed  deeply  re- 
gret if  the  House  were  led  to  acquiesce  in 
that  opinion.  He  for  ono  could  not  bring 
himself  to  believe  that  it  was  impossible  to 
do  that  in  this  country  which  had  been 
done  in  other  countries.  He  would  now 
put  the  Code  Napoleon  and  tho  Roman 
Law  out  of  the  question,  as  the  parallel 
was  not  complete  those  works  of  codifica* 
tion  having  been  effected  under  the  direc- 
tion of  absolute  Governments ;  but  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  the  task  which  he  pronounced 
to  be  impossible  had  been  actually  and 
most  successfully  accomplished  by  the  Le- 
gislature of  New  York.  The  question 
really  was  as  to  the  best  mode  of  proceed- 
ing under  the  circumstances.  This  discus- 
sion arose  upon  the  introduction  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  of  Bills  which, 
as  he  understood,  were  intended  to  assimi- 
late the  statute  laws  of  England  and  of 
Ireland.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  time 
had  come  when  the  statute  law,  and  espe- 
cially the  criminal  law,  of  the  two  coun- 
tries should  be  as  much  as  possible  assimi- 


lated. The  Statute  Law  Commission  had, 
he  thought,  been  rather  hardly  dealt  with 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Surrey.  The  Statute  Law  Commission  had 
gone  on  this  principle, — that  the  consoli- 
dation of  the  criminal  law  should  in  the 
first  instance  be  proceeded  with  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  if  the  effort  was  successful, 
then  they  should  proceed  with  the  consoli- 
dation of  the  whole  law.  In  pursuance  of 
this  view.  Bills  were  introduced,  and  passed 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  ho  believed  those 
Bills  would  have  passed  through  that  House 
also  had  not  a  change  of  Government  taken 
place,  which  for  the  timo  put  an  end  to 
legislation  on  the  subject.  Those  Bills, 
however,  only  consolidated  the  Criminal 
Law  of  England  with  a  partial  consolida- 
tion of  tho  Irish  and  Scotch  law.  And 
on  the  change  of  Government  tho  matter 
fell  into  the  hands  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite,  who  had  expanded  it  into  an  at- 
tempt to  assimilate  the  wholo  law  of 
England  and  Ireland.  He  believed,  how- 
ever, that  great  difBculties  would  lie  in 
the  way  of  an  assimilation  of  the  statute 
law  of  both  countries  without  previous  se- 
parate consolidation  being  carried  out.  Ho 
concurred  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General,  however,  in  giving 
his  best  wishes  to  the  object  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  view.  He 
also  agreed  with  him  in  thinking  that  con- 
solidation of  tho  whole  statute  law  would 
never  be  properly  effected  till  there  was  a 
department — either  a  Minister  of  Justice, 
or  some  other  functionary  or  functionaries 
— which  could  devote  themselves  exclusivo- 
ly  to  accomplishing  the  task.  The  pro- 
posal for  such  a  department  came  from 
the  late  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  (Mr. 
Napier),  and  it  was  received  with  favour 
on  both  sides  of  tho  House.  It  was  there- 
fore hardly  fair  on  tho  part  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  opposite  to  tell  the 
Attorney  General  that  in  recommending 
such  a  department  he  was  riding  a  bobby 
of  his  own.  If  there  was  a  hobby,  it  was 
that  of  the  late  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
taken  up,  however,  and  approved  b3'  the 
whole  House,  which  had  at  the  instance  of 
that  learned  person  voted  an  address  to 
the  Crown  for  the  creation  of  such  a  de- 
partment. Ho  had  only  to  say  that,  in  lo 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  it  would  be  his 
care  to  promote  as  much  as  lay  in  his 
power  the  object  which  his  right  bon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Whiteside)  had  in  view. 

Mu.  M'MAIION  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  system  of  increaung  the  pi^ 
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trouagc  of  the  Crown  ia  respect  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  ;  and  he  regretted 
to  say  that  it  had  increased,  was  increas- 
ing, and  ought  to  he  diminished.  Thej 
had  been  paying  the  Statute  Law  Commis- 
sioners very  large  sums,  and  all  that  they 
had  in  return  were  certain  Bills  which  were 
so  badly  drawn,  that  he  doubted  whether 
any  law  officer  of  the  Crown  who  had  read 
them  would  venture  to  stand  up  in  their 
defence.  He  had  read  them  carefully  and 
was  prepared  to  say  they  were  indefen- 
sible. The  Bill  on  libels,  for  instance, 
most  ha?e  been  prepared  by  some  young 
gentleman  whose  notions  of  the  criminal 
law  were  so  confused  that  nobody  on  either 
side  of  the  Channel  could  make  head  or 
tail  of  his  work.  Tho  money  spent  on 
that  Commission  had  been  thrown  away. 
He  (Mr.  M*Mahon)  believed  that  if  the 
law  officers  had  entrusted  the  task  to  per- 
sons chosen  bv  themselves,  and  on  their 
own  responsibility,  the  results  would  be 
infinitely  more  satisfactory.  He  hoped, 
too,  the  Reform  Bill  of  the  Government 
would  begin  by  abolishing  all  previous  acts 
relating  to  the  representation,  and  would 
embodv  in  itself  the  whole  law  on  the  sub- 
jeet ;  that  would  be  setting  a  good  example 
in  the  way  of  law  reform.  In  this  way 
they  wonld  soon  have  a  consolidation  of 
the  Statute  Law.  Reference  had  been 
ziade  to  the  Roman  law  ;  but  though  it 
wu  c^^e  clear  that  the  Institutes  thero- 
yt.Tti  Were  the  reverse  of  bulky,  theCom- 
zif*r,'iLr^rA  cz:  those  Institutes  would  fill 
iifvi'j  vL^giss.  The  same  might  be  said 
'.c  III*  ?r*:-.t-  C-At  and  its  Commentaries. 
7'iit  Zir  -tr.  d^'esis  were  not  one  whit 
itr^  '-i-  ".I'-ra*  of  any  other  country; 
till  1  :»^:»'.:'  '-:  iuki  he  need  onlv  refer  to 
-•.i*  Tiro  •.-'  V:::,*r  or  Bacon.  As  for  the 
\'ji^  ■.-  :»"*rT  :'::*:,  ti^e  Hcuse  must  re- 
iu*r,i\0^    -';u:  ".-k*  oie  ^aa   not   carried 


r    .:r.i;-    j.    .  bbv  •.■.;■,    of    iociotv.      (*'  Oh, 

VI  :'«:*      'xv,  -.v-ves  if  tLe  Le:;isla- 

•-U-*  ^*r\  »  ri -u .  T  I. vv.  k ':. e J ,  and  the 
ruiVt  M.;  -.'.  .•tbvr.  Vj  &  cr.Tention — a 
iiAT,  »:  ••:  :  »fc%  v.:  .  ilh.t  uy.t  counirv 
Tvi'...:  v'v  'Ji  :»*'^*a*-:.*o  Vj  i?.i:e.  Nor, 
•y^K^'.  »».»  1  •..*?'^--fcbj^'7  :  s'A  it  was  quite 
w  *?!.•''  :  /, 'r  •-■--  -'  tw*r.Airj  what  1^'as 
'.i»*.   .i,w  •.:.-,.•.  4.M  v'.'.'.i  «  it  vras  in  anv 

•      •  • 

:::•*;•   ;?«.•-.  •. '  v.-l  v.rA.     At  fo.'  the  pro- 
T'lfeu    ::   '.-^JtV:  t  jL'*;phrt.r:j*rrjt  of  Jui^tice, 


V    rLi.C:'j:*jerv  sufficieLt  in 
.f  v.*:  '.  »owtj  aid  tie  five 
I:  ::l  jL'tii  Oe  ta.d  that  the 
6  J  Hit  «ork,  Uut  if  so, 
ibey  ought  to  be   made   to  do  it.     He 
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trusted  the  House  would  at  all  events 
scout  the  proposition  of  a  Minister  of 
Justice;  for  such  an  official  was  only 
known  in  France  and  in  some  other  coun- 
tries where  not  law,  but  caprice,  prevailed. 
Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  in  reply 
to  the  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
the  Attorney  General  and  other  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen,  wished  to  state  that 
the  number  of  statutes  which  these  twelve 
Bills  would  get  rid  of  was  264.  The  Bills 
had  been  drawn  up  by  four  experienced 
barristers;  submitted  to  Mr.  Justice  Hayes, 
whose  book  on  criminal  law  showed  that 
his  knowledge  of  the  subject  was  second 
to  that  of  no  other  learned  Judge  on  the 
bench;  afterwards  examined  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  finally  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Cabinet,  by  whom  the 
principles  they  asserted  had  been  most 
carefully  considered.  He  believed  that 
several  of  the  alterations  proposed  by 
those  Bills  raised  questions  which  it  was 
essential  for  the  Cabinet  to  consider— as, 
for  instance,  whether  the  ponishment  of 
death  should  be  abolished  in  all  cases  hnt 
treason  and  the  premeditated  taking  of  life, 
casting  aside  the  distinction  between  actual 
and  constructive  malice,  and  whether  the 
criminal  code  of  the  two  coontries  ought 
to  be  assimilated.  If  Bills  such  as  those 
came  down  to  Parliament  with  the  approval 
of  the  Cabinet,  he  could  not  see  what  there 
was  to  prevent  the  two  Houses  from  dealing 
with  them.  The  Attorney  General  said, 
'*  Wait  till  we  have  a  Department  of  Jus- 
tice;"  but  he  (Mr.  Whiteside)  ventured  to 
predict  that  the  Government  would  find 
much  difficulty  in  carrying  through  the 
House  the  fiscal  details  which  the  establish- 
ment of  such  a  department  woold  necessi- 
tate. There  were  able  lawyers  in  both 
Houses  to  consider  Bills  such  as  these;  and  in 
hisown  opinion  thework  would  never  bedone 
j  except  on  the  authority  of  a  Cabinet.  The 
I  law  officers  of  the  Crown  possessed  ample 
j  ability  to  direct  them  in  the  improvement 
of  this  measure,  and  it  would  redound  to 
the  credit  of  their  administration  if  th^ 
could  carry  into  effect  a  measure  for  the 
amelioration  and  consolidation  of  the  laws 
of  the  two  countries.  [The  Attobnit 
General:  It  was  his  desire  to  do  icI 
But  the  speech  which  they  had  heard 
rather  went  to  show  how  difficult  it  was 
to  do  it,  and  how  desirable  it  was  to  wait 
for  the  formation  of  some  new  department. 
He  hoped  that  the  country  would  soon 
hare  tho  advantage  of  a  Itig^  mwbg  and 
comprehensive  measure. 
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Mb.  SLANET  observed  that  great  de- 
lays had  taken  place  in  the  improvements 
proposed  to  be  made  in  the  criminal  laws 
of  the  two  countries,  owing  to  the  late 
frequent  changes  of  Government.  They 
had  received,  however,  a  practical  illustra- 
tion of  a  great  improvement  in  the  laws 
rdating  to  the  landed  interest  in  Ireland, 
hj  the  establishment  of  the  Court  for  the 
rale  of  Incumbered  Estates.  He  did  not 
see  why,  pending  the  passing  of  some  more 
extensive  measure,  a  similar  institution 
■honld  not  be  established  in  England,  not, 
of  eoorse,  compulsory,  but  depending  upon 
the  wuhes  of  the  applicants.  He  had  no 
doabt  but  that  the  interests  of  individuals 
fpoold  induce  them  to  adopt  the  plan  of 
obUuning  indefeasible  titles  to  their  es- 
tftteSa 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  prolong  the  discussion,  but  he  must  say 
he  thought  if  hon.  Members  were  really 
desirous  of  arriving  at  a  just  and  sound 
conclusion,  with  regard  to  either  the  codi- 
fication or  the  consolidation  of  the  law, 
they  would  not  facilitate  the  attaining  that 
object  by  bringing  into  one  matter  which 
had  been  clearly  submitted  to  them  dozens 
of  others  which  were  not  immediately  con* 
neoted  with  it.  The  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  had  taken  great  pains  with  this 
subject,  and  as  he  (Mr.  Walpole)  was  per- 
fectly acquainted  with  all  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  done  upon  it, 
assisted  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  England,  he  (Mr. 
Walpole)  would  venture  to  press  upon  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  consideration  of  what  he  believed  to 
be  a  sound,  safe,  and  practical  scheme  for 
the  solution  of  the  difficulty  as  far  as  the 
consolidation  of  the  criminal  law  of  England 
and  Ireland  was  concerned.  The  first 
question  which  had  occupied  the  attention 
of  the  late  Government  with  reference  to 
this  subject  was  whether  the  law  between 
the  two  countries  should  be  assimilated  or 
not,  and  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands  that  it 
should  be.  The  second  question  was  whe- 
ther the  law  could  be  amended  and  amelio- 
rated, especially  witli  reference  to  capital 
punishment.  Upon  that  subject  also  there 
was  an  unanimous  opinion  in  the  affirma- 
tive. The  third  was  the  knotty  question 
with  reference  to  the  law  for  conspiracy  to 
murder,  whether  the  laws  on  this  subject 
of  the  two  countries  could  be  put  on  the 
same  footing.  It  was  also  acknowledged 
that  this  ought  to  be  done.     Having  come 


to  these  conclusions,  the  Government  next 
considered  whether  the  law  of  England 
and  Ireland  could  be  placed  together  in 
one  set  of  Statutes,  so  that  Parliament 
might  adopt  them  without  any  reference  to 
Commissions  on  a  department  of  justice. 
They  thought  that  possibly  that  could  be 
done.  His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  therefore  prepared  five  or  six  Bills  for 
the  assimilation,  amelioration,  and  consoli- 
dation of  the  criminal  law  of  the  two 
countries,  England  and  Ireland,  and  when 
they  had  the  responsibility  of  one  Govern- 
ment having  recommended  a  measure  of 
that  description  which  was  a  part  only  of 
the  great  Question  of  the  consolidation  of 
the  law,  he  (Mr.  Walpole)  would  ask 
whether  they  wanted  anything  more  than 
the  responsibility  of  another  Government 
in  confirming  and  adopting  it.  It  was  in- 
cumbent upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General,  than  whom  no  one  was  more 
competent,  to  examine  the  criminal  law  in 
England  and  Ireland,  as  proposed  to  be 
consolidated,  and  see  whether  the  laws 
of  the  two  countries  could  not  be  as- 
similated in  this  respect.  If  he  thought 
they  could,  ho  (Mr.  Walpole)  would  advise 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  if  he  would 
allow  him  to  tender  the  advice,  to  take  up 
the  subject  at  once,  to  consult  criminal 
lawyers,  in  whom  he  had  confidence,  to  see 
whether  the  Bills  would  really  ameliorate 
and  consolidate  tho  laws  of  the  two  coun- 
tries, and  then  to  state  how  far  or  with  what 
amendments  be  would  be  prepared  to 
accept  them.  If  he  proceeded  with  the 
measures  he  would  meet  with  all  possible 
support  on  that  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House.  They  would  then  have  stated 
in  one  set  of  statutes  the  settled  law  of 
the  country.  The  present,  at  any  rate, 
was  a  good  beginning,  and  he  (Mr. 
Walpole)  conceived  that  by  this  means 
they  would  be  better  able  to  arrive  at  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  than  by  talking 
about  Departments  and  Ministers  of  Jus- 
tice, or  handing  the  matter  over  to  Com- 
mittees and  Commissions. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  observed,  that 
there  were  now  five  retired  Lord  Chancellors 
who,  he  felt  persuaded,  would  be  ready  to 
lend  their  aid  to  the  solution  of  this  ques- 
tion, instead  of  throwing  all  the  work  into 
the  hands  of  the  present  Lord  Chancellor. 
Then  there  was  the  late  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  than  whom  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  find  a  better  man  for  the  purpose^ 
whether  his  industry  or  his  learning  were 
considered.    He  begged  to  offer  these  sitf* 
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gestioDB  for  the  consideration  of  these 
learned  persons. 

Leave  given. 

Bills  to  consolidate,  assimilate,  and  amend 
the  Statute  Law  of  England  and  Ireland, 
with  respect  to  the  Administration  of  Jus- 
tice in  Criminal  Cases,  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Whitesidb,  Sir  Fiteroy 
Kelly,  and  Mr.  Walpole. 

Bills  presented  and  read  P  ;  to  be  read 
2"  on  Thursday,  14th  July. 

METROPOLIS  GAS  REGULATION. 
leave. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  rose  to 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  regulate 
the  proceedings  of  gas  companies  and 
others  supplying  the  metropolis  with  gas. 
He  did  not  expect  any  opposition  to  the 
Motion.  The  subject  had  occupied  the 
attention  of  two  Committees  of  the  House 
in  two  different  Sessions,  but  it  would 
perhaps  be  more  convenient  if  he  deferred 
any  remarks  till  hon.  Members  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  how  he  proposed 
to  deal  with  the  subject. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  to  regulate  the  proceedings  of  Gas 
Companies  and  others  supplying  the  Me- 
tropolis with  Gas,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  John  Shelley,  Mr.  Byno,  Mr. 
John  Locke,  and  Mr.  Ayrton. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Motion,  •'  That  a  Supply  be  granted  to 
Her  Majesty." 

Queen's  Speech  referred. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  moved  that 
Mr.  Massey  do  take  the  Chair. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Queen's  Speech  read. 

On  Question  **  That  a  Supply  be  grant- 
ed to  Her  Majesty," 

Sir  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Palmcrston)  whether,  before  the  House 
went  into  Committee  of  Supply,  any  gene- 
ral financial  statement  would  be  made  as 
to  the  income  and  expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try. For  a  year  and  six  months  there  had 
been  no  such  statement ;  during  the  last 
four  months  expenditure  had  been  going 
on  without  any  general  statement ;  and 
probably  no  House  of  Commons  knew  less 
about  the  expenditure  than  the  present. 
It  was  very  desirable  that  an  outline  at 
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least  of  the  financial  position  of  the  country 
at  the  present  moment  should  be  made  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  before 
the  House  went  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Baronet  will  have  the  goodneu  to 
repeat  his  question  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqnery 
shall — as  I  hope  he  will  very  Boon-^take 
his  seat  in  this  House.  He  will  be  much 
better  able  to  answer  the  qnoBtioa  than  I 
am. 

Eesohed^^Thsi  a  Supply  be  granted  to 
Her  Majesty ; 

Resolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

House  resumed. 

Boose  adjourned  at  halfafter 
Seven  o'oleek. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Friday,  July  1,  1859. 

MiNUTSB.]  Sea  First  in  ParUametU.^Tho  Eori 
of  Devon — after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 
Took  Hie  OcUh, — Several  Lords. 
PuBLio   Bills.  — 1«  Attomles   and  Solioitors; 
Church  Rates. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  MR.  JUSTICE  BLAC& 
BURN.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  :  My  Lords*  I  wish 
to  call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  a  reeent 
appointment  to  the  judicial  bench — the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Blackburn  to  ajpaime 
judgeship  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Benofa. 
I  have  been  asked  who  is  Mr.  Blaekham  t 
and  a  journal  which  takes  us  all  to  task  by 
turns  has  asked  somewhat  indignantlTy 
*'  Who  is  Mr.  Blackburn  ?  Who  is  Mr. 
Blackburn  ?"  I  take  leave  to  answer  thai 
he  is  a  very  learned  person,  a  Torj  somid 
lawyer,  an  admirable  arguer  of  a  law  mse, 
and  from  his  general  acquirements  emi- 
nently fitted  for  a  seat  on  the  bench.  These 
appointments  are  exclusively  in  the  hands 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  he  is  solely  re* 
sponsible  for  them  ;  but  of  this  I  am  wm% 
that  if  the  distinguished  Judge  who  now 
presides  in  the  Queen's  Bench— a  Judge 
remarkable  for  his  knowledge  of  law»  and 
for  the  admirable  manner  in  which  he 
applies  it — had  been  oonsnlted,  he  wosM 
have  cordially  concurred  in  the  judgment  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  rao  wool*' 
sack.  I  owe  this  explanation  to  the  learned 
Judge,  Mr.  Justice  Blackbam— and  I  own 
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it  also  to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
thoDgh  I  know  he  can  always  take  good 
care  of  himself.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
think  it  of  great  importance  that  the  public 
should  not  entertain  any  doubt  or  any 
jealousy  with  respect  to  appointments  to 
the  judicial  bench.  1  hope  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  will  allow  me  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  congratulating  him  on  his 
eleTation— on  his  having  attained  every- 
thing that  he  has  ever  looked  forward  to. 
We  may  say  of  him  in  the  words  of  the 
poet:-~ 

**  Thoa  hast  it  now,  Kmg,  Cawdor,  GlamiB,  all. 
As  the  weird  sisters  promised." 

Without  being  a  countryman  of  my  noble 
and  learned  Friond,  I  mav  take  credit  to 
myself  for  a  species  of  foresight,  having 
on  a  former  occasion  predicted  the  advance- 
ment of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  should 
not  have  taken  any  notice  of  this  question, 
••Who  is  Mr.  Blackburn?"  had  not  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  thought  fit  to  put 
the  question  and  to  answer  it.  I  knew 
nothing  of  Mr.  Blackburn,  except  what  I 
knew  from  having  seen  him  practice  in  the 
Court  over  which  I  presided.  I  have  no 
private  intimacy,  and  I  declare,  on  my 
word  of  honour,  I  don't  know  of  what  side 
he  IS  in  politics.  But  I  have  known  him 
as  a  sound,  good,  and  able  lawyer  ;  one  of 
the  ablest  in  Westminster  Hall.  My  only 
object  was  to  appoint  the  person  who  I 
thought  would  best  discharge  the  duties  of 
a  Judge  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 
That  was  my  sole  object,  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  it  has  not  been 
attained.  It  is  said  that  Mr.  Blackburn 
had  not  a  silk  gown,  but  in  former  times 
that  was  never  held  to  be  test  of  fitness  for 
the  judicial  bench.  Lord  Tenterden  never 
had  a  silk  gown,  and  a  noble  and  learned 
Friend  of  mine,  who  was  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  Judges  that  ever  presided  in 
Westminster  Hall,  had  not  a  silk  gown.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  more  Mr.  Justice 
Blackburn's  qualities  and  abilities  become 
known  the  more  will  his  appointment  be 
approved. 

Lord  WENSLEYDALE  said,  he  had 
been  much  astonished  at  the  remarks  made 
in  various  quarters  as  to  the  conduct  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Blackburn.  Ho  believed  that 
no  abler  man  could  have  been  selected  for 
the  appointment.  He  was  very  glad  to 
hear  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  say  that 
he  had  no  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Black- 
burn's politics.    He  thought  that,  however, 


the  higher  offices  of  State  might  be  dis* 
tributed  on  these  considerations,  it  would 
be  impolitic  to  make  the  appointments  to 
the  judicial  bench  dependent  on  any  other 
ground  than  attainments  in  legal  learning. 
He  believed  that  the  conduct  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  was  animated  by  a 
desire  to  appoint  only  the  best  man  that 
could  be  found. 

Lord  CRANWORTH  said,  he  did  not 
know  anything  of  the  merits  of  Mr.  Black- 
burn, but  he  rose  to  say  that  in  making 
appointments  to  the  judicial  bench,  the 
circumstance  of  the  individual  not  having 
a  silk  gown  was  never  taken  into  considera- 
tion at  all.  When  he  recommended  Mr. 
Justice  Willes  that  gentleman  had  not  a 
silk  gown,  and  he  had  never  heard  any  ob- 
jection made  to  his  appointment  on  that 
account. 

RED  SEA  AND  INDIA  TELEGRAPH  COM- 
PANY (No.  2)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  this  Bill  be  now 
read  a  third  time. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLBY  ex- 
pressed  a  hope  that  in  future  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  not  enter  into  contract 
with  any  company  except  subject  to  the 
conditions  that  the  contract  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  and  should  not  be 
binding  until  Parliament  had  approved 
it,  and  that  such  contract  should  be  em- 
bodied in  a  Bill,  which  Bill  should,  so  far 
at  least  as  it  affected  the  public  interests, 
be  treated  as  a  public  Bill. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  subject 
alluded  to  by  his  noble  Friend  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  ; 
but  he  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
not  by  any  statement  tie  themselves  down 
to  a  position  that  they  would  not  under 
any  circumstances  give  their  countenance 
to  schemes  for  the  public  benefit,  or  inter- 
fere without  the  sanction  of  Parliament, 
because  in  his  opinion  such  a  course  would 
be  both  impracticable  and  injudicious. 

Bill  read  3%  with  the  Amendment,  and 
pasied. 

VOLUNTEER  CORPS. 
QUESTION.. 

Lord  VIVIAN  rose,  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  were  the 
intentions  of  Ilcr  Majesty's  Government 
with  respect  to  Volunteer  Corps  ;  whether 
they  adopt  the  views  of  the  late  Adminis- 
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tration,  or  whether  they  are  disposed  to 
supply  a  sufficient  quantity  of  arms  for 
practice  purposes  ?  He  ventured  to  take 
this  the  earliest  opportunity  of  eliciting 
from  the  Under-Secretary  for  War  some 
information  with  regard  to  the  intention  of 
the  Government  on  a  subject  of  great  im- 
portance, and  one  which  demanded  imme- 
diate attention  and  decision.  In  the  month 
of  May  last,  two  circulars  were  issued  by 
the  late  Secretary  for  War  with  reference 
to  the  formation  of  rifle  corps.  Under  the 
conditions  of  one  of  them,  arms  and  ac- 
coutrements were  not  to  be  supplied  to 
rifle  corps  without  expense.  He  much  re- 
gretted the  mode  in  which  the  matter  had 
been  treated  by  tho  late  Government.  Ho 
felt  that  tho  conduct  of  tho  late  Govern- 
ment showed  that  they  were  making  a 
concession  to  a  public  fcoling,  at  that  time 
very  strongly  expressed,  rather  than  ex- 
hibiting any  wish  for  the  formation  of 
these  corps.  In  fact,  that  circular,  he 
believed,  tended  rather  to  thwart  than  to 
aid  the  efforts  of  those  who  wished  to  see 
such  corps  established.  Being  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  a  sea-board  county,  bounded 
on  the  one  side  by  the  English  on  the 
other  by  the  Bristol  Channel,  and  which 
had  Plymouth — rather  a  tempting  bait  to 
an  invader — at  its  eastern  extremity  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  afford  every  en- 
couragement to  the  formation  of  volunteer 
corps,  and  he  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
late  Secretary  for  War,  suggesting  that 
it  was  desirable  that  a  certain  supply  of 
arms  should  be  issued  to  the  proposed  corps 
for  the  purposes  of  practice.  Unfortu- 
nately his  suggestion  was  not  attended  to, 
although  he  represented  that  in  his  county 
a  largo  and  efficient  force  might  with  such 
aid  from  Government  be  raised.  What  ho 
wished  to  ascertain  was,  whether  the  pre- 
sent Government  was  disposed  to  encourage 
volunteering  in  the  country,  and  especially 
in  the  sea- board  counties,  by  supplying 
arms  to  corps  that  might  be  formed.  Uc 
ventured  to  hopo  that  Ilcr  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government  would  give  more  encou- 
ragement than  the  last  to  the  formation  of 
these  important  means  of  national  defence, 
not  only  by  supplying  them  with  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  arms,  but  that  they  would  ap- 
point competent  non-commissioned  officers 
for  instructing  them  in  the  use  of  arms, 
and  drilling  them. 

Lord  AVE  LAND  thought,  that  the 
claims  of  the  Militia  should  be  considered. 
He  begged  to  ask  the  UnJcr  Secretary  at 
War  what  steps  had  been  taken,  or  were 

Lord  Vivian 


proposed  to  be  taken,  to  afford  iDstniction 
in  musketry  practice,  or  the  use  of  the 
rifle,  to  the  Staff  of  the  disembodied  Mi- 
litia, so  that  they  might  be  competent  to 
teach  their  men  ;  and  whether  Enfield 
rifles  had  been  issued  to  them,  or  to  the 
regiments  of  Militia  ordered  for  training  ? 
He  found  that  a  large  proportion  of  the 
disembodied  militia  regiments  still  used 
the  old  arm,  and  that  the  officers  were 
unable  to  give  the  men  any  iDStmotion 
in  others  of  a  better  description.  He  bad 
brought  this  question  before  the  Govern- 
ment for  a  year  and  a-half ;  but  now  that 
other  noble  Lords  were  mooting  it,  and  as 
large  bodies  of  men  seemed  anxious  to  come 
forward  and  join  these  volunteer  corps, 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  claim  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  and  to  express  a 
hope  that  it  would  be  given  to  this  aob- 
ject  in  regard  to  the  militia^  and  to  pat 
in  what  h^  considered  this  prior  claim  for 
rifles,  and  instructions  how  to  use  them. 

The  Eabl  of  RIPON  said,  he  was 
grateful  to  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Vivian) 
^r  having  given  him  the  opportonitj 
which  his  question  afforded  of  stating  to 
their  Lordships  what  were  the  intentions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  reference 
to  a  subject  which  had  excited  great  poUie 
interest,  and  which  had  received  much 
attention  from  many  of  their  Lordships. 
His  noble  Friend  had  reminded  thcai, 
to  a  certain  extent,  of  the  poiitioii 
in  which  the  question  stood  when  tiM 
present  Government  entered  upon  ofiae. 
As  he  had  stated,  early  in  the  month  of  Maj 
last,  the  late  Government  gave  their  itae- 
tion  to  the  desire  expressed  by  the  pnUio 
for  the  formation  of  volunteer  rifle  com 
in  different  parts  of  the  country;  ftnd  m 
the  course  of  that  month  two  cirenlars 
were  issued  from  the  War  Office— one  on 
the  12th,  and  the  other  on  the  25th— the 
first  of  which,  addressed  to  the  Lordi 
Lieutenant  of  counties,  informed  them 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govem- 
ment  to  sanction  the  formation  of  thoie 
corps  upon  certain  conditions.  Those  con- 
ditions were  that  tho  formation  of  the  corps 
should  be  recommended  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  county;  that  it  ahonld  be 
formed  in  accordance  with  the  proTUiioiis 
of  tho  Volunteer  Act  of  44th  &bo.  IU.; 
that  the  members  of  the  corps  shoold  take 
upon  themselves  all  the  expenses  of  the 
corps  ;  and  that  the  roles  and  regnhttioni 
for  the  government  of  the  corps  should  be 
submitted  to  the  approval  of  the  SeoretsiJ 
of  State.    Up  to  the  present  time  onlj-li 
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•ompanies  had  been  formed  under  the 
eirealar  bo  issued.  The  second  circular 
eontained  able  directions  with  regard  to 
the  management,  discipline,  and  organi- 
sation of  these  corps,  but  did  not  in  any 
respect  change  the  principles  laid  down 
in  the  first.  When  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  present  Secretary  for  War  entered 
office  he  found  affairs  in  this  condition. 
There  was  a  large  number  of  projects 
fbr  the  formation  of  rifle  corps ;  but,  as 
he  had  already  stated,  only  twelve  had 
actually  presented  themselves  in  an  official 
shape.  The  Government  readily  acknow- 
ledged the  public  spirit  and  loyal  feeling 
which  had  actuated  so  many  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  in  coming  forward  to 
form  these  corps ;  and  it  was  their  full 
intention  to  carry  out  the  views  of  the  late 
Government  in  respect  to  the  sanction  and 
encouragement  which  should  be  given  to 
them.  When  his  right  hon.  Friend  entered 
office  the  turning  point  seemed  to  have 
been  reached  with  regard  to  this  question, 
and  upon  the  course  which  the  movement 
migbt  take  in  the  next  few  months,  or  even 
a  shorter  period  than  that,  appeared  to  de- 
pend whether  these  corps  would  be  really 
military  bodies  in  the  proper  sense  of  the 
word  or  be  mere  rifle  clubs.  The  only  ad- 
vantage which  could  be  derived  for  defen- 
sive purposes  from  institutions  of  the  latter 
elasa  was,  that  they  might  thereby  obtain 
a  considerable  number  of  persons  through- 
out  the  country  who  would  be  practised 
in  shooting  with  the  rifle;  but  in  any  other 
sense  they  would  not  be  military  bodies. 
Desiring  to  give  encouragement  to  the  feel- 
ing which  had  actuated  so  many  persons  in 
forming  these  corps,  and  at  the  same  time 
wishing  to  ensure,  as  far  as  possible,  that 
the  utmost  benefits  should  be  derived  from 
these  voluntary  organizations,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  the  Government  had 
determined  to  deviate  from  the  course 
which  had  been  followed  by  the  late  Ad- 
ministration in  one  or  two  points,  one  of 
them  of  special  importance  being  that 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  alluded  to  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  question.  Instead 
of  declining  to  supply  any  arms  what- 
ever to  these  corps,  and  leaving  them 
to  be  provided  entirely  at  the  expense  of 
the  members,  the  Government  had  de- 
termined to  issue  arms  at  the  rate  of 
twenty-five  stand  of  rifles  for  every  hun- 
dred men  who  might  be  enrolled,  and  to 
issue  them  upon  certain  conditions.  These 
conditions  were  four  innumbcrand  would  bo 
made  necessary  preliminaries  to  the  sane* 
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tion  of  any  corps.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  require  to  be 
satisfied  that  they  were  able  to  provide  a 
safe  and  adequate  range  for  rifie  practice  ; 
an  officer  would  be  appointed  to  inspect  the 
range  proposed  to  be  established,  which 
must  at  least  be  200  yards  in  length,  and 
that  officer  must  bo  satisfied  that  it  was 
fitted  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  in- 
tended. The  second  condition  was  that 
the  corps  should  provide  a  safe  place  for 
the  custody  of  the  arms  entrusted  to  them, 
and  also  a  competent  person  to  take  charge 
of  them.  The  selection  of  that  person, 
and  the  expenses  necessary  to  be  incurred 
for  the  purpose,  would  be  left  to  themselves, 
subject  to  the  sanction  of  the  Lords-Lieu- 
tenant. In  the  third  place,  the  Govern- 
ment would  require  that  tlie  rules  and 
regulations  for  the  government  of  the  corps 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  be  approved  and  sanctioned  by 
him.  And  lastly,  the  corps  would  be  subject 
to  inspection  by  a  proper  military  officer  to 
be  sent  down  for  that  purpose  by  the  Go- 
vernment. When  these  conditions  had 
been  complied  with  and  sanction  given  to 
the  formation  of  the  corps,  rifies  in  the  pro- 
portion he  had  mentioned  would  be  issued 
for  instruction  and  drill,  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  bo  prepared  to  arm  the  volun- 
teers completely  in  the  event  of  that  of 
which  he  trusted  there  was  no  present 
danger,  an  invasion.  In  addition  to  thia 
the  Government  had  decided — still  follow- 
ing in  the  steps  of  their  predecessors  in 
office — to  allow  the  stafi^  of  the  disembodied 
militia  to  bo  employed  for  the  purpose  of 
instructing  the  rifle  corps  in  drill,  for  which 
the  corps  would  be  required  to  pay  them 
a  shilling  a  day,  and  to  provide  them  with 
sufficient  billet  or  lodging.  And  now,  in 
reply  to  the  question  which  had  been  put  to 
him  by  the  noble  Baron  (Lord  Aveland), 
he  believed  he  might  say  that  it  was  in  con-^ 
templation  to  provide  means  for  instruct- 
ing in  musketry,  at  the  Hythe  School  of 
Musketry,  a  certain  number  of  adjutants 
and  sergeants  of  the  staff  of  the  disem- 
bodied militia.  The  matter  was  not  yet 
finally  settled,  however,  but  was  waiting 
the  decision  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief.  He  believed  it  was 
contemplated  to  afford  means,  in  the  course 
of  the  present  summer,  for  the  instruction 
of  something  like  twenty-five  adjutants  and 
100  sergeants  of  the  disembodied  militia, 
at  Hythe;  and,  of  course,  such  a  measure 
as  that  would  add  greatly  to  the  facilities 
for  drill  of  cither  the  militia  or  the  volnn- 
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tcer  rifle  corps.  The  drill  sergeants  ought 
not  to  coDstitute  a  permanent  charge  to 
these  corp?,  becau-c,  so  far  as  the  ordi- 
nary purposes  of  drill  were  concerned,  thej 
would,  before  long,  be  able  to  proTide  them- 
selfet  with  instructors  from  the  members 
of  their  own  body.  Boi  to  secure  to  them 
still  more  adTantage  in  respect  to  musketry 
instruction  Dis  Royal  Highness  had  de- 
cided that  a  modified  course  of  musketry 
instruction  at  Hythe  should  be  open  to  the 
officers  and  members  of  the  Tolunteer  corps, 
to  commence  at  the  end  of  July  and  to 
continue  fourteen  days  ;  the  expense,  of 
course,  being  borne  by  the  officers  them- 
seWes.  His  (the  Earl  of  Ripon's)  remarks 
up  to  this  point  had  applied  chiefly  to  rifle 
volunteers;  but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
entertained  an  especially  strong  sense  of 
the  utility  of  forming  artillery  corps,  and 
trusted  that  the  Lords- Lieutenants  of  mari- 
time counties  would  use  their  best  endea- 
vours to  promote  in  their  districts  the 
establishment  of  corps  of  that  kind.  In 
accordance  with  the  decision  of  the  late 
Government,  guns,  ammunition,  and  in- 
struction would  be  supplied  to  such  corps; 
the  guns  and  ammunition  to  be  under 
the  charge  of  the  Royal  Artillery.  In 
the  event  of  invasion  those  artillery  corps 
would  prove  most  valuable,  by  setting  free 
the  Royal  Artillery  for  service  in  the  field. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  thought  that  it  was  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed in  regard  to  tliesc  matters  somewhat 
cautiously.  The  movement  was  as  yet  in 
its  infancy,  and  it  was  undesirable  to  come 
to  any  positive  decision  until  they  could  see 
what  course  its  defelopmcnt  would  be 
likely  to  take.  Consequently,  it  was  only 
contemplated  at  present  that  the  organiza- 
tion should  be  by  companies;  and  that  any 
other  arrangement  should  be  left  for  con- 
sideration hereafter — but  a  circular  would 
be  issued  to  the  Lords- Lieutenants  of  coun- 
ties as  soon  as  possible,  containing  the  con- 
ditions upon  which  these  corps  were  to  be 
formed.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  he 
might  repeat,  were  fully  sensible  of  the 
public  s[)irit  which  had  animated  those  who 
had  come  forward  to  organize  these  corps, 
they  believed  that  corps  of  this  description 
would  bo  very  valuable  for  defensive  pur- 
poses and  it  was  the  object  of  his  right 
lion.  Friend  to  make  them  as  efficient  as 
possible  consistently  with  the  principles 
that  must  govern  corps  of  volunteers. 
With  regard  to  the  second  question  of  the 
noblo  Lord  (Lord  Aveland)  as  to  the  supply 
of  Boflold  rifles  to  the  militia,  ho  believed 
The  Earl  of  Bipon 


>  that  assistance  of  that  kind  might  be  given 
to  the  staff  of  the  disembodied  mtUua  as 
-  soon  as  there  were  persona  opoa  thai  u^d 
'  who  had  been  at  Hytbe,  and  were  capable 
of  instructing  the  rest  of  the  staff  in  the 
use  of  those  rifles.     Indeed,  as  to  the  dis- 
embodied militia  generally,  it  was  natnrmllT 
the  wish  of  the  Government  to  supply  them 
,  with  the  rifles;  but  that  must  be  a  gradual 
I  process,   and  dependant  upon   other  de- 
mands for  the  supply  of  rifles ;   he  was 
therefore  unable  to  inform  the  noble  Lord 
when  it  was  likely  that  the  views  of  the 
Government  in  that  respect  would  he  com- 
pletely carried  into  effect. 

The  Eahl  of  ELLENBOROUGH 
said,  there  was  one  point  in  the  observa- 
tions which  had  fallen  from  the  nohle  Earl 
who  had  just  spoken  to  which  he  wished 
briefly  to  advert.  The  first  condition  which 
he  understood  was  laid  down  by  the  Go- 
vernment before  they  would  consent  to 
supply  volunteer  corps  with  arms  was  that 
they  should  procure  a  space  of  ground  for 
practice  to  the  extent  of  300  yards  free 
from  all  danger,  and  that  their  proceed- 
ings should  take  place  under  the  inspec- 
tion of  a  public  officer.  Now,  that  ap- 
peared to  be  a  very  proper  course  to  take; 
but  he  must  reniiud  his  noble  Friend  that 
all  these  new  rifle  corps  must*  in  point  of 
fact,  be  set  on  foot  in  towns,  inasmneh 
as  it  would  be  found  quite  impossible  to 
establish  them  in  the  country  districts, 
where  the  population  was  so  widely  distri- 
buted. Now,  that  being  so,  their  Lord- 
ships must  bear  in  mind  that  there  were 
in  the  vicinity  of  towns  so  many  footpaths 
that,  unless  Parliament  interposed,  it  wonhl 
be  impossible  to  find  a  sufficient  length  of 
ground  for  the  necessary  practice  of  ihe 
various  corps.  The  Legislature  might,  he 
thought,  so  far  interfere  as  to  give  autho- 
rity to  the  commanding  officer,  by  pnUie 
notice,  and  the  posting  of  sentries,  to 
cause  the  footpaths  to  be  stopped  up  daring 
the  hours  of  practice  ;  otherwise  no  effi- 
cient training  in  the  use  of  the  rifle  could 
be  carried  on. 

The  Earl  of  RIPON  said  that,  al- 
though their  Lordships  might  be  willing  to 
pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  for  the  purpose 
to  which  the  noblo  Earl  referred,  yet  it 
would,  he  feared,  be  extremely  difficult  to 
procure  the  assent  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  such  a  measure. 

The  Earl  of  IIARDWICKE  said,  he 
understood  thai  25  per  cent,  of  the  rifles 
necessary  for  the  practice  of  volunteer 
corps  wore  to  bo  supplied  to  them  bj  the 
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GoTernment.  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  that  25  per  cent,  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  a  loan  for  practice  only,  or 
whether  each  of  the  100  men  who  com- 
posed a  company  were  to  provide  their 
own  rifles. 

Lord  VIVIAN  said,  the  noblo  Earl 
must  bear  in  mind  that  the  corps  in  ques- 
tion were  merely  volunteer  corps,  and  that 
the  25  per  cent  of  rifles  would  ho  supplied 
to  them  merely  for  the  purposes  of  prac- 
tice. 

LoBD  HOWDEN  said,  there  was  one 
word — the  word  "invasion** — which  had 
occurred  in  the  speech  of  his  nohle  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  for  War,  and  to  which 
h«  wished  to  advert,  because  he  believed  it 
to  bo  a  word  to  which  the  same  idea  did 
not  attach  on  this  as  upon  the  other  side  of 
the  Channel.  Entirely  different  opinions 
were  entertained  here  from  those  which 
prevailed  in  France  as  to  the  motives  by 
wUeh  an  invasion  of  this  country  might  be 
prompted,  and  the  results  to  which  it  might 
lead.  The  English  were  a  cold-blooded, 
calculating  people,  who  sought  to  know  the 
value  of  a  thing  in  coming  to  a  decision  with 
respect  to  it.  They  could  not  understand 
the  meaning  of  such  a  wanton  effusion  of 
blood  and  treasure  as  would  be  occasioned 
by  any  attempt  on  tho  part  of  France  to  in- 
vade our  shores,  unless  they  coupled  with 
the  idea  of  the  will  to  do  so  the  ezpecta> 
tion  on  the  part  of  Frenchmen  to  succeed 
in  conquering  England.  Now,  that  was  a 
very  logical  view  to  take  of  tho  subject,  but 
it  was  not  French.  lie  did  not  believe  that 
the  idea  of  conquering  this  country  had 
ever  entered  into  the  head  of  any  sane 
Frenehman,  any  more  than  any  sane  Eng- 
lishman had  ever  entertained  the  notion 
that  we  should  allow  ourselves  to  be  con- 
quered by  France.  He  felt  assured  that 
no  Frenchman  had  ever  dreamt  of  taking 
possession  of  this  island  ;  but  he  felt  almost 
equally  certain  that  every  Frenchman  living 
dreamt  both  by  day  and  night  of  humiliat- 
ing this  country,  and  robbing  her  of  the 
position  which  she  alone  maintained  among 
the  nations  of  Europe — that  of  possessing 
an  inviolate  soil.  Thousands  of  persons  in 
England  scouted  the  very  thought  of  an  in- 
vasion. They  asked,  *'  What  is  the  use 
of  it?*'  They  said,  **  It  could  have  no 
permanent  result.'*  The  people  of  France 
were  aware  that  it  could  not  ;  but  then 
they  did  not  adopt  the  same  mode  of  reason- 
ing on  the  subject.  A  forlorn  hope  might 
enter  some  miscrablo  village  inhabited  by 
six  fishermen  and  a  ploughboy,  a  bulletin 


might  be  signed  on  British  soil,  proclaim- 
ing the  glorious  triumph  of  Freucli  arms  ; 
the  French  eagles  might  stream  from  every 
steeple  from  Acton  to  Ealing  and  from 
Ealing  to  Harrow  ;  the  very  prospect  was 
enough  to  throw  every  Frenchman  into  a 
transport  of  joy,  and  that,  too,  although 
he  might  be  perfectly  aware  that  not  a 
single  one  of  his  countrymen  would  return 
home  to  tell  the  tale.  Such  a  state  of 
feeling  was  incomprehensible  to  a  cold, 
calculating  Englishman.  He  should,  how- 
ever implore  their  Lordships  not  to  indulge 
in  the  cut-and-dry  supposition  that  an  in- 
vasion of  our  shores  was  a  thing  impos- 
sible, or  to  measure  the  probability  of  it 
by  mere  politico-economical  considerations. 
It  must  not  be  imagined  that  because  there 
were  so  many  material  and  industrial  in- 
terests involved  in  the  question  it  ought 
not  to  be  viewed  in  a  serious  light.  He 
had  heard  similar  arguments  urged  in  1830 
against  a  change  of  dynasty,  and  in  1848 
against  the  possibility  of  a  revolution  break- 
ing out  in  France  ;  yet  their  Lordships 
knew  what  had  taken  place  on  both  these 
occasions — he  hoped  it  would  not  prove  the 
same  on  the  third  occasion.  He  should, 
above  all  things,  beseech  their  Lordships 
not  to  have  recourse  to  sentimentalities. 
He  knew  well  what  the  Imperialists  thought 
of  the  English  alliance.  They  said  nothing 
against  it.  They  seemed  to  look  u))on  it 
as  a  very  fine  idea,  a  very  excellent  thing 
in  its  way.  They  spoke  of  it  as  the  French 
philosophers  of  (ixQEncyclopidie  had  spoken 
of  tho  Christian  religion  at  the  end  of  tho 
last  century.  They  called  it  a  beautiful 
invention,  but  one  that  htid  performed  its 
task.  They  said,  **  son  temps  est  fait.** 
He  did  not  make  these  statements  lightly 
or  for  the  mere  pleasure  of  doing  so.  He 
resided  in  France,  and  his  social  relations 
were  chiefly  in  that  country.  Nothing, 
therefore,  could  be  a  greater  misfortune  to 
him  than  that  such  an  event  as  that  to 
which  he  alluded  should  take  place.  But 
breathing  the  atmosphere  by  which  he  was 
surrounded  in  France,  he  could  not  help 
hearing  and  seeing  that  tho  great  motive 
which  had  urged  the  Emperor  Napoleon  to 
wage  war  against  Austria  was  to  make  a 
general,  though  a  tacit  appeal  to  all  the 
nations  of  Europe,  except  that  of  which  ho 
was  the  head,  to  unsettle  themselves.  The 
appeal  was  made  to  Poland,  to  Hungary, 
perhaps  to-  Ireland — in  a  word,  to  every 
country — for  tho  purpose,  as  it  were,  of 
producing  a  general  dislocation  of  tho 
affairs  of  the  world  ;  with  what  object  he 
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could  not  Bay,  inasmuch  as  he  could  not 
presume  to  fathom  the  depths  of  the  mind 
of  him  who  now  acted  a  chief  part  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe.  He  should  not  ven- 
ture to  divine  what  might  he  the  next  move 
of  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Emperor  of 
the  French  on  the  political  chess-hoard. 
He  could  not  prophesy  whether  he  would 
checkmate  the  world  or  he  checkmated 
himself.  But,  he  that  as  it  might,  he  was 
BDzious  that  the  Government  of  England, 
he  it  Whig,  Radical,  or  Consenrative, 
should  he  as  well  aware  as  he  was  that  the 
only  way  to  unite  together  all  parties  in 
France — Republicans,  Imperialists, Orlean- 
ists  and  Legitimists — would  be  to  enter 
into  a  war  with  this  country.  Such  a  war 
was  the  only  one  which  would  ever  be  uni- 
yersally  popular  in  France,  and,  however 
reckless  the  attempt  to  invade  England 
might  be — however  devoid  of  all  rational 
hope  of  success — there  was  not  a  single 
widow  in  France  who  would  not  give  her 
last  son,  or  a  single  beggar  who  would  not 
give  his  last  penny,  to  carry  out  such  a 
project. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE  asked 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
yernment  to  arm  completely  the  volun- 
teer corps  as  soon  as  that  object  could  be 
effected. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  thought  his  noble 
Frientl  had  sufficiently  explained  that 
twenty-five  rifles  were  to  be  supplied  to 
every  hundred  men.  It  was  thought  that 
the  various  corps  would  thus  have  ample 
means  of  instruction  in  firing  these  wea- 
pons. Some  of  the  members  would,  no 
doubt,  supply  themselves  at  their  own  cost 
with  rifles  like  those  of  the  Government, 
so  as  to  be  able  to  use  the  same  ammuni- 
tion ;  and,  in  case  of  invasion,  the  whole 
corps  would,  of  course,  be  placed  in  pos- 
session of  these  weapons. 

The  Earl  op  HARDWICKE  said,  his 
objection  to  this  plan  was  that  by  supply- 
ing arms  to  the  rifle  corps  they  would  be 
likely  to  enlist  a  class  of  men  whom  it  was 
the  special  object  of  the  late  Government 
to  avoid  enlisting — namely,  those  who 
would  otherwise  join  the  army  or  the  mili- 
tia. In  proposing  to  furnish  rifles  to  this 
extent  he  hoped  the  Government  had  in- 
formed themselves  as  to  the  actual  supply 
of  these  arms  ;  for  the  promise  seemed  to 
him  a  verv  large  one. 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE  admitted  ' 
that   if.    in  dealing    with   these  volunteer 
corps  they  reduced  the  number  of  recruits 
for  the  army  or  militia,  they  would  be  do-  . 
Lord  Howden  ' 


ing  great  injury  indeed.  But  would  that 
be  the  case  if  arms  were  granted,  as  pro- 
posed, for  purposes  of  practice  ?  Their 
Lordships  must  recollect  how  very  heavy 
would  still  be  the  expense  to  Members 
of  rifle  corps.  The  Government  did  not 
intend  to  furnish  them  with  accoiitre- 
ments  or  with  a  practice  groand  ;  neither 
were  the  members  to  receive  any  pay;  and 
he  was  certain  that  these  were  not  terms 
likely  to  be  accepted  by  men  who  would 
join  the  army  or  militia.  It  was  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  that  though  it  would 
not  be  right  to  throw  upon  the  eoantry  any 
greater  expense  for  the  issue  of  arms  than 
was  now  proposed,  it  was  not  desirable  to 
render  these  corps  too  select  or  to  prevent 
such  persons  from  joining  them  as  would 
be  willing  to  do  so  on  receiving  this  very 
moderate  assistance.  They  thought  the 
corps  should  be  composed  of  all  cUw- 
ses.  Another  object  was  Attatoed  by  the 
proposed  issue,  for  the  Government  wonld 
thereby  acquire  a  right  to  insist  on  the 
safe  custody  of  these  rifles,  besides  in- 
suring that  they  should  always  be  foond 
efficient  when  wanted,  and  not  in  aneb 
a  state  as  a  delicate  weapon  of  the 
kind  would  probably  fall  into  if  left  to  in- 
dividual care  and  custody.  With  regard 
to  the  other  point  raised  by  the  noble  Earl, 
he  could  only  say  that  in  Nottingham  his 
first  step  had  been  to  consult  the  officer 
commanding  the  militia  in  that  eounty»  as 
to  how  far  the  formation  of  rifle  corps 
would  be  likely  to  impede  the  recruiting 
for  the  militia,  and  that  officer  said  be  was 
convinced  that  the  enlistment  of  men  for 
the  line  and  the  militia  would  not  be  in- 
terfered with  by  the  encouragement  of 
those  volunteer  bodies. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  agreed  with  the 
noble  Duke  in  thinking  that  the  propoaed 
corps  wonld  not  be  likely  to  interfere  with 
the  enlistment  for  either  the  line  or  the 
militia,  because  the  men  who  jomed  the 
rifle  corps  would  belong  to  an  altogether 
superior  class.  He  did  not,  therefore,  ob- 
ject to  the  course  which  the  Government 
intended  to  take  in  thus  going  somewhat 
beyond  the  scheme  of  the  late  Ministry, 
provided  they  had  satisfied  themsdvea  that 
they  would  not  be  unduly  encroaching  up- 
on the  supply  of  rifles  for  the  regular  ser- 
vice, in  fulfilling  the  obligations' they  had 
taken  upon  themselves.  The  supply  of 
Enfield  rifles  for  the  use  of  the  army,  whe- 
ther by  the  efforts  of  the  trade  or  of  the 
Government  factory,  appeared  to  the  late 
Government  insufficient  towammt  them  hi 
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otherwise  disposiDg  of  any  considerable 
proportion  of  these  arms,  and  upon  those 
grounds  it  was  that  they  had  not  thought  it 
expedient  to  provide  these  corps  with  rifles. 
If  the  present  Government  had  satisfied 
themselves  that  there  was  an  abundance 
of  rifles,  and  if  they  thought  they  could 
without  inconvenience  meet  the  demands 
of  the  volunteer  corps,  he  had  not  a  word 
to  say  against  such  an  arrangement ;  but 
the  late  Government  had  come  to  a  dif- 
ferent conclusion. 

The  Duke  op  NEWCASTLE  replied 
that  the  question  mooted  by  the  noble 
Earl  had  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
Secretary  for  War,  who  had  satisfied  him- 
self that  from  the  number  of  rifles  now  in 
store,  and  coming  in  weekly,  ample  means 
would  be  provided  for  meeting  the  wants  of 
the  volunteer  corps. 

The  Earl  of  SANDWICH  suggested 
that  the  disembodied  officers  of  militia 
should  be  supplied  with  the  Enfield  rifle, 
so  as  to  be  the  better  qualified  to  instruct 
the  volunteer  corps. 

The  Marquess  op  LONDONDERRY 
asked  whether  the  Government  intended  to 
embody  the  Irish  militia,  and  said  that  at- 
tention ought  to  be  directed  to  the  use  of 
the  arms  of  those  regiments,  which  were 
usually  found  in  the  very  worst  condition. 
In  reply  to  the  Earl  of  Airlie, 
The  Earl  of  RIPON  said,  he  thought 
he  had  stated  that  the  Government  did  not 
intended  to  supply  these  corps  with  any 
musketry  instruction  at  the  public  expense; 
but  the  illustrious  Duke  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  had  made  arrangements  which 
would  enable  the  volunteer  officers,  if  they 
thought  fit,  to  go  through  a  modified  course 
of  instruction  at  Hythe.  With  regard  to 
the  embodiment  of  Irish  militia,  that  was 
a  question  which  he  was  not  prepared  to 
answer  without  notice. 

THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  After  the  la- 
mentable  accounts  which  have  reached  us 
during  the  last  two  days — lamentable  as 
every  one  must  feel  them,  whatever  be  his 
opinions  or  his  wishes  respecting  the  war, 
I  rise  to  discharge  a  duty  to  this  House, 
to  the  country,  and  to  humanity.  Closing 
my  ears  to  the  shouts  of  triumph  raised  by 
one  party,  to  the  murmurs  of  others  com- 
plaining that  such  enormous  carnage  should 
have  had  no  result,  and  to  the  cries 
of  the  defeated,  disappointed   it  is  said. 


perhaps  untruly,  in  their  hopes  of  abating 
the  nuisance  of  a  free  Government  in  their 
neighbourhood — from   these  I  turn  aside, 
that  I  may  give  utterance  to  the  thoughts 
which  should  be  uppermost  in  all  men's 
minds  towards  what  party  soever  in  the  con- 
test they  may  lean.     A  slaughter  has  been 
committed  unexampled  in  the  history  of  our 
race ;  and  at  the  time  I  speak  it  has  not 
ceased    The  British  Senate  has  been  called 
the  refuge  of  oppressed  nations  ;  whether  it 
deserves  that  title  or  not,  I  know  that  it  is 
the  refuge  of  suppressed  feelings ;  of  right 
feeling  and  sound  principles  ;  the  lacerated 
feelings  of   humanity,  and   the   outraged 
sense  of  justice.     The  heartfelt  sorrow  for 
what  has  befallen  so  large  a  portion  of  our 
fellow  creatures — the  heavy  censures — the 
deep  indignation  roused  against  the  per- 
petrators of  that  enormous  slaughter,  can 
find  no  vent  elsewhere  ;  stifled,  or  altoge- 
ther suppressed  in  some  countries  by  the 
arbitrary  commands  of  despotic  power — 
drowned  in  others  by  the  clamour  of  popu- 
lar violence.     But  here  those  natural  feel- 
ings are  the  cherished  growth  of  the  soil  ; 
and   in   this   high  court   of  justice   they 
charge  by  a  name  technically  familiar  to 
us,  which  I  abstain  from  using,  the  wilful 
authors  of  the  war,  be  they  who  they  may, 
by    whatever   motives    actuated,    whether 
stimulated  by  the  thirst  of  vain  glory,  or 
moved  by  the  cold  calculations  of  selfish 
interest,  or  possessed  with  the  jealousy  of 
free  institutions,  or  inflamed  with  the  lust 
of   conquest  —  whoever  they  be,   and   by 
whatever  passions  incited,  the  wilful  authors 
of  the  most  unprovoked  and  indefensible 
war  ever  waged,  and  their  guilty  accom- 
plices, have  dyed  the  plains  of  Italy  and 
made  her  rivers  flow  with  the  blood  of  in- 
nocent men — innocent  because  the  dupes 
of   their  arts  or  compelled    as  unwilling 
instruments  in  their  hands.     But  let  us  be 
just  to  France.     Her  ruler  has  disclaimed 
for  her  all  desire  of  conquest,  or  aggran- 
dizement ;  and  so  far  I  verily  believe  that 
the  French  people  will  be  no  gainers  in 
any  manner  of  way.     They  will  bear  tho 
burthen,  will  pay  the  cost  without  receiving 
the  profit.     The  crop  is  raised  with  their 
blood,  but  they  will  not  reap  the  harvest. 
Then  who  is  to  gain  by  the  horrible  carnage 
of  which  the  Lombard  plains  are  now  the 
scene  ?     Is  it  the  Italian  people?     No  one 
more  earnestly  desires  than  myself  to  see 
the  oppression  cease  under  which  they  have 
so  long  sufifered.     In  every  quarter  from 
north  to  south  that  people  has  been  griev- 
ously misruled  ;  and  no  one  would  rejoice 
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more  at  their  freeing  themselves  from  the 
Austrian  yoke  and  their  other  burthens. 
But  when  I  contemplate  the  policy  which 
seems  now  to  prevail,  I  am  thrown  back  in 
mj  recollection   to  the  evil  times  which 
some  of  your  Lordships,  with  myself,  are 
old  enough  to  remember,  and  to  remember 
with  horror — I  mean  the  wholesale  dealing 
iu  revolt  and  insurrection  of  the  National 
Convention.     I  speak  of  their  celebrated 
decree  of  the  19th  of  November,   1792, 
which,  if  it  did  not  begin,  extended  the 
war  over   Europe,   and   continued   it  for 
above  twenty  years — the  decree  holding  out 
the  hand  of  fellowship  to  whatever  people 
should  revolt  against  their  rulers,  and  not 
only  giving  them  countenance,  but  offering 
the  assistance  of  their  armies,  and  instruct- 
ed their  generals  wherever  an  insurrection 
had  happened  to  protect  all  engaged  in  it 
from  the  punishment  which  they  had  in- 
curred.    At  the  present  day  the  course  is 
not  by  decrees,  but  by  acts  mid   deeds, 
showing  the  insurgents  that  they  may  ex- 
pect help ;  and  the  traffic  in  revolt  is  not  as 
in  1792,  carried  on  wholesale  but  by  retail. 
One   day  it  is  the  north  of  Itoly  against 
Austria ;  another  it  is  the  Duchies  against 
their  rulers  ;    a  third  day  it  is  Hungary 
against  Austria  ;  a  fourth,  it  is  the  States 
of  the  Church  and  tho  Legations  against  the 
Pope.  All  are  parts  of  a  system  called  that 
of  Nationalities  in  the  north  of  Italy,  and 
everywhere  else.     It  is  singular,  too,  how 
in  adopting  the  system  of  1792  and  1793, 
they  have  also  adopted  the  language  of 
those  dismal  times.  I  speak  not  of  France, 
but  one  of  her  allies,  an  ally  in  whose  do- 
minions every  effort  was  made,  every  mode 
resorted  to  for  rousing  a  warhko  spirit  and 
breaking  the  peace.     I  have  seen  with  my 
own  eyes  the  topics  used  by  the  Govern- 
ment press  in  that  country,  and  the  excite- 
ments to  war  in  daily  effusions  of  the  war 
party, — that  is  the  Ministerial  party.    Tho 
remedies  were  of  various  kinds  and  applied 
in  different  ways.     But  the  first  I  chiefly 
remember,    and    remember    having    seen 
with  no  little  horror,  was   this, — "War, 
it  is   true,   may  be  an   evil  ;    but   there 
are  many  evils  in  this  world  of  ours  ;  ills 
there   must  bo  and  wars  ;'*    and   it  was 
added,  "  National  independence,  the  libe- 
ration of  oppressed  peoples,  is  a  tree  that 
requires   a  sufficient  manuring  of  human 
corpses  **  (un  engrais  suffisant  de  cadavres 
humains).     Now,  in  tho  days  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Safety,  St.  Just,  tho  exe- 
crable accomplice  of  Robespierre,  employ- 
ed the  same  expressions,  **  J^iberty,"  he 
Lord  JSrouffhav} 


said,  ''must  be  founded  upon  mouni 
human  corpses"  (monceaux  de  eaa 
I  had  fondly  hoped  that  the  last  hi 
been  waged  in  tho  name  of  liberty, 
happily  we  have  lived  to  see  in  tha 
crated  name  massacres  so  horrible  i 
extent,  and  attended  with  such  unh 
cruelty,  that  the  mind  recoils  frc 
contemplation.  The  war,  it  may  1 
has  gone  too  far  to  be  stopped  ;  but 
that  England  will  interfere  at  th 
earliest  moment  for  the  restoration  oi 
and  that,  too,  without  ever  askii 
was  to  blame.  Let  it  bo  the  rule  t< 
bygones,  bygones  ;  let  us  say  both 
are  equally  to  blame,  or  all  alike  bla 
It  is  to  be  hoped  that  tho  losing  par 
perceive  that  by  persisting  in  an  i 
contest  she  will  only  lose  the  more, 
greatly  to  bo  dreaded  that  German 
be  induced  to  take  part  in  the  'si 
There  can  be  no  doubt  there  exists  i 
too  much  disposition  to  break  tho  p 
that  quarter ;  and  if  the  sword  wei 
drawn  there,  no  man  can  toll  to  wi 
tent  the  war  may  go,  or  when  i 
end.  There  IS  no  actual  attack  thrc 
against  Germany  ;  the  danger  is  on 
of  a  possibility  ;  and  it  is  therefor 
estly  to  bo  desired  that  every  effbi 
be  made  to  keep  Prussia  from  enga^ 
hostilities,  and  to  prevent  that  grea 
all  calamities,  a  general  war.  i  h 
fear  of  an  invasion  of  this  conntrj, 
think  my  noble  Friend  opposite 
Howden)  has  taken  a  too  gloom; 
of  the  feelings  of  the  French 
on  that  subject.  I  firmly  belieTo  1 
persons  of  respectability  in  Fran 
educated  persons,  all  persons  of  pr 
they  who  represent  public  opinion,  a 
tile  to  the  present  war,  and  lamei 
it  should  have  broken  out.  The 
tude  armed,  and  unarmed,  may 
have  had  their  heads  turned  by  tem 
success,  just  as  they  would,  on  th< 
hand,  bo  tho  first  to  be  cast  do 
any  reverse  of  fortune  ;  but  they  a 
those  to  whom  we  must  look  for 
public  opinion.  The  whole  coanti 
averse  to  this  war  until  it  was  actna 
gun,  and  then  the  reprobation  of  il 
nished  with  the  excitement  of  the  ooc 
events.  But  it  is  still  strongly  dislil 
the  bulk  of  the  community.  That 
is  nothing  compared  to  what  woald  1 
and  loudly  expressed  by  all  classes  w 
Government  to  break  with  this  coant 
firmly  believe  that  no  act  of  tho  G 
ment  could  excite  greater  indignatUNi 
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•quarrel  with  England.  But  is  that  anj 
reason  why  we  shoald  not  be  prepared  ? 
Qaite  the  contrary.  We  say  to  France, 
"  We  don't  distrust  you,  we  don't  believe 
that  you  will  do  us  any  wrong  ;  we  rely  on 
your  professions  and  your  promises.  Never- 
theless, common  prudence  requires  that  we 
Bhonld  guard  against  every  possibility,  and 
possible  danger  may  arise  from  a  change 
in  your  Government  ;  for  no  one  can  tell 
what  might  in  that  event  be  the  disposition 
of  your  military  classes."  Let  us  therefore 
be  prepared  by  land  and  by  sea.  Above  all, 
let  US  be  prepared  by  sea.  I  hope  and  trust 
that  I  shall  have  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
my  question  from  the  noble  Duke  opposite, 
and  that  it  be  authoritatively  declared  that 
there  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the  re- 
port as  to  the  Navy  Estimates  being  low- 
ered. Instead  of  the  preparations  of  the 
late  Government  being  lessened,  I  would 
rather  that  they  might  be  extended,  so  as 
to  render  an  attempt  upon  our  shores, 
happen  what  may,  absolutely  impossible. 
There  is  the  widest  difference  conceivable 
between  a  constitutional  Government,  with 
a  free  Parliament  and  a  free  press,  and 
Governments  such  as  those  of  the  two 
allies,  France  and  Russia,  where  every 
expression  of  public  opinion  is  stifled.  My 
belief  is  that  had  there  been  a  free  Go- 
vernment in  France,  this  lamentable  war 
ki  Italy  would  have  been  utterly  impossible. 
It  arose  from  there  having  been  no  legiti- 
mate vent  for  that  public  opinion  which 
was  at  first  quite  unanimous  against  war, 
although  when  hostilities  had  been  actually 
declared  a  certain  change  took  place. 
Under  those  circumstances,  and  having  re- 
gard to  the  naval  force  of  France  and 
Russia,  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to  make  it 
absolutely  impossible  that  the  channel 
should  be  commanded  even  by  the  united 
fleets  of  tho&e  two  Powers. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  (who  was 
very  indistinctly  heard)  said,  he  trusted 
that,  in  answering  the  question  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  he  would  excuse 
his  not  following  him  through  the  various 
topics  touched  upon  in  his  speech.  He 
would  confine  himself  simply  to  giving  the 
information  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  seemed  to  require.  In  doing  so  he 
should  lay  before  their  Lordships  such  in- 
formation as  he  possessed  respecting  the 
progress  which  had  been  made  in  the  re- 
construction of  the  navy  ;  and  here  he  felt 
that  ho  had  to  represent  the  late  Govern- 
ment rather  tlian  the  present,  llo  had 
seen  with  great  surprise  a  statement  in  the 


newspapers  that  he  had  commenced  the 
duties  of  his  ofiice  by  reducing  the  Navy 
Estimates,  and  striking  off  a  large  number 
of  men  from  the  dockyards.  But  the  fact 
was  that  he  had  not  taken  a  single  step  in 
either  of  those  directions.  Ho  would  state 
to  their  Lordships  what  had  really  happen- 
ed. On  the  11th  of  April  last  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  being  very  properly  desirous 
of  expediting  the  works  in  progress  in  the 
dockyards,  ordered  that  the  men  should 
work  extra  hours.  At  a  later  period  it 
was  considered  that  further  works  were 
necessary,  and  additional  men  were  ordered 
to  be  taken  on,  and  on  the  5th  of  May  it 
was  ordered  that  more  men  should  be  em- 
ployed upon  the  works  in  the  dockyards. 
It  was  a  perfectly  right  course  on  the  part 
of  the  late  Government  to  put  on  an  ad- 
ditional force  of  men  as  soon  as  they  saw 
it  was  necessary.  In  this  respect,  there- 
fore, he  (the  Duke  of  Somerset)  was  quite 
ready  to  defend  the  course  adopted  by  the 
late  Government.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  for  many  years  past  about  the  way  in 
which  the  Navy  Department  had  been  ad- 
ministered. Now,  it  happened  that  when 
he  WAS  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
an  inquiry  was  directed  to  be  made  into 
the  Navy  Estimates,  and  as  Chairman  of 
the  Committee,  he  had  before  him  all  the 
leading  persons  who  had  been  connected 
with  the  navy  for  a  long  time  previous, 
and  he  had  thus  collected  a  great  deal  of 
information  on  the  subject.  It  appeared 
that  for  thirty  or  forty  years  great  economy 
was  practised  in  the  Navy  Estimates,  and 
very  little  expenditure  was  incurred.  He 
now  rejoiced  that  such  economy  had  been 
practised,  for  had  it  not  been  so,  the  money 
would  have  been  entirely  wasted,  the  class 
of  vessels  built  would  have  been  entirely 
unsuited  to  the  present  exigencies,  and  if 
a  number  of  vessels  had  been  launched 
they  would  have  been  perfectly  useless, 
and  the  country  would  now  have  to  pay  just 
as  large  a  sum  for  the  reconstruction  of  the 
navy.  That  was  the  course  for  a  long 
period  of  time.  Then  came  the  period  of 
steamships,  but  of  steamships  with  paddles, 
when  the  Admiralty  again  set  to  work  and 
produced  a  number  of  vessels  of  that  class. 
But  before  many  years  had  elapsed  the 
screw-propeller  was  introduced,  supersed- 
ing the  use  of  the  paddle.  If,  therefore, 
they  had  gone  on  building  steamers  fitted 
with  paddles,  they  would  have  been  found 
uusuitcd  to  modern  requirements.  From 
a  return  which  he  had  in  his  hand,  it  ap- 
peared that  in  the  year  1 847-— the  year 
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before  tlic  inquiry  to  which  he  had  referred 
was  made — there  was  not  a  single  ship  of 
the  line  with  a  screw.  In  January,  lo53, 
which  was  the  date  of  the  next  return,  tlie 
Government  had  got  as  far  as  17  vessels 
with  screws.  The  next  return  wais  one  of 
the  1st  of  January,  1859,  when  it  appear- 
ed that  we  had  50  Jine-of-battle-ships  with 
screws.  Since  this  time  the  Government 
had  gone  to  work  with  considerable  in- 
dustry, and  whereas  in  January,  1859,  the 
total  Dumber  was  50  screw  ships,  on  the 
1st  of  July,  1859,  the  number  was  57. 
Thus  there  had  been  a  continual  increase ; 
and,  meanwhile,  the  country  had  been 
saved  the  expenses  of  machinery,  dock- 
yards, and  of  executing  the  necessary 
works.  The  late  Board  of  Admiralty  had 
further  resolved  upon  the  construction  of  a 
vessel  of  6,000  tons — whereas  the  largest 
vessels  hitherto  had  not  exceeded  4,000 
tons  in  size  —  which  was  to  be  coated 
with  iron.  Vessels  of  this  kind  could 
not  be  built  under  an  expense  of  less 
than  a  quarter  of  a  million,  and  if  we 
were  to  go  on  producing  vessels  of 
this  class,  it  would  occasion  a  most  enor- 
mous expense  to  the  country.  But  as 
far  as  the  instructions  adopted  by  former 
Boards  of  Admiralty  were  concerned,  in  no 
respect  had  the  Estimates  for  the  naval 
armaments  of  the  country  been  diminished 
by  the  present  Administration.  In  going 
into  this  question,  moreover,  it  was  not 
sufficient  that  larger  Estimates  should  bo 
taken — it  was  necessary  that  the  expendi- 
ture should  be  properly  adjusted.  If  he 
(the  Duke  of  Somerset)  wished  to  produce 
a  number  of  vessels  upon  paper,  the  best 
course  he  could  take  would  be  to  convert 
existing  vessels  into  screw  line-of-battle 
ships.  Thus  a  fleet  would  be  produced 
upon  paper,  but  it  would  consist  of  ves- 
sels of  comparative  inefficiency.  But,  after 
all,  the  great  question  with  which  they 
had  to  deal  was  the  question  of  manning 
the  navy.  This  was  a  subject  which  must 
also  be  attended  with  very  considerable  ex- 
pense, of  a  threefold  character  ;  first,  that 
which  arose  from  the  immediate  loss  occa- 
aioned  by  taking  men  from  their  usual  en- 
gigements  ;  secondly,  that  of  bringing  up 
a  number  of  men  from  boyhood  to  serve  as 
■ukwit  which  was  a  very  effectual  process; 
•ad  thirdly,  the  adoption  of  an  extensive 
^t«iD  of  bounty,  which,  though  there 
eonld  be  no  doubt  of  its  necessity,  must 
ei  I  a  great  expenditure  upon  the 
'•  In  dealing  with  all  these  ques- 
I       ee  of  careful  attention 


was  necessary.  On  all  accounts,  however, 
it  was  essential  to  bring  our  naval  force 
into  a  state  of  efficiency.  What  they  had 
to  provide  for  was  not  merely  a  question 
of  attack  upon  the  shores  of  this  laud. 
They  had  to  consider  the  position  of  the 
country  as  a  great  maritime  power,  and 
they  must  endeavour  to  maintain  the  coun- 
try in  that  position  at  however  great  an 
expenditure.  No  doubt  a  great  outlay 
would  be  required  for  this  purpose,  much 
of  which  would  be  entirely  wasted  :  but  it 
was  both  justifiable  and  necessary  as  a 
precautionary  measure,  because  if  in  the 
capital  or  any  other  seat  of  commerce  any 
feeling  were  to  prevail  that  this  country 
was  not  properly  protected,  the  pecuniary 
loss  sustained  by  the  country  would  be 
very  much  greater  than  any  sums  which 
would  be  necessary  to  be  expended  for  its 
defence.  That  was  the  view  he  had  taken 
with  regard  to  the  future  poeition  of  the 
navy;  and  he  could  assure  the  House  that, 
both  with  regard  to  providing  ships  and 
the  men  for  manning  them,  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  were  as  anxious  to  do 
their  duty  as  the  late  Board,  and  to  pnrsae 
a  course  which  would  place  the  maritime 
defences  of  the  country  in  a  satisfactory 
condition. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE  said  he 
felt  very  much  satisfied  with  the  statement, 
as  far  as  it  went,  of  the  noble  Duke.  He 
cordially  joined  in  the  sentiment  expressed 
by  the  noble  Duke  that  the  great  object  to 
bo  achieved  was  the  raising  the  maritime 
defences  of  the  country  to  a  pitch  of  effi« 
cicncy  which  would  preclude  all  apprehen- 
sions of  invasion.  He  held  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  render  the  navj 
of  England  sufficiently  powerful  not  only 
to  maintain  the  British  Channel  as  the 
British  Channel,  but  to  enable  us  to  insist 
that  the  boundaries  of  this  country  in  that 
direction  should  he  the  low-water  mark  on 
tho  French  shore.  They  might  talk  of  the 
militia,  rifle  corps,  and  all  the  rest  of  it, 
but  if  there  was  a  chance  of  a  hostile  fleet 
of  men-of-war  appearing  off  the  English 
coast,  such  would  be  the  feeling  which  it 
would  produce  in  the  country  that  far  more 
pecuniary  suffering  would  be  oecasioned 
than  any  that  tho  noble  Duke  could  canae 
by  any  measures  he  might  take  for  placing 
the  naval  defences  on  a  satisfactory  tooting. 
In  former  wars  our  Parliamentary  Oovem- 
ment  had  been  able  to  maintain  g^reat  naval 
forces  ;  but  he  might  be  permitted  to  refer 
to  the  condition  of  the  French  navy  daring 
the  last  war,  and  to  tho  manner  in  wUoh 
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that  navy  surmounted  the  difficulties  it  had 
to  encounter.  In  1794,  the  year  after  the 
commencement  of  the  war,  the  French  had 
seventy-seven  liue-of- battle  ships,  and  176 
frigates.  In  1812,  having  suffered  defeat 
at  Trafalgar,  and  having  sustained  severe 
blows  at  various  other  times,  their  line-of- 
battle  ships  had  risen  to  113,  and  their 
frigates  to  272.  So  that,  even  then,  in 
the  face  of  such  disasters,  their  power  of 
production  was  such  as  to  give  us  ample 
warning  of  the  achievements  in  that  re- 
spect, of  which  the  means  and  energies  of 
the  French  people  were  capable  under  the 
most  adverse  circumstances.  The  noble 
Duke  had  made  a  statement  of  what 
had  been  the  progress  of  advancement  in 
the  British  fleet  during  the  years  1853  to 
1859.  The  year  1853  was  the  year  af^er 
the  retirement  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Derby)  from  office ;  and  in  the 
year  1852  the  first  screw  line-of-battle  ship 
was  built,  under  the  naval  administration 
of  the  Duke  of  Northumberland.  From 
1853  to  18^9,  the  rate  of  progress  of  the 
British  navy  had  been  very  irregular.  To 
the  close  of  1857,  when  the  late  Govern- 
ment took  office,  there  were  afloat  twenty- 
five  sorew-sail  of  the  line.  During  the  411 
days  of  the-  late  Administration  the  Go- 
vernment had  raised  the  number  to  fifty 
sail  of  the  line.  Nothing,  he  understood, 
bad  had  so  great  an  effect  upon  the  French 
people,  nothing  had  created  so  great  as- 
tonishment, as  this  rapid  power  of  produc- 
tion by  the  Government  and  the  maritime 
yards  of  this  country  ;  and  it  had,  as  he 
had  been  assured,  formed  a  subject  of  con- 
sideration on  the  other  side  of  the  Chan- 
nel. But  there  was  one  description  of 
vessel  the  creation  of  which  would  render 
very  great  service  to  the  navy  if  due  at- 
tention were  paid  to  it.  He  would  ven- 
ture to  suggest  to  the  noble  Duke  that 
while  he  was  rapidly  augmenting  the 
strength  of  the  naval  force  he  should 
turn  his  attention  to  the  condition  of  our 
frigates.  That  class  of  vessels,  being 
of  a  light  draught  of  water,  it  was  well 
known  were  extremely  useful  in  time 
of  war  in  enabling  a  belligerent  to  know 
where  his  enemy  was,  as  well  as  for  pur- 
poses of  convoy  and  communication.  They 
might  be  considered  as  the  eyes  of  the 
fleet.  In  1815  this  country  had  as  many 
as  814  frigates ;  and  their  Lordships 
would  remember  that  Lord  Nelson,  who 
always  placed  the  greatest  reliance  on 
that  class  of  vessels,  said  on  one  occasion 
he  believed  after  he  was  dead  the  word 


"  frigates"  would  be  found  engraven  on 
his  heart,  for  without  them  he  could  neither 
see  nor  hear.  In  frigates  the  French  were 
still  superior  to  us.  The  question  of  money 
was  of  comparatively  little  importance,  and 
he  trusted  the  noble  Duke  would  only  take 
into  consideration  how  he  could  best  use 
the  power  of  production  at  his  disposal, 
and  how  he  could  most  efficiently  obtain 
men  for  the  ships  when  built.  In  the 
evidence  laid  before  the  Commissioners  for 
Manning  the  Navy,  it  appeared  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  chief  authorities  that  in  the 
event  of  hostilities  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  this  country  should  have 
three  fleets— one  of  30  sail  of  the  line  in 
the  Channel,  one  of  20  sail  of  the  line  in 
the  Mediterranean,  and  another  of  20  sail 
of  the  line  in  the  North  Sea,  with  frigates 
and  light  vessels  in  proportion.  There 
could  be  no  safety  to  the  country  unless 
the  navy  were  raised  to  that  extent.  Then 
there  were  the  demands  of  our  foreign 
and  colonial  stations  to  be  supplied  ;  so 
that  altogether,  according  to  the  best  au- 
thorities, we  ought  not  to  be  content  with 
less  than  80  sail  of  the  line  and  a  propor- 
tionate number  of  frigates  and  light  ves* 
sels.  This  might  seem  a  large  force  to  be 
under  the  necessity  of  keeping  up,  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  in  1815  we  had 
831  vessels  afloat,  of  which  244  were  line- 
of-battle  ships  and  that  now  we  had  only 
fifty  sail  of  the  line,  which  were  not  all 
ready  for  sea.  All  the  points  relating  to 
the  subject  of  manning  the  navy  were 
dealt  with  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners. It  might  be  objected  to  that 
Report  that  it  was  somewhat  speculative, 
and  no  doubt  it  was  open  to  that  ob- 
jection, because,  in  the  first  place,  it 
was  not  certain  that  the  number  of  men 
necessary  to  form  a  reserved  volunteer 
corps  could  be  got ;  nor  when  they  were 
got  and  their  names  enterad  on  the  books 
was  it  certain  that  they  would  always  be 
forthcoming  when  wanted.  A  great  num- 
ber of  shipping  masters  had  been  consulted 
by  the  Commissioners  on  this  question,  and 
they  were  all  of  opinion  that  a  retaining 
fee  would  be  likely  to  induce  a  number  of 
men  to  come  forward  and  enter  themselves, 
and  they  thought  that  this  plan,  if  limited 
in  a  certain  way — giving  tne  fee  only  to 
men  engaged  in  short  voyages — would 
secure  all  the  advantages  required.  The 
late  Government  had  placed  the  matter  on 
such  a  footing  as  would,  in  a  few  years,  if 
the  present  Government  carried  out  their 
views  earnestly,  place  the  country  in  a 
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most  satiflfactory  position  in  regard  to 
manning  the  navy.  Th^e  would  be  an 
absolute  certainty  of  obtaining  men  when 
they  were  needed,  and  great  expense  would 
be  saved  by  doing  away  with  the  necessity 
of  keeping  up  large  cstablislmients'when 
there  was  no  use  for  them. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  :  My 
Lords,  I  heard  with  great  satisfaction  what 
fell  from  the  noble  Duke  opposite  with  re- 
spect to  the  intentions  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment on  the  important  subject  of  the 
navy;  but  it  was  no  more  than  I  expected, 
because  I  could  not  but  bear  in  mind  what 
fell  from  Lord  Paliuerston  two  or  three 
years  ago,  in  the  course  of  a  discussion  on 
the  navy  in  the  other  House.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  he  thought  the  navy  of  this 
country  ought  to  be  equal  to  contend  not 
only  with  the  navy  of  France,  but  also  with 
the  navy  of  any  other  great  maritime 
Power  united  with  France ;  and  I  think  it 
is  impossible  that  under  the  present  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country,  which  are  much 
graver  than  any  which  existed  at  that  time, 
or  indeed,  in  my  opinion,  at  any  time  dur- 
ing the  last  half  century,  Lord  Palmerston 
could  in  the  slightest  degree  have  changed 
that  opinion.  If  that  be  the  object  which 
we  have  in  view,  the  noble  Duke  must  feel 
that  he  is  only  in  a  state  of  progress,  and 
that  he  has  a  great  deal  to  do.  I  believe 
I  might  venture  to  go  as  far  as  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  who  spoke  last,  and 
say  that  no  force  of  line-of- battle  ships 
less  than  seventy  would  be  sufficient  for 
the  protection  of  our  maritime  interests. 
I  would  not  distribute  them  as  he  proposes 
to  do,  but  that  number  we  ought  to  have. 
We  ought  to  have,  also,  a  proportionate 
number  of  smaller  vessels  for  the  protection 
of  our  trade,  for  it  must  be  recollected  that 
however  equal  our  navy  may  be  with  the 
navies  of  Franco  and  Russia,  the  detach- 
ments we  are  compelled  to  send  out  for  the 
protection  of  our  colonies  and  our  trade, 
extending  all  over  the  world,  are  so  great 
that  the  force  remaining  for  the  defence 
of  our  own  country  is  by  no  means  so  great 
as  we  ought  to  have.  But  I  rose  princi- 
pally to  endeavour  to  impress  upon  your 
Lordships  and  the  country  the  truth  which 
I  feel  most  deeply,  that  no  extent  of  in- 
creased efficiency  which  you  can  give  to 
your  navy  can  now,  under  the  changed 
circumstances  of  navigation,  give  you  an 
effectual  protection  against  invasion,  if  an 
enemy  be  determined  to  invade  you.  The 
advantage  which  an  enemy  determined  to 
take  the  initiative  derives  from  the  poases- 
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sion  of  forts  like  Brest  and  Ohorbonrg,  and 
from  the  improvements  in  steam  naviga« 
tion,  are  so  great  that,  at  least  during  six 
months  in  the  year,  he  may  land  60,000  or 
80,000  men  upon  any  beach  on  the  south 
coast  of  England.  But  recollect  that  the 
great  advantage  of  a  powerful  and  superior 
fleet  is,  that  though  a  force  may  be  landed 
it  loses  its  communications.  The  late  Bm- 
peror  Napoleon  said  — and  I  have  no  doubt 
the  present  Emperor  has  seen  reason  to 
adopt  the  maxim — that  the  science  of  war 
consists  in  the  science  of  communication. 
If  that  be  so,  no  prudent  general  would 
land  a  force  in  this  country  unless  he  had 
a  reasonable  expectation  of  always  being 
able  to  preserve  a  communication  with  the 
country  from  which  that  force  had  come. 
And  this  leads  one  to  offer  a  anggestioii 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the 
noble  Duke,  which  is  this — that  no  time 
whatever  should  be  lost  in  protecting  all 
the  ports  and  all  the  roads  in  which  it 
would  be  possible  for  an  enemy  to  plaeo 
a  fleet  with  any  degree  of  security,  and 
where  he  might  form  Ute  de  pont  that 
would  assist  his  future  operations,  rtmat 
he  will  lose  no  time  in  placing  at  every  one 
of  these  points — and  I  particularly  reeom- 
mend  to  his  notice  the  port  of  Portland- 
some  one  fort  at  least,  capable  of  auttain- 
ing  a  siege  of  a  week  or  a  fortnight,  so 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  an  enemy 
to  hold  that  position  with  a  fleet  to  aatisi 
his  operations.  J  refer  to  the  new  port  of 
Portland,  that  port  which  the  late  French 
Ambassador  went  down  to  reconnoitre,  and 
which  he  took  the  trouble  of  visiting  nt 
the  end  of  last  summer  in  order  to  see  tlie 
particular  advantages  it  possessed.  I  traai 
that  whenever  that  respectable  gentleman 
goes  to  that  port  again  he  will  find  it  in  a 
better  position  than  when  ho  saw  it  laat. 
Now,  my  Lords,  whatever  you  do  with  re- 
spect  to  the  navy,  it  is  impossible  to  n^ 
lect  your  army — that  military  atreogtli  by 
which  at  last  must  be  defended  everything 
we  value.  The  noble  Duke  is  right  to  ex* 
tend  the  force  of  the  navy.  It  is  a  seen- 
rity  for  our  interest  and  honour,  and  it 
may  be  productive  of  great  advantages  in 
carrying  on  our  defences.  But  of  itself 
our  navy  is  not  sufficient,  and  nnleas  yon 
determine  to  establish  on  a  permanent  and 
secure  basis  the  future  military  defeneee 
of  this  country,  I  feel  confident  that,  con- 
sidering the  passions  that  animate  persons 
on  the  Cent  nent  who  are  hostile  to  ns, 
considering  the  vast  power  at  their  dis- 
posal and  the  reasons  for  running  the  risk 
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of  inTaBion,  I  can  speak  with  perfect  assur- 
ance, and  to  my  o?ni  mind  almost  in  the 
langaage  of  prophecy,  that  the  attempt 
will  ho  made.  It  will  not  he  made  during 
this  war.  What  we  have  to  apprehend  is 
when  this  war  has  terminated  —  when 
France  has  hroken  the  military  strength 
of  Austria, — when  she  has  terrified  the 
other  Powers  of  the  Continent — when  there 
is  a  dose  connection  and  understanding 
with  Russia — and  when  she  has  the  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  a  disciplined  and  victo- 
rious  army — for  they  will  consider  them- 
selres  certain  of  success — to  realize  the 
last  project  of  the  Emperor  Napoleon  I., 
all  whose  projects  the  present  Emperor  has 
boasted  it  is  his  fate  to  accomplish.  I 
eannot  close  these  few  ohservations  with- 
out expressing  my  conviction  that  if  we  do 
Dot  take  advantage  of  this  respite  of  time 
—of  the  advantage  given  us  by  the  war 
France  is  engaged  in — we  shall  imperil 
ererything  that  every  man  in  this  country 
▼alues — its  independence,  its  honour,  and 
its  oonstitution. 

CHURCH  RATES  BILL. 
PRESENTED  AND  BEAD  l^ 

Lord  PORTMAN  presented  a  Bill  to 
abolish  Church  Rates,  and  to  make  Provi- 
sion for  the  Maintenance  of  the  Fabrics 
of  Churches.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that 
in  the  then  condition  of  the  House  and  of 
the  right  rev.  Bench  he  would  not  enter 
into  any  statement  concerning  church  rates. 
He  would  merely  ask  the  House  to  read 
his  Bill  a  first  time,  with  a  view  to  its 
being  printed  before  the  debate  should 
take  place  on  the  proposed  Committee 
on  this  subject,  which  had  been  post- 
poned by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Maiiborongh)  to  a  future  day.  Meanwhile 
he  would  only  say  that  the  difficulty  of  set- 
tling this  question  was  becoming  greater 
as  the  delay  of  doing  so  grew,  and  that, 
were  it  longer  postponed,  it  might  become 
impossible  to  settle  it  on  the  basis  which 
at*  present  satisfied  the  great  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Bill  read  l\ 

House  adjourped  at  half-past  Seven 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next. 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP  COMMONS, 
[Friday,  July  1,  1859. 

MiiriJTxs.]   New  Mxmbsbs    Sworn. — For   Wilts 
(Sonthsni  Division),  Right  hon.  Sidney  Herbert; 


for  Ashton  under  Lyno,    Right  hon.  Thomas 

Milncr  Gibson  ;  for  Norwich,  Viscount  Bury. 
Public    Bills. — 1®    Locomotive ;    Weights  and 

Measures. 
2*  Newspapers,  Ac. ;  Jury  Trial  (Scotland)  Act 

Amendment. 

VOLUNTEER    CORPS. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  rose  to 
nsk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  adopt 
the  views  of  the  late  Administration  with 
respect  to  Volunteer  Corps,  or  whether  they 
will  be  disposed  to  supply  a  sufficient  quan^ 
tity  of  arms  for  practice. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  :  In  answer 
to  the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend  I  have 
to  state  that  the  Government  have  taken 
into  consideration  the  offers  made  by  the 
various  bodies  of  gentlemen  who  are  will- 
ing to  servo  as  volunteers  ;  and  I  om  glad 
to  have  this  opportunity  of  expressing  the 
sense  which  we  entertain  of  the  public 
spirit  which  has  been  evinced  in  promoting 
the  formation  of  these  corps.  We  propose 
to  accept  the  services  of  the  rifle  corps 
upon  certain  conditions.  The  first  of  these 
is  that  a  safe  nnd  sufficient  range  shall  exist 
for  their  practice.  In  order  to  insure  this 
— to  secure  that  object  —  it  is  proposed 
that  a  military  officer  shall  be  sent  down  to 
each  locality  to  examine  the  ground  selected, 
and  to  report  upon  the  safety  of  the  ar- 
rangements which  any  of  these  bodies  may 
adopt.  I  think  it  will  be  obvious  that 
without  such  a  precaution  ^ny  corps  that 
may  be  formed  would  become  useless  for 
want  of  practice,  or  that,  if  it  did  practice, 
it  would  become  dangerous  to  the  public. 
In  the  second  place,  we  ask  that  there 
shall  be  a  safe  place  for  the  custody  of 
arms.  Thirdly,  that  the  rules  for  the  go- 
vernment of  the  corps  shall  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  ;  and,  fourthly,  that  there  shall  be  a 
periodical  inspection  of  the  corps  by  a 
military  officer.  Supposing  these  four  con- 
ditions to  be  fulfilled  we  propose  to  issue 
to  each  corps  a  certain  proportion  of  arms 
sufficient  for  exercise,  drill,  and  practice. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  that  purpose  that 
every  man  in  a  corps  should  be  armed  ; 
and  we  propose  to  issue  Enfield  rifles  to 
the  number  of  25  per  cent  of  the  effectiye 
members  of  the  corps.  That  arrangement 
would  supply  with  arms  one  section  of 
every  company.  Then,  again,  with  a  view 
to  facilitate  the  drilling  and  practice  of 
these  bodies,  we  propose  that  a  payment 
of  one  shilling  a  day  with  a  billet  should 
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be  maile  from  the  funds  of  each  corps  to  a 
sergeant  of  the  disembodied  militia  or  other 
competent  person  who  might  have  to  teach 
them  their  drill.    In  order  further  to  secure 
the  elKeiencv  of  the  system  it  is  proposed 
that  twentj-tiTO  adjutants   and   100   scr- 
gcjLDts  of   the  disembodied  militia  should 
receive  instruction  in  musketry  at  Hythe, 
and  tliat  the  latter  should  afterwards  be 
available  for  the  instruction  of  the  volun- 
teer   companies.       Lastly,    arrangements 
have  been  made  to  enable   a  limited  num- 
ber of  officers  and  men  of  the  volunteer 
corps  to  repair  to    Ilythe    at    their    own 
expense,  and  there  receive  a  short  course 
of  instniction,  from  the  30th  July  to  the 
loth  August,  it  being  necessary  that    this 
course   should    not  be   prolonged,  lest    it 
might  interfere  with  the  practice  of   the 
regQ<ar  army.     Another  observation  which 
I  v'sh  to  make  is,  that  the  Government, 
iak:Eg  the  same  course  as  their  predeces- 
tOTs,  LTe  most  anxious  to  encourage  and  to 
g^Tc   a    preference    to   the    formation   of 
i^riLlery  coq)3  rather  than  of  rifle  corps  in 
tie  z^aritime  counties,  where  our  chief  com- 
z:ert'.al    pjrts,    our    great    arsenals    and 
t^e  baiieries  which  defend  them  are   sit- 
uated.      Tiie    men    in    the    former    case 
c:zld  receive  their  instruction  in  arsenals 
▼bere  there  is  a  sufficient  range  for  prac- 1 
iVm  :   ai.i   I  tLink  it  is  obvious  that  the  I 
T-:-l  r  5-erv"ce  wcu!d  be  more  benefited  by  ' 
tnl'.rjx   or:  5    ;;.an    bv    rifle   companies,  i 
TLit  tr.  1  ery  cirps  would  supply  the  place  | 
vl  zii  zez-.^T  ini.'ery  employed  during  a  ' 
■WLT  '.1  :ie  £c*.5,  lh^  thev  would  thus  ma- 
isrlLly  Lirz  ij  :he  avaiiavie  force  of  the 
ci'ZzZTj.  LrLC**:  as  much  as  if  they  were 
T*rz^'A,rj  tijLgei   ia   its   service.     They 
jO£s>=fis  jzLiT  fcirALUges  ovcr  lifle  corps. 
TLey  \,%rt  a  pr5ceiec;e  in  rank,  and  they  ■ 
2AT*  zjz  Lrz.i  Lzi  axmuniiion  to  buy  and  i 
2it>   r^iz^    -:-    cV.ain.     All   these   circum-  j 
ciUi»s  r.-.«:  :iLi  to  facilitate  the  forma-  j 
ii?!  c:   k.-.-^erT  c:r:5.     With  respect  so 
LTiicLfrr  :-eKi.-  wiicb  !-i«  been  raised.  I ' 


1AT«  •-:  wi'S^rv^  :r.i:  «  :ar  as  tr.e  or^a.izza-  . 
Mt  ;*f  V,l :-_:**•  Ci-rp^  is  at  present  con- : 
vbn»*r.i  Iitr  3iIa;*5:T*»  v-jverriment  have  no 
:i3*x-J:c  i>   i-i  ciier^lse  than  to  accept 
zjiti  -.fr.'  ::  :iiej»r-.  ie^:  C/nipaaies.     We 
iLEK  :^t'.-  ^:;  :  -  l:  a  false  step  made  at ' 
ii   ;ce  cals^la:::::  c:  ::  ambers— one 
a  ft..fc»::--a — ▼;I1  be  vfrv  ui£calt  to 
ri-LT.-sT*.     A:  jrrKr:::.  ilrrcfcr-r.  :l:c  ofers 
fc  e:"^:»ai;r*  >-:t  t.  1    *  i;:ep:*].   When 
s  ii'w   i-iLT  c:-;>i--?s   there   are, 
•-  'i;"»  il-=T  iT-s  c>;zjp<4':d.  it 

:ar  a  bi^er 
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and  more  efficient  organiaation 
carried  out.  I  hope  to  be  abl 
course  of  a  few  Says,  to  issue  c 
which  will  embody  all  these  parti* 
well  as  some  other  details  with 
need  not  now  trouble  the  House,  a 
will  enable  Lords-Lieutenant  of 
and  other  properly  qualified  person 
these  corps,  without  entering 
lengthened  correspondence  with 
Office.  With  respect  to  the  arn 
for  supplying  arms  for  only  25  pc 
the  men,  it  is  to  be  understood,  tl 
case  of  a  war,  when  they  would  h 
called  out,  they  would  all  be  arme 

Lord  ELCUO  said,  he  wished 
whether,  in  addition  to  the  25  pc 
the  men  who  were  to  receive  arms 
Government,  the  others  would  b* 
to  supply  themselves  with  arms 
own  expense  ? 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  si 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  anj 
of  the  men  from  supplying  thcmse 
rifles  provided  the  gauge  was  the 
that  of  the  arms  supplied  by  the 
ment,  so  that  the  same  ammuniti 
be  used  in  both  cases. 

Lord  GAL  WAY  asked  what 
kind  of  arm  that  was  to  be  fam 
the  Government, 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  sai( 
to  be  of  the  pattern  of  1853.     H 
propose  to  make  any  change  in 
laid  down  by  the  late  Government. 

Mb.  ESMONDE  wished  to  kn 
course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  i 
pursue  with  regard  to  the  form 
rifle  corps  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  « 
the  Government  had  only  taken  i 
si  deration  those  cases  in  which  oi 
been  made  to  them  to  raise  volonte 
They  had  received  no  such  offer  I 
land,  and  if  any  were  to  come  it  a 
a  subject  of  special  conaideratic 
much  as  the  law  in  that  case  was 
same  in  Ireland  as  in  this  eonntry. 

TUE  FOREIGN  POUCY  OF  TBI- 
GOV  E  R  S  ME  NT.— NOTIC  E 

Lord  ELCUO  said,  he  believed 
be  more  in  accordance  with  < 
tional  practice  that  he  should  b 
ward,  on  a  Motion  for  a  Coam 
Sup^*ly,  the  Kesolacii^ns  of  which 
yes:erday  givon  notice,  with  rcepe 
pclicy  pursued  by  the  late  Gov 
upon  the  lulian  QaestioB,  Ihaa 
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Bbould  introduce  them  on  a  Tuesday.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  state  that  he  would 
bring  forward  his  Motion  on  Monday  next, 
or  on  the  first  supply  day  that  might 
follow. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  having  fixed  a  day  for  his  Motion 
could  not  bring  it  forward  at  an  earlier 
period. 

LoKD  ELCIIO  said,  he  would  then  giyo 
notice  that  he  would  bring  it  forward  on 
the  first  Supply  night  after  Tuesday. 

SEWAGE  OF  THE  METROPOLIS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  JOHN  LOCKE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  the  Metropolitan  Board  have  com- 
menced the  construction  of  Low  Level 
Sewers  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
sewoge  of  the  metropolis  from  passing  into 
-the  river  Thames  ;  or  whether,  on  the  con- 
trary, they  are  merely  proceeding  with 
High  Level  Sewers,  in  order  to  divert  the 
water  from  brooks  and  rivulets,  and  also 
the  rain  water,  from  passing  into  the  river 
through  the  present  sewers. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  the  Department 
with  which  ho  was  connected  had  no  con- 
trol whatever  over  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  as  to  the  drainage  of  the  metro- 
polis. The  whole  jurisdiction,  superin- 
tendence, and  construction  of  those  works 
was  vested  exclusively  in  the  Board  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  But  not  to  be  wanting 
in  courtesy  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Locke),  he  had  put  himself  in 
communication  with  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Works  on  this  subject,  and  had 
received  from  him  tho  following  statement, 
which  he  would  read  to  the  House  : — 

"  The  Board  have  commenced  the  intercepting 
scheme  by  the  construction  of  the  high  level 
sewers,  in  order  to  divert  the  flood  waters  from 
the  lower  districts  and  to  facilitate  the  construc- 
tion of  the  low  level  sewers.  They  are  deeply 
impressed  with  the  necessity  for  affording  the 
earliest  possible  relief  to  those  districts,  as  well  as 
of  diverting  the  whole  of  the  sewage  from  the 
river  without  any  avoidable  delay,  and  have, 
therefore,  directed  their  attention  to  providing 
the  engines  and  machinery  for  raising  the  sew- 
age, without  which  it  would  be  impossible  for  tho 
Iqw  level  sewers  to  perform  their  office.  They 
have  further  ordered  the  immediate  preparation 
of  the  contract  drawings  for  the  southern  outfall 
sewer,  into  which  the  contents  of  the  low  level 
sewer  will  have  to  be  pumped,  and  have  instruct- 
ed their  engineer  to  lay  before  them  some  sug- 
gestions for  affording  immediate  relief  to  the  lo- 
calities referred  to  pending  the  execution  of  the 
permanent  works." 


OUDE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  would  beg 
leave  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Proclamation  confiscat- 
ing the  soil  of  Oudc  to  the  Crown  is  being 
acted  upon,  so  that,  while  the  rights  of 
the  talookdars  have  been  restored  in  many 
instances,  those  of  the  peasonts  are  con- 
sidered to  be  forfeited  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  there  was 
no  foundation  for  the  fears  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  he  would  shortly  state  what 
had  taken  place.  During  the  first  ten 
months  after  the  re*occupation  of  Luck- 
now,  in  March,  1858,  a  great  many  ta- 
lookdars gave  in  their  rllegiance^  and  they 
were,  for  the  most  part,  admitted  to  a 
settlement  (on  the  basis  of  the  summary 
settlement  made  in  1856-57),  their  tenure 
being  made  conditional  on  their  rendering 
active  assistance  to  the  British  Government 
in  all  matters  of  police.  From  this  there 
was  some  reaction ;  but,  after  the  issuing 
of  the  Royal  Proclamation  a  new  impetus 
was  given  to  the  returning  allegiance  of 
the  landlords,  and  many  fresh  settlements 
were  made.  Some  of  the  great  land- 
holders, however,  hold  out,  and  others 
were  suspected  of  having  participated  in 
the  murder  of  Europeans.  Their  estates 
were  confiscated,  and  new  settlements 
either  made  with  friendly  chiefs  or  with 
the  under  proprietors;  but  no  estate  had 
been  confiscated  in  Oudo,  the  proprietor 
of  which  had  tendered  his  allegiance  under 
the  terms  of  the  Proclamation.  The  num- 
ber of  actual  confiscations  was  very  small. 
The  settlement  was  made  principally  with 
the  talookdars  on  the  principle  of  a  gene- 
ral restoration  of  the  stale  of  things  which 
was  found  on  the  first  annexation  of  the 
province ;  but  regard  was  paid  to  the 
claims  of  the  village  proprietors  (who, 
during  the  rebellion,  had  in  many  cases 
voluntarily  acknowledged  the  authority  of 
the  talookdars),  and  a  certain  quota  of 
the  net  profits  of  each  estate  was  fixed  as 
their  share,  while  the  talookdar  was  left 
without  the  power  of  enhancing  his  de- 
mands upon  them  beyond  the  sum  fixed 
in  the  village  rent-roll.  By  these  arrange- 
ments it  would  appear  that  the  rights  of 
all  parties  are  protected,  the  object  having 
been,  while  reverting  to  the  old  talook- 
dareo  system,  to  afibrd,  at  the  same  time, 
increased  protection  to  the  village  pro- 
prietors. The  old  talookdar  system  had 
been  restored,  but  the  interests  of  the  un- 
der tenants,  or  proprietors,  had  been  cared 
for  by  fixing  their  proportion  of  the  rent, 
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beyond  which  the  talookdars  could  claim 
nothing  from  them. 

MASTERS  OF  TUE  ROYAL  NAVY. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  BERKELEY  said,  he  wished 
to  a8k  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  petition  of  the  Masters  of  the 
Royal  Navy  (which  was  presented  to  the 
Admiralty  in  November  last,  praying  that 
their  position  and  prospects  might  be  im- 
proved), has  been  considered  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  conclusion  has  been  arrived  at  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
received  a  memorial  from  the  Masters  of 
the  Royal  Navy,  such  as  the  lion.  Gentle- 
man had  described.  It  was  only  one  of 
several  memorials  which  ho  had  received 
from  different  ranks  of  officers-— namely, 
Medical  Officers,  Chaplains,  Masters,  and 
Paymasters.  He  was  eiinbled  to  deal  with 
the  case  of  the  Medical  Officers  and  Chap- 
lains, and  he  had  hoped  to  be  able  to  deal 
with  those  of  the  Masters  and  Paymasters 
also.  He  intended  to  have  proposed  some 
concessions  to  meet  the  wishes  of  those 
officers,  which  he  thought  reasonable  and 
well-founded,  but  before  he  could  complete 
the  arrangements  the  Government  of  which 
he  was  a  member  came  to  an  end.  He 
had  therefore  left  the  matter,  with  all  the 
papers  relating  to  it,  in  the  hands  of  his 
BQCcesBors. 

TUE   ENGLISH  MILITARY  COMMISSION- 
ERS  IN  LOMBARDY.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  why  a  Return,  ordered  on  the  9th 
of  June,  relative  to  the  Military  Commis- 
sioner sent  to  the  head-quarters  of  the 
French,  Sardinian,  and  Austrian  armies, 
has  not  been  presented;  and  whether  there 
is  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  the 
Reports  made  by  those  officers  up  to  the 
present  time  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  the  Re- 
turn  to  which  the  hon.  Member  alluded 
was  presented  yesterday — the  first  day  on 
which  it  could  be  presented — by  his  noble 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  s  question,  "  whether  there  was 
any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  the 
Reports  made  by  those  officers  up  to  the 
present  time,"  he  (Lord   John   Russell) 

\M%  Mj  there  was  very  great  objection 
ft  course.  It  was  obrious  that,  if 
aVh-  Okarles  TFbod 


those  Reports  were  presented,  the  different 
Governments  to  which  those  Gommisaionert 
were  accredited  would  very  joaily  object  to 
the  publication  of  statcraents  which  might 
have  a  serious  effect  on  the  operations  of 
their  respective  armies.  He  eonsidered 
that  it  was  a  very  friendly  act  on  the  pert 
of  those  Governments  to  allow  those  Goos- 
missioners  to  be  sent  among  them.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  for  the  reason  he  had 
assigned,  agree  to  the  presentation  of  the 
Reports  in  question. 

MANNING  THE  NAVY.-4iUESTI0N. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  bring  in  anj  Bill 
during  the  present  Session  wiUi  the  view  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  recommendations 
of  the  Koyal  Commission  on  Manning  the 
Navy. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  as 
this  was  a  very  important  question  involT- 
ing  a  large  outlay  of  public  money,  and  as 
the  members  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
had  only  taken  their  seats  the  day  pre- 
ceding, he  thought  it  would  not  be  un- 
reasonable if  he  asked  to  be  permitted  to 
defer  answering  the  question  put  to  him 
until  Monday.  The  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Manning  the  Navy  was 
issued  in  February  last,  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  John  Pakington),  so  far  as 
could  bo  made  out  at  the  Admiralty,  did 
not  come  to  any  decision  on  that  Re- 
port until  the  month  of  June.  He  (Lord 
Clarence  Paget)  therefore  thought  it  not 
unreasonable  to  ask  to  be  allow^  to  post- 
pone answering  the  question  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  until  Monday. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS.— RESOLUTION. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
begged  leave  to  move,  that  upon  Thurs- 
day, the  14th  day  of  this  instant  Julj» 
and  upon  every  succeeding  Thursday  dur- 
ing the  present  Session,  GoTemment  Or- 
ders of  the  Day  shall  have  preoedenee  of 
Notices  of  Motion.  It  was  well  understood 
how  essential  such  an  arrangement  as  that 
was  to  the  despatch  of  public  basinesSt 
and  he  should  hope  no  objection  would  be 
made  to  it,  seeing  he  beliered  the  Motion 
lie  had  just  made  was  proposed  at  %  later 
period  than  usual  in  previous  Sessions.  At 
the  same  time,  perhaps  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  make  a  suggestion  with  the 
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Tiew  to  faoilitating  the  despatch  of  busi« 
ness.  The  House  met  yesterday  at  the 
nsual  hour,  and,  there  being  very  little 

SriTate  business  before  the  House,  the 
ipeaker  was  kept  in  the  ehair,  and  hon. 
Members  were  kept  watting  for  a  consider- 
able time,  until  the  clock  pointed  to  the 
half  hour  at  which  public  business  com- 
menced. He  would  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  to  the  House  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  convenient,  on  days 
on  which  there  should  not  be  a  su£5cient 
amount  of  private  business  to  occupy  the 
House  until  half-past  four,  that  it  should 
be  understood  that  the  public  business! 
wonid  commence  at  a  quarter  past  four. 
An  unnecessary  loss  of  time  would  be  then 
prevented. 

Beiolved — That  upon  Thursday  the 
14th  day  of  this  instant  July,  and  upon 
every  succeeding  Thursday  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  Government  Orders  of  the 
day  shall  have  precedence  of  Notices  of 
Motions. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  at  its 
rising  do  adjourn  till  Monday. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  OWEN  STANLEY  said,  he  rose, 
pursuant  to  notice,  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Dennis  at  a  public  meeting  of  the  electors 
of  Northampton,  that  an  offer  had  been 
nade  to  Mr.  Gilpin  by  the  agents  of  the 
late  Government  to  influence  his  vote  in 
Parliament ;  and  to  call  upon  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  communi- 
cate the  letters  referred  to  by  him,  with 
the  name  of  the  person  from  whom  they 
originated,  to  the  House.  He  was  happy 
to  state  that,  since  he  last  brought  the 
question  of  which  he  had  given  notice  for 
that  day  before  the  House,  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  take  the  disagreeable 
course  of  summonini;  the  innocent  printer 
and  publisher  of  TJie  Times  newspaper  to 
the  bar  of  the  House.  He  might  state 
that  it  was  never  his  wish  to  interfere  with 
the  press,  to  which  the  whole  community 
were  under  deep  obligation  for  the  accurate 
reports  which  they  furnished  of  the  pro- 
ceedings at  public  meetings.  In  any  obser- 
vations he  might  make  on  this  question  he 
assured  the  hon.  Gentleman  whose  name 
he  should  have  occasion  to  mention  it  was 
not  his  wish  to  say  a  single  word  calcu- 
lated to  give  him  the  least  offence.  The 
House  waa  aware,  no  doubt,  that  the  ques- 


tion which  he  intended  to  put  to  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Poor  Law  Board  (Mr.  Gilpin) 
was  founded  on  a  statement  which  ap- 
peared in  the  public  press,  and  which  was 
made  by  Mr.  Dennis  at  a  public  meeting  at 
Northampton.  That  statement  was  to  the 
effect  that  a  pecuniary  reward  of  the  most 
direct  and  gross  nature  had  been  offered 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Gilpin)  to  induce  him  to  vote  in  a  parti- 
cular way  on  a  division  of  that  House. 
Since  the  subject  was  last  before  the 
House  he  had  taken  the  opportunity  of 
writing  to  Mr.  Dennis,  stating  that  in  anti- 
cipation of  his  again  referring  to  it  in  the 
House  it  would  be  advisable  that  he  (Mr. 
Dennis)  should  inform  him  whether  the 
statement  imputed  to  him  in  the  press  was 
correct.  That  Gentleman  had  accordingly 
furnished  him  with  a  corrected  statement 
of  his  speech.  The  House  would  remem- 
ber that  the  statement  in  question  was  re- 
ported to  have  been  made  at  a  meeting  of 
Liberal  electors  at  Northampton  which  had 
been  convened  by  Mr.  Dennis  in  anticipa- 
tion of  an  expected  vacancy  in  the  repre- 
sentation. Mr.  Dennis  came  up  to  Lon- 
don and  had  interviews  with  the  two  hon. 
Members  for  Northampton.  In  the  first 
instance  he  saw  the  late  Member  for  that 
borough,  now  Lord  Lyveden,  and,  without 
troubling  the  House  with  what  was  no 
doubt  amusing,  ho  (Mr.  Stanley)  might 
say  that  a  statement  was  made  by  that 
noble  Lord  to  Mr.  Dennis  as  to  the  reason 
why  he  had  been  removed  from  that  House 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  Mr.  Dennis  had 
also  an  interview  with  the  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Gilpin),  on  the 
subject  of  the  election)  about  to  take  place 
there.  The  part  of  the  statement  subse- 
quently made  by  Mr.  Dennis  at  the  meet- 
ing at  Northampton,  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Stanley)  wished  to  call  attention,  was  as 
follows : — 

**  But  he  thought  it  perfectly  right  to  state,  as 
an  illustration  of  the  agencies  that  had  been  at 
work  during  the  late  struggle,  that  Mr.  Gilpin 
read  two  letters  which  he  had  received  from  the 
agents  of  the  Tory  party,  in  which  a  direct  at- 
tempt was  made  to  corrupt  Mr.  Gilpin  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  as  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
and  to  influence  him  in  giving  his  vote  upon  the 
late  division,  by  offering  him  a  consideration  of 
the  grossest  and  most  direct  character.  lie  stated 
that  at  once,  for  the  information  of  all  people  con- 
cerned, and  for  the  consideration  of  the  electors 
in  case  they  thought  fit  to  take  up  the  matter. 
With  what  success  the  attempt  had  been  made  he 
need  not  there  state,  but  he  thought  he  was  per- 
fectly justified  as  an  elector  in  exposing  a  transac- 
tion of  so  flagrant  a  character,  and  to  tell  the 
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g«nti«iu'.'i.  y-'M-  a:  iuvir  vwu  livciiiigk  h^rld  up  '  accepted  bj  bim— iiJter,  uid  not  beftirB—- tlie  \t!tr 
iialj'.'ni««-ij.\  1 1  biii.v  :ii«.  yjtjr*:r  eicctorit  of  iIjv  u-rs  izi  quettioo  "vvTt  ftUivc  lir  iiini  to  iiit  coi- 
borou^ri  v'liat  :ii»7  liiovr'ii  of  tl.eijj,  that  if  tlii"  le»wu#rJE  in  the  MixjiBTrr,  uTid  i*  iboK  Gexiuexbdi 
wa^  cion*  \}\  Tilt  0'.>^i.-rr  rr.i.i.:  ol  tn«f  country  it  with  wh"m  be  bac  iictf^  is  Parlibme&i.  Bj  ibeir 
coujc  not  b'.*woii(ierf-(i  M  \\tsk\  i\H  foJlowers  »houM  .  adrice,  it  wai  retoh-ed,  apreeab^  to  Mr.  GDiiiL'i 
(ir  tu<  feuiii*-."  -  own  opioioii,  that  so  fianiier  notiee  aboDld  be 

I  taken  of  the  matter.  The  gnnUMda  on  wbicb  ihif 
With  regri'd  to  th&t  fetatcriient  he  had  re-  '  Ueiolution  vai  idopied  vere,  we  beliere,  ibe  fo^- 
ceivc'd  b  U'lt'-r  frorji  Mr.  Dc^nniB  wbich  be  ■  lowing: — Firit,  that  ibere  wai  no  good  to  be 

gained  in  stirrinr  up  ill  blood  now  that  the  con- 
tent wai  over.  Serondlv,  that  aor  attack  cm  a 
lady  wai  in  ittelf  inridioDB :  and,  lanlr,  that  there 
was  a  want  of  legal  or  indeed  ■^*»^^"*^  mora]  proof 
that  the  lady  in  question  bad  written  with  distinn 
authority  from  any  of  the  !ate  GoTemmeEi.  or 
might  not  hare  exceeded  ber  inBtmctionF.  XTnder 
these  circumstances  it  was  considered  only  just  to 
givo  the  parties  inculpated  the  bencAt  of  the  donbt. 
The  decision  was  a  wise  one,  and  with  Mr.  Gilpin^s 
wlfeh  the  matter  would  then  bare  dropped.  Un- 
fortunately, without  Mr.  Gilpin's  knowledge  or 
sanction,  a  somewhat  garbled  rendon  of  tbsi  itory 
worked  its  way  round  into  one  of  the  Landim  pa- 
pers. Mr.  Dennis  communicated  with  Mr.  Gilpin 
on  the  subject  of  this  Report,  and  rceeired  the 
facts  as  wo  hare  told  them.  lite  matter  bad  al- 
ready attracted  attention  in  the  town,  and  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Liberal  party,  sommooed  on  Mon- 
day last,  for  another  object,  Mr.  Dennis  rery  pn^ 
perly,  in  our  opinion,  made  a  statement  to  this 
eifect." 

Now,  he  should  have  been  verj  h^ppj  if 
the  advice  tendered  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  been  followed  to  the  letter,  and  if  he 
had  kept  the  letter  entirely  to  himself. 
But  the  hon.  Member  had  bronght  it  upon 
himself  if  other  Members  thought  that  the 
affair  ought  to  be  properly  noticed.  It 
seemed  that  when  an  election  agent  came 
up  to  prepare  for  a  new  election  forNorth- 
auipton  he  was  shown  these  letters.  He 
was  told  the  whole  story,  and  when  he  re- 
turned ho  made  political  capital  of  it  at 
Northampton.  lie  said  that  he  mentioned 
it  for  the  purpose  of  exposure,  and  in 
order  that  the  matter  might  be  followed 
up.  In  his  (Mr.  0.  Stanley's)  simplicity, 
ho  certainly  thought  it  was  the  wish  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  a  public  inquiry  ahonld 
take  place,  and  that  the  party  offending — 
he  did  not  then  know  it  was  a  lady — should 
bo  brought  to  justice.  The  House  must 
remember  the  particular  time  at  which 
tills  cliarge  was  made,  and  the  nature  of 
tlio  situation  in  which  the  House  at  present 
stood.  A  dissolution  hod  taken  place,  and 
a  considerable  number  of  seats  had  been 
gained  by  the  late  GoYcrnment.  When 
thoy  came  to  count  the  relative  numbers 
on  the  Motion  of  want  of  confidence  it  waa 
well  known  that  ^y^  or  six  votea  taken 
from  ono  side  and  carried  to  the  other 
would  have  the  effect  either  of  leaving  the 
Into  Administration  in  power  or  replacing 
them  by  their  opponents.    Rumoura  had 


would  rt-ad  to  tie  House  : — 

*'  NonUmpton,  June  24,  1850. 
*'  Sir,  J  U:^  M/  fc'.kjjowl*dg«r  your  letter  of  yes- 
teidjiv'b  duU".  A>  rt:iiit.r'iti  the  uewt<iJOper  rtport 
of'iny  Biuifin<.'iji  r*:i'vrr*:*i  to  by  you,  I  have  to  cor- 
rect ii  ill  two  not  v^-ry  111:1  terial  purti^'ulars.  The 
word  '  p4:cuuuM>'  aLtiJ-ibut<;d  to  me,  if  uned,  waM 
ijiupi,  ub  VM  it-iierfc  to  which  1  alluded  held  out 
the  U'liipiiiiion  ol  au  appr^intiiir.'iit,  and  not  of  ab- 
solute inoiit^y.  'J  he  l''tt«;)-«  w*ir*i  conimunicatf.'d 
lo,  uiid  ijot  '  r«:aid  by'  ine.  The  writer's  narn« 
was  liOt  ooujiiiuijicaied.  J  do  not  understand  Mr. 
Oxipiii  un  djfepuiiu;f  ihi;  u/;cui-acy  of  the  Htatemcut, 
but  it  iti ubi  n.'fct  with  him  Uj  pro<iucc  or  withhold 
the  d<x-uifieiitfe«  a«  it  obvioufciy  df^'M  not  lio  in  my 
pow«r  p^TbonaiJy  v>  purbu'^  the  mutter  further. 
"  J  a)i(,  hjr,  yours  v«;ry  ol>odiently, 

"  William  Ity.SKin,** 

That  loiter  was  accompanied  by  the  follow- 
ing C'2tr«ct  fniui  an  account  of  the  affair 
appeared  in  the  Nortfiampton  Mercivry  of 
the  25th  of  June  ; — 

**  I'hi-re  is  iiothin;^  ^t  kintplo  as  irulli.  Wc  \Hi- 
Jicve,  thef-efon;,  we  Kiiall  be  doing  our  valued 
MomUr,  Mr.   Oil  pin,  a  fe'wd  serviee,  by  stating 

{diiinly  a  plain  t^ie  as  it  hati  rome  Ut  our  know- 
ed;{e.  home  biiort  time  ago,  a  meniU^r  of  Mr. 
<jiJpiii'b  tanijly  fonnrd  ;i  casual  watering-phicc 
.v.-'^uaiijlJii<;e  with  u  lady  of  i;om<.'  [Mivition,  who»o 
I'onnerliont!  lay  am«^n;;  th*;  Memb^'ra  of  the  late 
Minjblry.  Shortly  lK-for«;  the  recent  division  on 
th<;  want  of ''onfidtMicf  vole,  which  ]>roved  fatal  to 
th<*  \h;r\ty-\}\wisi*'\\  (.'ahjnei,  Mr.  Ciilpin,  to  iiiii 
huipriiM;,  )'<.'c<-iv(:d  a  IctUrr  hom  tiii«  lady,  urging; 
varioub  I'caitonH  why,  as  an  '  Ind<'|xrndent  Liberal,' 
lie  should  vote  in  favour  of  the  Minivlry,  repeat- 
ing the  old  Htory  of  a  Kadieai  Itufonn  liill  loom- 
ing in  the  future,  and  concluding  by  a  Mlatcment 
that  the  Ministry  were  pre|mred  to  reward  jwiiti- 
rians  who  proved  awaku  to  a  s<;nso  of  their  true 
intereHtH.  'J'hiii  letter  having  failed  to  produce 
tho  dcMinwl  result,  Mr.  <iilpin  was  favoured  with 
another  conmnniiention  from  the  Haiiiu  quarter, 
HtAting  distinctly  thai  in  eam*  of  his  voting  in  sup- 
port of  the  MiniHtry  eeriain  otHecH,  among  othtu's 
that  wliirh  ho  now  liolils  under  thi;  present  (jo* 
vcrnnient,  or  n  colonial  governorHhip,  would  be 
placed  at  his  dinponal.  It  would  be  nlinost  an  in- 
sult to  our  mpretionUtive  to  assert  more  about  Imn 
reply  than  that  it  was  what  any  man  of  honour 
and  integrity  would  have  made  to  such  n  proposal. 
The  contents  of  tho  corroHpondcnoe  have  been 
oommunicatcd  to  us,  and  we  can  uonfidently  de- 
claro  that  their  publication,  if  advisable,  would 
only  tend  to  increase  tho  estimation  in  which  Mr. 
Gilpin's  clmrncter  is  deservedly  held.  This  divi- 
sion came  on,  Mr.  Gilpin  voted  in  tho  majority. 
The  Dorby  Government  wns  thrown  out,  and  Lord 
pA  rston  nssamed  the  task  of  constructing  a 
I  r    After  the  post  of  Secretary  to  the  Poor 

had  been  oflbrcd  to  Mr.  Gilpin,  and 
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been  rife,  and  lie  himself  knev,  that  every 
means  were  taken  by  the  late  Government 
to  secure,  if  possible,  a  majority  in  their 
afour.  He  might,  indeed,  go  further  and 
say  that  some  means  were  taken  which 
were  not  greatly  to  their  credit.  [  Cries  of 
**  Name."]  He  would  not  do  so  at  present, 
but  in  all  probability  before  the  Session 
was  over  these  things  would  come  out. 
The  House  had  seen  every  means  taken  to 
influence  Members.  Some  were  influenced 
by  Galway  contracts,  others  by  the  pros- 
pect of  obtaining  what  they  supposed  to 
be  the  rights  of  the  Roman  Catholics. 
Had  they  forgotten  the  public  meeting  in 
London  on  the  subject?  [''Question!"] 
It  was  the  question.  At  a  meeting  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  nobility  and  gentry  in  Lon> 
don  it  was  stated  that  then  was  the  time  to 
press  Lord  Derby,  and  that  if  he  did  not 
yield  them  what  they  thought  right  they 
would  find  a  means  of  making  him. 
Considering  all  they  had  heard  and  that 
the  statement  was  brought  forward  in 
a  pubKc  way,  it  was  for  the  dignity 
and  credit  of  the  House  that  any  replies 
to  it  should  be  made  in  that  House 
rather  than  at  Northampton  at  an  election, 
and  in  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been 
done.  It  was  only  the  other  day  that  a 
book  was  handed  round  containing  the 
rules  of  the  House,  one  of  which — the 
419th,  dated  May  2nd,  1695— set  forth 
that  any  offer  of  money  or  advantage 
to  a  Member  of  Parliament  was  a  high 
erime  and  misdemeanor,  and  tended  to 
subvert  tha  British  constitution.  That 
Resolution  was  passed  at  a  time  when  di- 
rect pecuniary  bribei'y  was  practised,  which 
later,  in  the  time  of  Walpole,  had  got  to 
such  an  extent  that  it  was  said,  "Every 
man  had  his  price."  He  hoped  that  such 
times  would  never  return,  and  that  the 
House,  in  framing  rules  to  put  a  stop  to 
bribery  and  corruption  in  constituencies, 
would  themselves  come  with  clean  hands 
to  the  work.  With  regard  to  this  transac- 
tion^ although  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton told  them  ho  would  not  give  up  the 
name  of  the  writer  of  the  letters,  yet  he 
put  it  to  him  whether,  after  taking  the 
part  he  had  done,  and  after  raising  so 
serious  a  charge,  it  was  not  his  duty  to 
follow  it  up,  and  give  the  name,  so  as  to 
allow  the  House  to  judge  whether  the 
charge  were  true  or  false.  He  did  not  re- 
quire the  name  of  the  lady.  It  was  a  poor 
flimsy  pretext,  however,  to  keep  back  the 
name  because  it  was  that  of  a  lady.  The 
hnsband  and  those  who  had  incited  her  to 
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write  the  letters  were  the  real  culprits. 
He  believed  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton would  tell  the  House  that  he  had 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  offer  made  to 
him  was  a  hoax;  and  if  the  answer  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  were  read,  there  would  be 
no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  it  a 
bond  fide  offer.  He  had  no  power  to  com- 
pel the  hon.  Member  to  give  up  the  name. 
It  must  rest  ^^th  him,  as  a  sincere  Re- 
former, either  to  prosecute  this  matter 
further,  or  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
having  gone  so  far,  and  now  refusing  to 
proceed.  Feeling,  therefore,  that  he  was 
acting  rightly,  ho  would  now  call  upon  the 
Secretary  of  the  Poor-law  Board  to  com- 
municate the  letters  referred  to  by  him, 
with  the  name  of  the  person  from  whom 
they  originated,  to  the  House. 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  that  when  a  short 
time  ago  the  hon.  Gentleman  first  brought 
before  the  House  the  subject  to  which  he 
had  again  called  their  attention,  he  then 
without  notice  called  upon  him  (Mr.  Gilpin) 
to  defend  statements  which  he  had  not 
made,  and  to  explain  a  speech  which  he 
had  not  delivered.  That  was,  he  con- 
sidered, rather  hard  justice,  especially 
from  an  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  upon  the 
same  side  of  the  House  as  himself ;  but 
upon  the  spur  of  the  moment  he  made  a 
statement  which  ho  could  not  do  better 
than  repeat — that  letters  were  sent  to  him 
containing  suggestions  which,  had  they 
been  acted  upon,  would  have  biassed  his 
political  course  in  Parliament ;  that  he 
could  not  trace  them,  and  did  not  trace 
them,  to  the  agents  of  the  Conservative 
party,  and  therefore  he  was  not  going  to 
take  any  further  steps  in  the  matter.  He 
did  not  know  whether  he  stated  then  what 
had  since  become  sufficiently  notorious, 
that  the  author  of  those  letters  was  a  lady, 
but  he  presumed  his  hon.  Friend  was  per- 
fectly well  aware  that  it  was  not  the  first 
time  that  ladies  connected  with  political 
parties  had  exerted  themselves  in  canvass- 
ing Members  or  constituencies.  He  con- 
fessed the  thing  appeared  so  utterly  ridi- 
culous that  he  had  to  look  more  than  once 
at  the  notice  of  Motion,  and  to  speak  more 
than  once  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Beaumaris 
(Mr.  0.  Stanley)  before  he  could  be  quite 
sure  that  a  Gentleman,  as  he  undoubtedly 
was,  would  come  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  ask  a  fellow  Member  to  give 
up  the  name  of  a  lady.  He  was  surprized 
that  a  Gentleman  should  think  it  right  to 
make  such  a  request,  but  he  was  quite 
sure  it  was  a  request  which  no  Gentleman 
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could  comply  with.     [Mr.  0.   Stanley: 
The  language  of  the  hon.  Member  is  un- 
parliamentary.]    lie   hoped   he  had  said 
what  he  had  intended  to  say.     He  meant 
to  say  that  he  wondered  how  a  Gentleman 
should  ask  a  question  which  no  Gentleman 
could   answer,  but  he  had  not  meant  to 
say  anything  unparliamentary  or  personally 
offensive.     The  hon.  Gentleman  has,  how- 
ever, put  a  notice  on  the  paper,  and  it  was 
his  (Mr.  Gilpin's)  duty  to  reply  to  it.     He 
had  stated  before,  that  inasmuch  as  that 
correspondence  was  not,  as  far  as  he  knew, 
to  be  traced  to  the  agents  of  any  political 
party,  he    was  not  prepared  to  take  any 
further  steps  in  the  matter.     When  the 
hon.  Member  had  shown  him  on  the  pre- 
vious day  the  terms  of  his  Motion,  they 
contained,  he  believed,  no  allusion  to  any 
demand   for   the   name  of  the  lady,  and 
he  was  then  prepared,  if  the  House   de- 
sired it,  thou£;h  he  would  venture  to  sug- 
gest that  their  time  might  be  much  better 
occupied)  to  place  attested  copies  of  the 
letters  and  his  replies  upon  the  table,  but 
now  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  coupled 
with  his  question  a  demand  for  the  name 
of  his   corre5i>ondent,    he  must  tell    that 
hon.  Gentleman  respectfully,  but  emphati- 
cally, that  he  declined  to  give  it. 

Mr.  PALK  said,  he  did  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  prolonging  the  discussion  ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  first  address- 
ed them  had  made  a  charge  against  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House 
which  reflected  not  only  on  the  members 
of  the  late  Government,  but  on  all  those 
who  had  supported  them  during  the  time 
they  were  in  office.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  0.  Stanley),  if  he  had  not 
misunderstood  his  language,  had  charged 
them  with  endeavouring  to  obtain  Totes  by 
means  which  nere  not  justifiable  ;    and 
which,  therefore,  he  supposed  were  dis- 
creditable to  themselves  and  to  their  party. 
He,  therefore,  called  on  that  hon.  Gentfe- 
man,  as  one  who  was  not  in  the  habit  of 
making  charges  which  he  was  not  prepared 
to  prove,  to  name  either  on  the  present ' 
or  on  some  future  occasion  when  it  might 
better  suit  the  convenience  of  the  House 
those  partieolar  members  of  the  Govem- 
nt  and  those  partiealar  acts  which  he 
led  in  qnestioD. 
;.  CLAY  said,  he  considered  that  the 
waa  one  tiiat  ought  not  to  have '. 
t  befbra  the  House  ;   it  oaght  i 
■  ^  ated  aaioiialy;  indeed, 

o  do  to»  for  neither  any 
t  HoMe  or  elsewhere* 
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nor  probably  any  tortures,  would   wring 
from  his  hon.  Friend  the  name  of  his  fair 
and   somewhat  indiscreet    correspondent. 
The  matter  ought  not  to  be  treated  seri- 
ously, because  thero  was  not  one  tittle  of 
evidence,  or  any  shadow  of  presumption, 
so  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  see,  to  con- 
nect any  gentleman  who  had  the  power  of 
carrying  out  the  offer  which  the  letter  con- 
tained with  the  letter  in  which  that  offer 
WAS  made.     Nor  had  ho   understood  the 
slightest  charge  to  that  effect  to  be  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.     Neither  his  hon. 
Friend  nor  any  other  person  in  his  sensi  s 
couhl  have  considered  it  possible  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  when 
sitting  on   the  Treasury  benches,  would 
have  been  guilty  of   such  dishonest  and 
exceedingly  rash  conduct ;  and  even  had 
they  been  inclined  to  do  so,  he  doubted 
whether  they  would  hare  pitched  on  his 
hon.  Friend  as  the  object  of  their  blandish- 
ments.    In  common  with  many  other  hon. 
Members  he  had,  from  the  first  entrance 
into  that  House  of  his  hon.  Friend,  admired 
his   ability  and   straightforward   conduct. 
They  might  have  been  somewhat  awed  by 
a  little  of  the  stem  and  Cato-like  Tirtue 
which  was  apparent  in  his  demeanour;  and 
they  had  been  certainly  glad  to  find  that 
he  was  the  object  of,  and,  perhaps,  aoces- 
sible  to,  other  admiration  than  that  of  the 
House  of  which  he  was  a  Member.     Ber- 
ing said  this,  and  added  Tery  respeetfaUy 
his  advice,  that  in  case  any  similsr  letter 
reached  his   hon.  Friend  the  beat  coorM 
which  he  could  adopt  would  be  immediately 
to  put  it  on  the  fire,  he  hoped,  with  defer- 
ence to  the  House,  that  he  had  aaid  all 
that  it  was  necessary  to  saj  on  thia  ex- 
ceedingly trumpery  matter. 

Mr.  0.  STANLEY  said,  that  nferring 
to  the  statement  that  the  correspondence 
had  been  shown  to  him,  thought  it  right 
to  say  that  the  lady  had  written  as  the 
amanuensis  of  her  husband. 

Mr.  BRADT  said,  that  although  on  the 
occasion  when  this  subject  was  last  laid 
before  the  House,  he  had  expresaed  himself 
as  not  being  fully  satisfied,  baTing  since 
been  allowed  to  read  the  correspondence 
which  had  passed  between  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  that  celebrated  ladj,  be  mvat  aaj 
that  there  was  not  a  word  in  his  raply 
which  did  not  reflect  credit  on  him  as  a 
man  of  honour. 


THE  INDIAN  LOAN. -QUESTION. 

Mb.  C  RAWFORD  said,  he  rase  to  pat 
a  nuestion  to  the  late  Seereiaiy  for  bdfia 
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relatifo  to  the  recent  Indian  loan.  It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Honse 
that  during  the  last  Session  an  Act  was 
passed  bj  which  the  late  Government  ob- 
tained power  to  rnise  a  loan  of  £7,000,000 
for  the  purposes  of  India.  Advertise- 
ments were  issued  calling  for  tenders,  and 
Thursday,  the  2l8t  of  April  last,  at  12 
o'clock,  was  fixed  for  their  reception.  Upon 
thftl  day  many  persons  appeared,  and  were 
informed  that  a  minimum  price  of  ninety- 
fire  had  been  fixed,  below  which  no  tender 
would  be  receiyod.  The  tenders  were  then 
opened,  and  out  of  443,  representing  an 
■ggregate  of  nearly  £7,000.000,  310  for 
a  total  of  more  than  £5,077,000  were  ac- 
cepted. Immediately  after  that  transac- 
ticm,  the  scrip  bore  a  small  nominal  pre- 
mium in  the  market,  but  in  tho  course  of 
the  afternoon,  the  fact  of  the  Austrian 
ultimatum  having  been  sent  to  Turin  was 
made  known,  and  a  kind  of  panic  ensued. 
The  script  for  this  particular  loan  on  the 
following  Saturday  fell  to  1}  discount,  and 
in  the  course  of  a  week  went  to  4  or  5  dis- 
count, being,  in  fact,  unsaleable.  Under 
these  circumstances  it  was  natural  that 
the  public  should  wish  to  know  whether  the 
OoYemment,  at  the  time  the  tenders  were 
accepted,  were  in  possession  of  that  intel- 
ligCDCe,  which  was  certain  to  afifect  the 
prioes  of  all  stock.  In  putting  this  ques- 
tion he  did  not  wish  to  imply  md^e  than 
the  words  of  his  notice  conveyed.  He  did 
not  intend  to  suggest  that  there  had  been 
any  unfaimess  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  merely  wished  to  elicit  the  facts 
which  he  hoped  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  public  mind.  It  appeared  from  the 
papers  recently  printed,  that  intelligence 
of  the  Austrian  ultimatum  arrived  in  Lon- 
don on  the  evening  of  Wednesday,  April 
20,  from  Vienna,  and  the  fact  was  com- 
municated on  the  following  morning  by  his 
Excellency  the  French  Ambassador  to  the 
Earl  of  Malmesbury.  It  was  simply  with 
a  Tiew  to  ascertain  the  real  facts  that  he 
now  asked  the  lato  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  he  was  aware,  when  ho  pro- 
ceeded, on  Thursday,  the  21st  day  of  April 
last,  to  receive  and  adjudicate  upon  the 
tenders  invited  to  be  sent  in  for  the  Indian 
Loan,  of  the  fact  that  the  Austrian  ulti- 
matum to  Sardinia  had  been  made  known 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  pre- 
vious evening  by  a  telegram  from  Vienna, 
and  also  by  a  written  communication  from 
his  excellency  the  French  Ambassador  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
LoiD  STANLEY  said,  nothing  could 


be  fairer  than  the  manner  in  which  the 
question  had  been  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  London.  It  was  a  question  which  he 
could  have  answered  on  the  previous  even- 
ing, when  notice  of  it  was  given,  but  he 
thought  that  probably  the  hon.  Member 
would  wish  to  accompany  it  by  some  re- 
marks. It  was  not  the  fact  that  either  he 
or  any  other  person  connected  with  tho 
negotiations  for  the  loan  or  with  the  Indian 
Department  was  cognizant  of  the  news  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  at  the  time 
when  the  tenders  for  the  loan  were  received 
and  adjudicated  on.  He  did  not  know  at 
what  hour  of  the  night  or  of  the  morning 
the  intelligenoe  in  question  was  received 
by  his  noble  Friend,  the  Earl  of  Malmes- 
bury ;  but  the  intelligence  in  question  was 
not  received  by  him  (Lord  Stiinley)  up  to 
four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  the  21st  of 
April,  and  the  tenders  for  the  loan  were 
finally  adjudicated  upon  between  twelve 
and  one  o'clock.  A  considerable  time 
elapsed  between  the  period  when  the  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
receiyed  this  intelligence  and  the  time 
when  it  became  known  to  the  Indian  De- 
partment, but  the  fact  was  that  immedi- 
ately on  receiving  it  his  noble  Friend  pro- 
ceeded, as  was  natural,  to  summon  a 
Cabinet  Council,  in  order  that  deliberations 
might  take  place  upon  it  ;  and  it  so  hap« 
pened  that  the  Earl  of  Derby  was  in  at- 
tendance on  the  Queen  at  Windsor,  so  that 
the  Cabinet  Council  could  not  be  held  up 
to  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  The  first 
intimation  he  (Lord  Stanley)  received  of 
the  intelligence  was  at  four  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon,  which  was  between  thrco  and 
four  hours  after  the  time  when  the  trans- 
action connected  with  the  loan  took  place. 
Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord's  explanation  would  be  considered 
perfectly  satisfactory. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  SEAMEN. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  HENNESSEY  said,  he  would  beg 
leave  to  ask  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty what  steps  tho  late  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty had  taken  with  reference  to  the 
complaints  which  had  been  submitted  to 
the  Board  rcdpecting  the  treatment  of  Ro- 
man Catholic  Sailors  in  tho  Royal  Navy  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  answer  the  question,  and 
he  hoped  what  he  was  about  to  state  would 
not  bring  him  under  the  animadversion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Beaumaris  (Mr.  0. 
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Stanley.)  The  facts  were  briefly  these  :  — 
A  few  weeks  ago  a  memorial  was  sent  to 
the  Earl  of  Derby  complaining  on  tlie  part 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  bodv  that  Roman 
Catholic  sailors  were  subjectcil  to  certain 
disadTantages  in  respect  to  their  religious 
instruction.  The  Eail  of  Derby  sent  the 
memorial  to  him,  requesting  his  opinion  on 
it,  whereupon  he  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Earl 
of  Derby  stating  the  views  he  entertained 
with  respect  to  the  ditferent  matters  of 
complaint  contained  in  the  memorial,  which 
were  drawn  up  under  a  series  of  headings, 
to  the  n amber,  he  believed,  of  about  elcren. 
The  substance  of  his  letter  was  this  : — he 
was  entirely  of  opinion  that  every  fair 
and  reasonable  claim  en  the  part  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  sailors  with  respect  to  the 
exercise  of  their  religion  ought  to  be  con- 
ceded: and  more  especially  that  that  should 
be  removed  which  formed  one  of  the  main 
points  of  their  complaint — namely,  that 
Roman  Catholic  sailors  were  not  allowed 
the  same  advantage  with  respect  to  their 
worship  as  were  couceded  to  Roman  Catho- 
lic soldiers  :  and  he  stated  distinctly  in  his 
leiter  to  the  Earl  of  Derby  that,  so  far  as 
the  different  i;ature  of  the  two  services  per- 
mitted, Roman  Catholic  soldiers  and  Ro- 
man Catholic  sailors  should  be  p;aced  on 
prtrcise<y  the  same  footing.  Ue  also  pro- 
cee.^ed  to  state  thai  he  thought  that  some 
of  the  rcq-^ests  cor.tained  in  the  memorial, 
which  re:;itt'd  to  matters  in  respect  to 
which  ;here  was  a  great  difference  between 
the  :vo  services,  it  would  be  :m possible  to 
CiL'!:cede.  or  could  onlv  be  concedeti  tinder 
panlcuiar  circtimstances.  Having  sent  this 
answer  to  the  Earl  of  Derbv,  he  causeil  a 
copy  c:  the  memorial  and  h:s  letter  to  be 
circulated  amonzr  his  cjliea^ues  at  the  Ad- 
mir&I:T  £:ard,  who  considered  them.  As 
a  ehszge  c:  Government  was  impending, 
i:  was  i2:pcs5::*e  for  him  to  take  any  fur- 
ther s:ejs  :zL  ;he  rs&tter:  bu:  ::  was  l.:s  ia- 
tec::cz.  ::  he  Lai  e-i-aiizufii  :n  ££^^.  :o 
c:reci  :ns:r:c::::ii  :o  be  :ss::ed  :o  concede 
*-ch  pcr::;=.s  c:  ihe  acciLoril  as,  he 
tr:-cz^:.  'z  fainiess  and  jusilce  cngt.:  lo 
I*  c:r«-ied,  Thi:  was  tie  pc-sirlc-s  is 
wr:<*-  lit  -ices**:^::  sew  *i«c,  a^i  Le  bad 
kh  :"-:e  rar-er*  re  Lad  referred  to  for  the 
eocs:<iers::>:::  c:  bis  wccgjj.jf  a;  tLe  Ac- 
itiraI:T  ::■  dral  w'l'z.  :a  s-tii  ninser  ts  re 
sbvs'i  tLiiLk  £:. 

^  M2.  NZWDEGATE  S4=i,  :e  V3ewc*£ 
u.  $  ^r-:*::;-  as  an  aiiiil.ci!  eivSrSJce  of 
eca.blB«d  ae;:.T  ca  I'e  i^n  c:  c^rti::: 
Rcx.La  Cat' o'i*  aacL:rl;:-€s  to  CMals  CvZ- 
c«»Iocs  ca  viriws  scbj^ces.  The  >-:;k« 
Sir  Aim  PaW«  fc^ 


paper  itself  would  inform  the  House  that 
such  waa  the  case.  The  hoa.  Member  for 
Dungarran  (Mr.  Magnire)  was  about  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  whether 
they  intended  to  break  in  upon  the  Roman 
Catholic  Oath,  and  the  obvious  oonsequenee 
of  such  a  step  would  be  that  ifaej  would 
see  a  considerable  alteration  in  the  settle- 
ment of  1829.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dim- 
garran  bad  also  a  notice  for  an  earlj  day 
that  he  was  about  to  demand  the  esta- 
blishment of  a  Roman  Catholie  Univertity 
in  Ireland.  [Mr.  Bowteb:  A  charter  for 
an  existing  Universitr.]  He  did  not  sop- 
pose  the  hon.  Member  would  demand  a 
new  establishment  of  that  kind  if  ihers 
were  one  already  in  existence.  He  knew 
that  the  House  was  inclined  to  derote  its 
attention  to  foreign  affairs,  bni  this  was 
a  question  at  once  both  foreign  and  do- 
nees tic.  Since  a  meeting  that  was  held  on 
the  Sth  ult.  there  had  been  an  obmiis 
movement  on  the  part  of  all  those  whs 
obeved  the  direction  of  Cardinal  Wiseman. 
It  was  proposed,  not  only  to  move  for  an 
increase  of  Roman  Catholic  priests  in  the 
naval  service,  which,  it  appeared*  had  been 
under  the  consideration  of  the  late  Gorem- 
ment.  but  they  were  going  even  farther 
than  that,  and  to  demand  that  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priests  appointed  by  Cardinal  Wise- 
man should  have  official  aeeees  to  all  pri- 

j  soners  in  gaols  and  the  inmates  of  poor- 
houses.  But  what  was  the  case  at  present? 
Every  Roman  Catholic  prisoner  eoald  de- 

!  mand  the  attendance  of  a  Roman  Gatholie 
chaplain  in  any  gaol  or  woikhoose,  as  the 
law  now  stood.  The  object  of  what  was 
now  songlit  for  was  to  give  an  official  right 
to  Roman  Catholic  priests  appointed  hy 

-  Roman  Catholic  authorities  to  enter  gaols 
and  poor-houses  and  inquire  for  thcmsdies 
who  chose  to  receive  their  ministniioM. 
["  No,  no : *']  Well,  then,  the  djeet  had 
been  abtindoned.  for  it  had  been  euteitain- 
ed.  [An  hon.  Mexbes  :  There  never  was 
any  such  object.]  He  was  perfectly  pre- 
pared for  these  denials,  but  he  vished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Hoose  to  the  fiMt 
that  Cardinal  Wiseman,  a  foteign  nrtho- 
r::y.  iateiy  boasted  of  the  ineicaae  cf  the 
est&Kishments  acder  his  comssand  —  hy 
xcc-nasteries  in  London.  iK^  hj 
of  these  missions  which,  as  vicar 
'.'?.  Le  had  established  for  the  Jeaai 
He  drev  the  serious  attention  ef  the  8e- 
verrnient  co  these  tbxnca,  hr  h  «ms  dm 
aici  of  Card-Dil  WiseoMn^  and  those  vho 
acted  v::*::  him.  that  ae  Prinw  Mh 
however  powertal  or  hoi 
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be  able  to  resist  tbc  iluniands  nude  upon 
bim.  He  wished  to  sec  the  rrecJom  of 
bis  Roman  Catliolie  fclioiT-suiijects  pre- 
served as  irell  as  those  of  Protestauts  { 
bat  let  the  House  take  care,  for  it  would 
be  aesaileil  witli  Motions  the  result  of 
wbich  was  intended  to  be  the  establish- 
ment of  a  power  which  in  Austria  had 
been  proved  iticompaiible  with  all  freedom, 
which  in  Naples  was  a  fruitful  source  of 
oppression,  and  nhich,  he  feared,  xraa  likely 
to  cripple  the  action  of  France  in  seeking 
the  liborntJon  of  Italy — a  power  to  which, 
he  trusted,  Quglnnd,  while  regarding  the 
freedooi  of  the  Roman  Catholic  subjects  of 
the  Crowu,  would  never  submit. 

Mk.  MAGL'lItE  said,  he  must  request 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  whilo  he  ex- 
plained away  ihc  bugbear  which  possessed 
the  lively  imagination  of  the  hou.  Member 
fur  Warwicksiiire.  No  such  doiunnd  as  ihc 
Hon.  Member  described  bail  been  made  nt 
the  meeting  referred  to,  or  at  any  other. 
One  simple  demand  vras  made  and  no 
Other;  and  it  was  made  by  some  of  the 
highest  nobles  in  England,  as  well  ns  by 
Members  of  that  House,  and  was  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Government. 
That  demand  was  to  the  effect  tlint  ilic 
Catholic  clergy  should  have  free  access  to 
prisoners  registered  lu  the  books  of  the 
establishment  sis  Roman  Catholics  and  to 
paupers  in  workhouses  similarly  registered, 
whether  adults  or  infants.  He  believed, 
then,  that  the  hon.  Member  might  dismiss 
his  great  alarm,  for  those  who  had  the  ad- 
ministration of  gaols  and  workhouses  in 
England  were  not  emissaries  of  the  Pope 
of  Rome  or  agents  of  Cardinal  Wiseman, 
but  as  true  supporters  of  the  Established 
Church  as  the  hon.  Member  himself,  and 
conwquently  there  was  no  danger  t^  the 
BoiDftii  Cntholioa  being  allowod  to  !■ 
witb  Proleatant  pvupen  or  ProtMUa 
— ^wi.    If  the  flowiimwrt  tftalKi 

tnftn  Catholic  Members  would  rm 
ory  logitiniiUe  siijipurt,  Sui  li-j- 
|ht  fur  plaee*  for  ihumikclvat,  t>i:: 
'"  e  to  l^so  thej 
»rfid    with   tb 


pjwer 


'.V,;-, 


"T" 


he  believed  iie  aiiuuld  U< 
hon.  Genileinen  that  the  ilumuubt 
the  Catholics  were  unlv  nwn 
Member  of  that  Uouw  iuii:>it  i 
cede  to  them. 

GOVERSJiIiNT  .iNTt.V 

CoLoyEL  DUSSE  sa:i.  :;•..;:  ■ 
four  years  ago  a  t'orasi'iijis  -r»s 
on  bis  Motion,  ta  i^.^a  -;  -.v  - 
which  Gaveramev.c  Ci:".:7v  *  ^ 
and  in  the  course  c:  :ii  r  ;-'- 
transpired  that  f.z^i  »-.—..-!  - 
cations  and  irreri'i^':  -*  ;ii  " 
in  the  Ordna=M  Ut-i.-.-!-  t 
A  Coramiif:^t  vu  :7^■  :t  =  . 
into  these  eirc^^Ktr^*.  i-ri 


reported,  hz.i  :: 

be  laid  iip:>3  the  taLii 

Secrelarr  for  ^^ar  i.&d 

intention   lo  mere   -.iit 


wbre  I'r  r 


psrlm 


;  he 


to  know  whether 
lerferc  with  the  fuiictiom  o 
for  irliEh  he  imended  ti>  n 
ference  \i>  the  reor^r.-xaijn 
branch  of  that  departBi.'^ 
of  the   civil   departaiw" 
been  enomioLsly  ini'n*""     ' 
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DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONIAL  COURT. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  EDWIN  JAMES  said,  he  begged 
leave  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  if  it  is 
the  intention  of  Iler  Majesty's  Government 
to  bring  in  any  measure  to  remedy  the  de- 
lay which  now  exists  in  the  trial  of  causes 
in  the  Matrimonial  and  Divorce  Court,  and 
to  direct  his  attention  to  the  mass  of  causes 
now  existing  in  that  Court.  With  reference 
to  the  latter  point  he  niight  mention  that 
there  were  now  pending  in  that  Court 
about  285  petitions,  which  had  been  filed 
for  divorce  or  dissolution  of  marriage,  ond 
about  151  causes  were  standing  for  trial, 
many  of  which  had  been  ready  for  trial 
some  twelve  or  eighteen  months.  It  was 
necessary  to  have  the  attendance  of  three 
Judges  before  a  decree  of  divorce  or  disso- 
lution of  marriage  could  be  pronounced, 
but  the  greatest  difficulty  wns  experienced 
in  obtaining  the  attendance  of  the  requisite 
number  of  Judges.  But  surely  this  was 
a  needless  guarantee,  seeing  that  one 
Judge  had  the  power  to  decide  on  a  ques- 
tion of  life  or  death  ;  why  not  then  upon 
the  simple  issue  of  adultery  or  no  adultery. 
The  country  gave  the  Attorney  General 
credit  for  being  a  sincere  legal  reformer  ; 
and,  as  he  was  the  main  author  of  the  new 
law  of  divorce,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  he  would  be  ready  to  remedy  any  de- 
fects which  might  be  found  to  exist  in  the 
measure.  The  Judges  were  now  about  to 
proceed  on  their  respective  circuits,  and 
the  decision  of  the  151  cases  to  which  he 
had  referred — involving  the  happiness  of 
families  and  the  interests  of  children — must 
therefore  be  postponed  for  a  considerable 
period.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
Attorney  General  would,  during  the  pre- 
sent ^r^cssion,  endeavour  to  introduce  some 
measure  to  remedy  this  delay. 

TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  replied 
that  the  first  legal  subject  to  which  the  at* 
tention  of  the  Government  had  been  direct- 
e<l  was  the  state  of  the  Court  of  Marriage 
and  Divorce.  It  must,  however,  be  re- 
collected that  the  arrears  which  had  accu- 
mulated in  that  Court  ought  not  to  be  re- 
garded as  nfibrding  anything  like  an  indi- 
cation of  what  might  be  expected  to  be 
the  ordinary  state  of  business.  Many  of 
the  suits  now  pending  had  originated  in 
circumstances  which  occurred  as  long  as 
three,  seven  or  eight,  or  even  ten  years 
ago,  and  an  amazing  amount  of  business 
had  been  brought  before  the  Court  simply 
in  consequence  of  no  tribunal  of  a  similar 
nature  having  previously  existed,     When 


the  Bill  was  before  the  House  he  had  been 
exceedingly  desirous  that  the  conipositioD 
of  the  fuU  Court  should  he  enlarged,  and, 
adopting  a  suggestion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Wallingford 
(Mr.  Malins),  he  had  been  willing  that  the 
whole  of  the  Judges  should  be  competent 
to  form  the  full  Court.  That  proposition 
was,  however,  objected  to,  and  the  Judges 
eligible  to  form  the  Court  were  limited  to 
the  chief  justices  and  to  the  senior  puisae 
Judges  of  each  Court.  A  measure  would 
be  submitted  to  Parliament  without  delay 
for  the  purpose  of  extending  the  number  of 
persons  eligible  to  form  the  full  Court,  with 
the  view  of  at  once  reducing  the  arrears  of 
causes.  The  Bill  to  which  he  referred 
would  also  deal  with  other  matters,  and 
would,  he  hoped,  tend  maieriallj  to  im- 
prove the  efficiency  of  the  Court.  Ho 
trusted  that  measure  would  receive  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  during  the  present 
Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  at  its  rising  to  adjourn  till  Moi^ 
day  next. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
0BSEBYATI0K8. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  it  will  be  per- 
haps  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  if 
the  Government  will  inform  us  what  is  to 
be  tho  course  of  business  for  next  week. 

ViscorNT  PALMEKSTOX  :  In  answer 
to  the  question  which  I  understand  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  put  dnriog 
my  temporary  absence — a  question  as  to 
the  course  of  public  business  next  week*- 
I  believe  that  all  the  Estimates  not  yet 
voted  will  be  placed  on  the  table  on  Mon- 
day. We  propose  to  take  the  Army  or 
Navy  Estimates  on  Friday  next — I  am 
not  quite  sure  which  ;  but  due  notioe  shall 
be  given  on  the  subject. 

NEWSPAPERS,  Ac,  BILF- 
SECOND  READIKO. — DEBATE   RESUMED, 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjoamed  De- 
bate on  Question  [I7th  June}.  "  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  Second  Time.'* 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Sib  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  as  thero 
was  really  no  principle  involved  la  the  Bill* 
he  was  not  prepared  to  oppose  ita  paaai^g 
through  that  stage.  The  aeatara  ps»- 
poeed  to  deal  with  vaiiona  iaeiwis  tf 
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Acts  of  Parliament  which  regulated  publi- 
cations of  various  descriptions,  including 
newspapers.  Whilst  assenting  to  the  se- 
cond reading,  he,  howe?er,  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  he  reserred  to  himself  full 
power  and  liberty  of  discussion  of  any  of 
the  particular  Enactments  recited  in  the 
Bill,  and  which  it  was  proposed  to  repeal. 
There  was  one  important  Enactment  which 
the  measure  proposed  to  repeal — namely, 
that  regarding  tbo  registration  of  proprie- 
tors of  newspapers.  Now,  that  was  a  ques- 
tion which  affected  not  principally  the  pub- 
lic or  the  Government,  but  private  indivi- 
duals who  might  be  the  subjects  of  libellous 
attacks  in  newspapers.  If  the  protection 
which  the  present  law  provided,  in  respect 
to  a  legal  remedy  were  withdrawn,  it  was 
possible  that  those  individuals  might  be 
placed  in  adisadvantageous  position.  That, 
however,  was  a  question  upon  which  he 
did  not  wish  at  present  to  express  any 
opinion,  but  rather  to  reserve  himself  for 
further  discussion  in  Committee.  There 
were  two  other  Acts  recited  in  the  Bill, 
and  which  he  thought  must  have  found 
their  way  into  it  by  mistake.  One  was  an 
Act  to  indemnify  certain  persons  in  respect 
to  penalties  incurred  under  previous  Enact- 
ments not  now  in  force.  The  repeal  of 
that  Act  could  not  have  any  advantageous 
result.  The  other  Act  was  one  repealing 
the  punishment  of  banishment  for  the  com- 
mission of  the  second  offence  of  libel. 
Now,  if  that  Act  were  repented  the  effect 
would  bo  to  increase  the  severity  of  the 
criminal  law  in  regard  to  libel,  for  which 
he  was  not  aware  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity. As  he  had  already  stated,  he  would 
assent  to  the  second  reading,  upon  the  un- 
derstanding, however,  that  all  those  details 
should  be  fully  considered  in  Committee. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2°,  and  committed  for  Wednes- 
day next. 

CRIMINAL  JUSTICE,  MIDDLESEX 
(ASSISTANT  JUDGE),  BILL. 

SECOND  READING.      DEBATE  FURTHER 
ADJOURNED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Second  Reading  [17th  June] 
of  this  Bill^being  read, 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  as  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  involved  some  senous 
considerations  he  was  desirous  of  further 
time  being  allowed  for  their  examination. 
So  far  as  ho  understood  it,  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  that  the  salary  of  the  As 
iHsilMfl  Jadge  should  bo  iocreased  from 


£1,200  to  £1,500  a  year,  ho  being  pro- 
hibited from  private  practice.  Now  that 
involved  two  considerations^  one  being  that 
the  addition  to  he  made  to  the  salary  was 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
and  the  other  was  that  the  Assistant  Judge 
should  be  prohibited  ^m  private  practice. 
He  therefore  would  propose  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  measure  until  Monday.   . 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES. 
LEAYE.      FIRST  READING. 

Mr.  JOHN  LOCKE  said,  he  rose  io  ask 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Act  of  5  &  6  Wm.  lY.,  c.  63,  relating  to 
weights  and  measures.  The  measure  was 
similar  to  that  introduced  last  Session.  It 
differed  so  far  from  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Drogheda  (Mr.  M'Cann),  that 
whereas  the  latter  proposed  that  corn  should 
be  sold  by  weight,  his  (Mr.  J.  Locke's) 
proposed  that  it  should  be  sold  by  mea- 
sure. There  was  no  doubt  a  great  dif- 
ference of  opinion  upon  this  subject.  For 
example,  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
corn  trade  in  this  part  of  the  kingdom 
were  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  measure; 
whereas  in  the  north  of  England  the  peo- 
ple were  strongly  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Drog- 
heda. His  Bill  also  proposed  to  punish 
persons  using  false  weights  and  measures 
in  the  sale  of  goods  in  the  public  streets — 
an  evil  that  was  not  reached  by  the  exist- 
ing law.  It  also  contained  a  provision  for 
the  more  frequent  testing  of  weights  and 
measures. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  fifth  and  sixth 
years  of  King  William  the  Fourth,  chapter  sixty- 
three,  relating  to  Weights  aad  Measures,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Logke,  Mr.  Hutt, 
and  Mr.  Boxton. 

Bill  presented;  and  read  1^;  to  be  read 
2%  on   Wednesday  20th  July. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past 

Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Monday,  July  4,  1859. 

MninTBs.]  Took  the  Oath, — Several  Lords.  The 
Right  Uon.  Robert  Vernon  Smith,  having  been 
created  Baron  Lyvedon — was  (in  the  usual 
Manner)  introduced  ;  The  Right  Hon.  Sir  Ben- 
jomin  Hall,  Baronet,  having  been  created  Baron 
Llanover — was  (in  the  usual  Manner)  intro- 
duced. 
Public  Bills. — 2"  Petty  Sessional  Divisions 
Vexatious  Indictments. 
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COURT  OF  DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONIAL 

CAUSES. 

RETURNS  MOYED  FOR. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  rose  to  call 
tbeir  Lordships*  attention   to  a  very  im- 
portant subject— uameljy  the  working  of 
the   Court  of    Divorce  and    Matrimonial 
Causes,  which  had  come  into  operation  at 
the  beginning  of  last  year.      They  now 
had  the  experience  of  last  year,  and  part 
of  the  present  year,  of  the  working  of 
that  Court,  and  it  was  highly  expedient 
that  their  Lordships  should  direct  their 
attention  to  the  result.  If  an  error  in  legisla- 
tion has  been  committed  either  by  going  in 
a  wrong  direction,  or  by  going  too  far,  or  by 
not  going  far  enough,  in  any  measure  of  law 
improYementy  it  became  them  to  relax  their 
speed,  or  to  quicken  it,  or  to  alter  their 
course,  and  seek  to  move  in  tho  right  di- 
rection, and  no  shame  should  ever  be  felt 
to  acknowledge   an  error.     He  rejoiced, 
however,  to   say  that  the   result  of  the 
experience   in    that  Court   was   not  that 
any  error  whatever  had  been  committed  in 
establishing  the  new  jurisdiction,  and  all 
that  was  predicted   by   those  who  main- 
tained   the    experiences,    and    even    the 
necessity  of  that  transfer  of   the  power 
of  divorce  and  of  the  power  of  judicial 
separation  to  a  judicial  tribunal  had  proved 
to  be  true,  and  the  Court  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  great  relief  to  many  persons. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  there  were  no  de- 
fects in  the  working  of  the  Court — quite 
the   contrary — he  was,  indeed,  about  to 
call  the  attention  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend   on    the    woolsack,  and   of    their 
Lordships,  to  certain  defects  which  had 
an  unfortunate  tendency,  though   happily 
they   might    be    easily    remedied.      The 
amount  of  business  in  the   Court  tended 
to  show  the   necessity  of  an  increase   of 
the  judicial  force.     The  present  arrear  of 
business  possibly  might  not  be  permanent 
— it  mignt  have  arisen  in  a  great  degree 
from  the  non-existence  until  recently  of  a 
competent  tribunal.     Those  who  required 
the  remedies  which  the  Court  now  afforded 
had,  before  its  establishment,  no  opportu- 
nities of  obtaining  them  except  by  the  cum- 
brous and  ruinous  treble  process  of  a  suit 
in    the   Ecclesiastical    Courts,  an  action 
for   damages   at  law,   and   afterwards   a 
Bill  passed  through  Parliament.     In  such 
circumstances  many  of  these  persons,  who 
were  entitled  to  tho  remedy,  were  utterly 
incapable    of    obtaining    a    divorce,    and 
they  all  naturftlly  availed  themselves  of 


the  establishment  of  the  new  Court.    That 
of  course  had  the  effect  of  producing  a 
largo  amount  of  business,  at  first,  brought 
before  it.     But  it  was  impossible  to   say 
whether   thia  accumulation   was  the  sole 
cause  of   the  excess  of   business.     The 
Returns  showed  that  during   the    fifteen 
months  ending  March  last  the  number  of 
petitions  presented  to  the  Court  for  disso- 
lution of  marriage  was  288,  and  for  ju- 
dicial separation  105  ;  making  in   round 
numbers  400  cases.     The  result  was  that 
43  oases  of  divorce  were  disposed  of,  in 
which  37  divorces  were  granted  ;  and  51 
cases  of  judicial  separation  were  disposed 
of.     It  was  said  that  in  Scotland,  where 
time  out  of  mind  a  divorce  by  judicial  pro- 
ceedings existed,  the  greatest  number  of 
cases  of  this  nature  in  any  one  year  was  20 ; 
so  that  in  proportion  to  the  population  of  the 
two  countries  the  number  of  dirorees  grant- 
ed in  England  ought  to  be  120  instead  of 
37,  in  order  to  verify  the  adverse  predic'- 
tions  made  when  the  Court  was  established. 
Inasmuch,  howeyer,  as  owing  to  a  want  of 
judicial  force  a  number  of  cases  remained 
undetermined,  it  did  not  follow  from  the 
fact  that  37  diyorces  were  granted  daring 
the  fifteen  months  ending  March  last  that 
this  was  the  number  of  divorces  that  would 
otherwise  have  been  granted  within  that 
period.  There  were  288  petitions  for  disso- 
lution of  marriage  on  the  list ;  of  these 
only  a  small  number  had  been  disposed  of, 
and  there  was  an  arrear  waiting  for  trial 
of  upwards  of   100  cases.     Their  liord- 
ships  were  awaro  that  the  Court  was  com* 
posed  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  three 
Chiefs  of  the  three  Common  Law  Courts,  the 
three  senior  puisne  Judges  of  those  Conrts, 
and  the  Judge* Ordinary  of  the  Oonrt,  bis 
excellent  friend  Sir  Cresswell  Cresswell.  It 
had   been  found  hardly  possible  for  the 
Lord  Chancellor  or  any  of  the  Judges  of 
the  Common  Law  Courts  to  give  their  time 
and  attention  to  the  Divorce  Court,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  Court  had 
got  greatly  into  arrear.     No  less  than  35 
petitions  were   presented    to  .  that  Court 
cluring  the  last  month,  and  it  was  there^ 
fore  undeniable  that  a  great  increase  in  the 
judicial  staff  was  desirable,  either  pemm- 
ncntly  or  temporary.  He,  therefore,  sIrongiT 
recommended  his  noble  and  learned  Frimid 
on  the  woolsack  to  adopt  some  temporaiy 
remedy  in  order  that  the  present  arrear.  of 
business  might  be  diminished.  If  it  shoaM 
be  found  that  the  arrear  was  not  owing  to 
accidental  but  to  permaoent  causes^  ho 
hoped  that  no  delay  would  takfi 
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increasing  permanently  the  Judicial  force 
of  the  Court.  There  was  another  subject 
to  which  he  wished  to  allude— *  not  re- 
lated to  the  mode  in  which  the  business  of 
the  Conrt  was  conducted,  arising  from  the 
rules  of  practice  which  had  been  laid  down 
with  the  yiew  of  saving  expense  to  the 
suitors.  The  rules  required  great  conciseness 
in  the  documents  presented  to  the  Court. 
The  petition  was  reduced  to  the  standard  of 
ft  declaration  in  an  action  at  Jaw.  He  could 
compare  it  to  nothing  but  the  common 
eounts  in  a  declaration.  The  facts  to  be 
set  forth  were  only  the  marriage  of  the 
parties,  the  date  of  the  marriage,  the  act 
of  adultery,  or  other  acts  upon  which  the 
dissolution  of  marriage  was  prayed,  and 
the  time  when  the  knowledge  of  the  adul- 
terous intercourse  was  first  obtained.  To 
spare  expense  and  to  aroid  prolixity,  par- 
ticnlars  which  he  thought  ought  to  be 
stated  in  the  petition  were  not  required — 
he  thought  a  far  wider  scope  ought  to  be 
given  to  it.  For  example,  the  petition 
ought  to  state  whether  there  had  been  a 
separation  between  the  husband  and  wife, 
under  what  circumstances  it  took  place, 
whether  it  had  continued,  whether  there 
bad  been  more  than  one  separation,  and 
what  interval  elapsed  between  the  separa- 
tion, and  the  acquaintance  with  the  para- 
mour commencing, — and  many  other  parti- 
cnlars  which  it  was  needless  for  him  to  go 
over,  bat  which  would  readily  occur  to  any 
one  familiar  with  the  judicial  proceedings 
in  their  Lordships*  House,  and  in  divorce 
Bills  while  the  remedy  was  administered 
here.  In  those  proceedings  there  was  a 
full  inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances  ; 
but  the  cases  in  the  Divorce  Court  stood 
in  this  peculiar  position  that  as  99  out  of 
100  of  them  were  practically  undefended, 
there  was  the  greatest  opportunity  for 
collusion  between  the  parties,  and  no 
facility  of  inquiry  into  the  nature  of  that 
collusion.  The  husband  desired  a  divorce 
against  his  wife,  and  the  wife  desired 
a  divorce  against  her  husband.  Both 
parties  equally  wished  for  it.  Then  the 
paramour,  who  was  co-respondent,  wished 
it  in  many  cases  as  much  as  the  hus- 
band and  the  wife*  Now,  in  such  cases 
they  might  have  the  three  parties  in- 
terested all  in  league  to  deceive  the 
Court,  and  therefore  it  was  highly  neces- 
sary to  make  such  an  arrangement  in  their 
rules  of  procedure  as  would  tend  to  bring 
out  all  circumstances  of  suspicion.  Ho 
felt  that  there  ought  to  be  in  every  case  the 
presMieo  of  Uie  Attorney  General  or  some 


one  representing  him  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown  and  the  public,  and  not  only  on  the 
part  of  the  public,  but  on  that  of  the  friends 
of  the  parties  minded  to  prevent  the  divorce. 
Many  cases  had  occurred  within  his  recol- 
lection of  intimation  being  given  to  their 
Lordships  by  the  friends  of  parties,  which 
prevented  their  passing  ft  Bill  of  Divorce  ; 
but  no  such  intimation  could  be  given  to 
the  Court  of  Divorce  under  pain  of  im- 
prisonnient  for  contempt.  He  remem- 
bered a  case  which  came  before  their  Lord- 
ships, in  which  they  were  informed  that 
the  paramour  was  so  far  in  league  with 
the  husband  that  he  paid  the  expense  of 
the  application  for  divorce.  They  were 
apparently  hostile  parties  ;  but  their  Lord- 
ships, having  their  suspicions  awakened 
by  information  that  reached  them,  elicited 
sufficient  by  the  cross-examination  of 
witnesses  produced,  and  the  examination 
of  other  witnesses,  to  satisfy  themselves 
that  there  was  no  real  opposition,  and 
the  application  was  refused.  Such  a 
course,  however,  could  not  be  taken  by 
the  present  Divorce  Court,  because  no 
person  could  intimate  his  suspicions  to  the 
Judge  without  the  chance  of  being  com- 
mitted. Yet  it  so  happened  that  he  him- 
self knew  that  a  similar  case  was  pend- 
ing in  the  Divorce  Court,  and  that  the 
same  kind  of  intercourse  was  believed  to 
exist  between  the  paramour  and  husband. 
If  the  Attorney  General  appeared  for  the 
public  the  Court  would  become  possessed 
of  the  knowledge  of  that  fact,  and  might 
possibly  have  it  proved  in  evidence. 
In  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  there  had  long  been  a  rule 
that  no  petition  should  be  entertained 
for  the  extension  of  a  patent  without 
the  Attorney  General  or  his  representa- 
tive, on  the  part  of  the  public,  being  pre- 
sent. In  most  cases  of  extension  of  patents 
the  whole  of  the  facts  were  before  the  Court, 
and  therefore  the  Attorney  General  was 
not  80  clearly  necessary  as  in  cases  of 
divorce,  in  which  facts  might  be  concealed 
by  the  collusion  of  the  parties.  He  was  in- 
clined to  think  that  there  ought  to  be  a  per* 
emptory  rule  for  the  examination  of  the 
petitioner  in  every  case.  In  the  return  of 
the  cases  up  to  March  last  he  found  that 
in  no  instances—neither  in  the  thirty-seven 
cases  in  which  divorce  had  been  granted, 
nor  in  the  six  in  which  it  had  been  refused 
—had  the  parties  been  examined.  It  ought 
to  be  the  general  rule  to  examine  the  peti- 
tioner, although  there  might  be  many  eases 
in  which  the  other  parties  ought  not  to  be 
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examined.     As  an  example  of  the  advan« 
tage  of  haying  the  petition  extended,  he 
might  mention  a  case  iu  whioh  the  Judge 
Ordinary  objected  that  the   petition  was 
not  according  to  the  standard  of  concise- 
ness, which  the  rules  of  the  Court  required, 
and  it  was,  tliereforo,  referred  hy  the  omis- 
sion of  a  great  mass  of  statement.     But 
the  Judge  having  read  the  petition  and 
taken  a  note  of  the  particulars,  he  after- 
wards committed  these  to  the  full  Court 
and    then   called    on  the   husband  to  be 
examined,  nnd  soon  disposed  of  the  applica- 
tion.     There   was   another    circumstance 
which  required  very  great  consideration — 
namely,  the  system  of  service,  or  means 
whereby  notice  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court  was  served.      The  first  thing  that 
should  be  attended  to  was  that  all  parties 
concerned  should  be  properly  served  with 
the  petition.     To  this  time  no  sufiiciently 
stringent  rule  had  been  laid  down,  and  con- 
sequently parties  might  be  divorced  with- 
out their  knowing  anything  of  the  proceed- 
ings. Nosecurity  was  taken  that  there  should 
be  actual  personal  service.  That, in  his  opin- 
ion, ought  not  to  be  the  case,  and  the 
same  certainty  of  personal  service  as  now 
prevailed  in  those  instances  in  which  the 
non-obedience  of  the  parties  served  ren- 
dered them  liable  to  attachment,  might, 
he  thought,  with  advantage  be  required. 
The  last  circumstance  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  attention  was  this ;   ho  had  been 
anxious  to  know  whether  there  was  any 
foundation  for  the  rumour  that  the  Court 
bad  disposed  of  twenty-seven  causes  in  one 
day,  and  he  was  glad  to  find  that  it  was 
a  great  exaggeration.     Though  it  might 
be  true  that  some  proceedings  in  connec- 
tion with  twenty- seven  cases  had  been  dis- 
posed of  in  one  day — the  largest  number 
of  divorces  actually   decreed   within  that 
time  was  nine.      Still  it  was  a  startling 
fact   that    the    new    Court    should    have 
granted  in   one   day  as  many  as,   under 
the  old  system,  had  been  granted  by  Par- 
liament in  three  or  four  years.      Indeed, 
he  believed    that  for  a  period   of  three 
centuries  only  365  divorces  had  been  de- 
creed   altogether.      But,   notwithstanding 
the  change  which  had  since  taken  place, 
he  felt  assured  that  the  greatest  possible 
care  and  attention  were  bestowed  by  the 
learned  Judges  who  presided  in  the  Di- 
vorce Court  in  coming  to  a  decision  on  the 
eases  which  were  brought  under  their  cog- 
nizance. The  subject  was  one,  however,  the 
importance  of  which  was  of  so  trnnscen- 
dental  a  nature  that  it  ought  to  be  fenced 
Lord  Brougham 


round  with  all  the  eecurities  which  the 
Legislature  could  provide.  In  the  vast 
proportion  of  cases  of  judicial  separation 
he  found  the  wife  took  the  initiative,  while 
the  husband  was  the  prime  mover  in  the 
great  majority  of  oases  of  divorce  ;  but 
whether  in  suits  of  the  one  description  or 
the  other,  it  was  highly  expedient  that  the 
question  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Court  should  be  thoroughly  inves- 
tigated. He  could  not  close  his  obserya- 
tions  without  bearing  testimony  to  the  dis- 
tinguished merits  of  the  learned  Judge, 
Sir  Cresswell  Cresswoll,  who  presided  in 
that  Court,  and  who  diseharged  the  labo- 
rious duties  which  devolved  upon  him  with 
the  greatest  efficiency.  His  learning,  his 
acuteness,  and  his  indefatigable  iadustry 
were  above  all  praise.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  concluded  by  making, 

„  That  the  Account  of  the  Number  of  Caaset, 
Matters,  and  Things  heard  and  disposed  of  in  the 
Divorce  Court,  from  1st  January  to  Ist  June  1859, 
distinguishing  the  Number  of  Cases  of  Jodieial 
Separation,  of  Dissolution  of  Marriage,  and  of  all 
Matters  relating  thereto  other  than  Sentences  (laid 
before  the  House  on  Monday  last)  be  printed.'* 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  done  good 
service  in  bringing  under  the  notioe  of  the 
House  the  subject  to  which  he  had  just 
called  tlieir  Lordships'  attention.  Its  im- 
portance could  not  be  exaggerated,  and  he 
had  for  some  time  been  so  strongly  im- 
pressed with  that  feeling  that  he  had,  pre- 
vious to  the  dissolution  of  Pariianient, 
deemed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  ask  his  prede- 
cessor on  the  woolsack  whether  he  was 
prepared  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  remedy  the 
defects  which  existed  in  the  working  of  the 
Divorce  Court.  He  was  informed  in  an- 
swer that  such  a  Bill  was  in  course  of  pre- 
paration ;  and  as  the  duty  of  dealing  with 
the  subject  had  since  devolved  upon  his 
own  shoulders,  he  had  directed  to  its  eon- 
sideration  his  most  anxious  attenMon.  He 
concurred  with  his  noble  and  leftraed 
Friend  in  the  opinion  that  the  present 
Court  had  upon  the  whole  worked  well,  and 
was  perfectly  ready  to  bear  his  testinony 
also  to  the  untiring  energy  and  eonanm- 
mate  ability  which  the  Judge  Ordinary  (Sir 
Cresswell  Cresswell)  had  brought  to  benr 
on  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  offiee. 
There  was,  however,  notwithstanding  that 
energy  and  that  ability,  a  want  of  jiidieM 
strength  in  the  Court  which  rendered  It  in- 
capable  of  getting  rid  with  snffioient  4e> 
spatch  of  the  business  whieh  oaoM  before 
it.     The  Legialaturoy  he  wu 
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of  opioioD,  had  acted  with  perfect  pro- 
priety in  not,  in  the  first  instance,  osta* 
blishing  a  set  of  Judges  whose  time  should 
be  exclusively  devoted  to  the  discharge  of 
the  business  of  that  Court,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  impossible  to  predict  what  might  be 
its  amount.  Parliament  ought,  he  thought, 
to  proceed  tentatively  and  experimentally, 
even  now,  in  dealing  with  the  subject ;  for 
although  there  had  been  a  great  influx  of 
business  into  the  Court  since  its  creation, 
stilly  as  yet  it  was  impossible  to  say  what 
the  steady  course  of  its  business  might  be. 
He  should  not,  under  those  circumstances, 
advise  their  Lordships  to  appoint  new  and 
permanent  Judges  to  preside  over  the 
Court,  but  should,  as  a  temporary  remedy 
for  the  defects  to  which  he  had  referred, 
propose  that  all  the  fifteen  Judges  should 
be  members  of  the  Court,  and  should 
make  arrangements  whereby  two  of  them 
might  by  turns  sit  with  the  Judge  ordinary 
to  constitute  a  full  Court  and  dispose  of 
the  business  which  might  be  brought  under 
their  consideration.  That  course  being 
taken  for  the  present,  their  Lordships 
would,  he  trusted,  before  long  be  in  a 
position  to  ascertain  what  judicial  strength 
was  required  for  the  fulfilment  of  these 
duties.  He  also  concurred  with  bis  noble 
and  learned  Friend  in  thinking  that  there 
was  not,  under  the  existing  state  of  the 
law,  a  sufficient  safeguard  against  collu- 
sion, although  he  believed  that  not  a  sin- 
gle instance  of  such  collusion  had  as  yet 
occurred.  He  thought,  however,  it  should 
be  made  more  difficult  than  it  was,  and 
he  concurred  with  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  some  functionary  should  be 
employed  who  should  investigate  the  cir- 
cumstances of  each  case  before  it  came  on 
in  Court;  while  it  might  also  be  not  un- 
desirable so  far  to  change  the  rules  of  pro- 
cedure as  to  require  a  more  circumstantial 
statement  from  the  petitioner  of  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  his  case,  with  a  view  to  the 
investigation  being  conducted  in  a  more 
satisfactory  manner.  That,  he  thought, 
might  be  done  without  levying  any  addi- 
tional burden  on  the  public  revenue,  be- 
cause it  was  but  fair  that  the  expense  of 
the  proceedings  should  be  cast  on  the  peti- 
tioner in  the  first  instance,  to  rest  on  him 
permanently  in  case  of  the  failaro  of  his 
suit;  if  he  succeeded,  on  the  adulterer, 
by  whose  misconduct  the  investigation  had 
been  rendered  necessary.  Bejond  that 
there  were  some  improvements  which 
might  be  immediately  adopted;  and  one 
of  those  was  that  the  Court  should  be 


authorized  to  sit  in  camera^  as  was  the 
case  in  Scotland  and  France,  and  when* 
ever  the  details  of  a  case  were  of  an  ob- 
jectionable character  to  exclude  the  public. 
So  in  all  cases  of  domestic  quarrels  it  would 
be  advisable,  with  a  view  to  future  recon- 
ciliation, to  hear  the  case  in  private,  and 
not  to  allow  all  the  details  to  get  into  the 
papers.  There  was  another  point  of  great 
importance.  As  the  law  now  stood,  no- 
thing could  be  done  with  regard  to  tlio 
custody  of  the  children  except  by  the  full 
Court,  but  it  was  desirable  that  the  Judge 
Ordinary  should  have  power  to  dispose  of 
them.  These  and  other  points  would  be 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  which  he  hoped  in 
the  course  of  a  few  days  to  lay  upon  the 
table. 

Lord  CRANWOKTH  admitted,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  import- 
ance of  this  subject ;  but  he  must  say  that 
he  regretted  that  the  notice  which  hia 
noble  and  learned  friend  had  given  was 
not  one  which  was  calculated  to  call  at- 
tention to  this  subject.  Looking  to  the 
terms  of  the  notice  (which  was  "  to  move 
that  the  Return  No.  44  in  the  Minutes  of 
9th  June,  and  delivered  on  the  27th  June, 
bo  printed**)  he  had  not  the  remotest 
notion  what  it  was  about.  He  said  this  in 
justification  of  his  being  little  prepared  to 
give  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  which, 
however,  was  of  the  less  importance  that 
the  subject  would  probably  be  fully  dis- 
cussed on  Thursday  next.  In  many  of 
the  observations  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friends  he  concurred.  When  the  Bill  con- 
stituting the  Divorce  Court  was  originally 
brought  forward,  he  proposed  that  the 
Judges  who  should  form  the  full  Court 
should  bo  the  Judge  Ordinary — sitting 
with  either  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  one  of 
the  Chief  Justices,  or  the  Chief  Baron,  of 
the  Common  Law  courts  —  which  Court 
alone  should  be  competent  to  deal  with 
cases  of  divorce  "a  vinculo  matrimonii.^ * 
That  provision  was  so  far  modified  as  to 
include  the  Bemor  puisne  Judges  of  each 
Court.  It  was,  however,  found  extremely 
inconvenient  to  secure  the  attendance  of 
the  Chief  Justices  or  the  senior  puigne 
Judges,  and  he  thought  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  quite  right  in  proposing 
to  empower  all  the  puisne  Judges  to  sit  in 
the  Divorce  Court.  Whether  that  provision 
would  be  sufficient  he  could  not  tell,  for  the 
whole  process  of  dealing  with  this  Court 
must  be  tentative — ho  thought  that  there 
was  great  reason  for  believing  that  it  would 
auffice.     He  had  had  &  c<»ivoniatioii  with 
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the  Judgo  Ordinary  ou  the  subject,  and  I 
had  aaked  him  to  put  his  opinion  in  writing 
for  the  purpose  of  its  being  used  by  him 
on  the  coming  on  of  the  Motion  on  the 
subject  of  wliieh  notice  had  been  given. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Judge  Ordinary,  if 
he  could  have  the  assistance  of  all  the 
Judges  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a  full 
Court  whenever  it  was  required  there  would 
be  no  arrear  of  cases — for  the  cases,  thougii 
important,  rarely  occupied  much  time.  It 
was  said  that  there  was  not  sufficient  pro- 
vision against  collusion,  and  he  should  be 
happy  to  assist  in  framing  any  means  by 
which  that  could  be  prevented.  lie  re- 
joiced to  hear  from  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  woolsack,  that  Sir  Gresswell 
Cress  well  had  stated  that  not  one  case  of 
collusion  had  occurred,  and  in  the  strict 
sense  of  the  term  it  was  not  likely  that 
thero  would  bo  one  case  a  year  ;  at  the 
same  time  it  was  right  that  evert  precau- 
tion should  be  taken  to  prevent  its  occur- 
rence. Uis  noble  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  think  that  some  public  officer 
ought  to  investigate  the  cases  before  they 
went  into  Court ;  but  he  thought  it  cer- 
tainly doubtful  whether  such  a  plan  would 
succeed  ;  for,  if  they  could  not  be  tho- 
roughly investigated  in  Court,  how  could 
they  be  hotter  investigated  by  a  public 
officer?  Still,  he  was  open  to  conviction. 
Having  introduced  the  original  Bill  consti- 
tuting the  Court,  and  having  been  once  or 
twice  twitted  with  the  number  of  cases  of 
divorce  which  had  arisen,  ho  had  answered 
that  that  was  the  greatest  proof  of  the 
propriety  of  the  measure  ;  not  one  of  the 
cases  which  had  been  brought  before  the 
Court,  if  they  had  been  brought  to  their 
Lordships*  bar,  but  would  have  passed, 
which  was  a  proof  of  the  efficacy  of  the 
measure  in  extending  relief  to  the  poor  as 
well  as  the  rich. 

Lord  REDE  SI)  ALE  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  conversation  to  terminate  with- 
out addressing  a  few  remarks  to  their 
Lordships.  They  would  remember  the 
strong  opposition  which  ho  gave  to  this 
measure  during  its  progress  through  Par- 
liament ;  and  he  must  say  that  every  one 
of  the  fears  he  then  entertained  upon  the 
subject  had  been  realised  by  the  conse- 
quences that  had  followed  the  passing  of 
the  Act.  With  regard  to  the  statement 
that  no  divorce  had  been  granted  by  the 
new  Court  which  would  not  have  been 
granted  had  the  case  come  to  their  Lord- 
ships' bar,  he  begged  to  draw  attention  to 
one  point  which  was  referred  to  in  the 
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Returns,  namely,  the  immense  number  of 
applications  for  divorce  by  wives  against 
their  husbands.  It  was  well  known  that 
it  was  rarely  the  practice  of  this  House  to 
grant  a  wife  a  divorce  from  her  husband; 
but  upon  consulting  the  Returns  he  ob- 
served that  in  the  course  of  the  present 
year,  forty-two  divorces  had  been  granted 
by  the  new  Court  on  the  application  of 
husbands,  and  nineteen,  or  nearly  one-half 
that  number,  on  the  application  of  wives, 
not  one  of  which  nineteen  would  have  been 
granted  had  the  applications  been  made  at 
their  Lordships'  bar  under  the  old  system. 
Again,  at  the  commencement  of  this  year, 
184  petitions  had  been  presented  by  hus- 
bands, and  104  by  wives;  and  under  tiio 
former  law  he  believed  that  in  almost  every 
one  of  these  104  oases  divorce  would  havu 
been  refused.  So  far  as  the  question  of 
collusion  was  concerned,  their  Lordships 
would  recollect  that  the  most  dangerous 
cases  of  collusion  were  those  which  came 
upon  petition  from  the  wife  against  the 
husband.  When  a  man  seeks  a  divorce, 
the  proof  of  his  wife's  adultery  destroys  her 
character,  and  she  foifeits  her  position  in 
society.  No  woman  would  deliberately 
incur  this  disgi'ace  for  the  purpose  of  being 
divorced,  and  thus  in  the  case  of  the  hus- 
band's suit  there  is  seldom  collusion  between 
the  parties  in  regard  to  the  act  on  which 
the  divorce  is  founded.  But  where  the 
woman  comes  as  the  injured  person,  and 
obtains  a  divorce  on  showing  that  her  hus- 
band has  been  guilty  of  adultery  coupled 
with  two  years'  desertion  without  reason- 
able cause,  both  of  which  facts  ho  may 
admit  without  altogether  forfeiting  his  po- 
sition in  Society,  there  is  a  great  chance 
of  collusion  in  cases  when  both  are  mutu- 
ally tired  of  each  other,  and  desirous  of 
forming  new  engagements.  These  oases  re- 
quired the  greatest  possible  watchfulness  on 
the  part  of  the  Court ;  and  the  faets  he 
had  stated,  proved,  he  feared,  that  great 
moral  injury  would  probably  be  inflicted 
upon  the  community  by  the  facility  which 
had  been  given  for  applications  of  that  tort. 
Motion  iigreed  to. 

OnUROn  RATES. 

MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTSK. 

The  Duk£  of  MARLBOROUGH  add, 
ho  had  been  anxious  on  several  ooeasicNia 
this  year  to  bring  the  question  of  wliieh  lie 
had  given  notice  before  their  Lordshipe' 
attention,  but  hitherto  he  had  been  diMp- 
pointed  in  conseqaeiic&  of  thoiiueltM 
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state  of  public  affairs  ;  and  iq  doing  so  at 
this  advanced  period  of  the  Session  he 
feared  that  the  consideration  which  theii- 
Lordships  would  be  able  to  give  to  it  would 
not  be  such  as  a  question  of  such  impor- 
tance deserved.  It  was  thought  in  some 
quarters,  that  inquiry  having  already  taken 
place  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  the  subject  of  church  rates  having 
been  so  fully  discussed,  and  received  so 
large  an  amount  of  attention,  it  was 
scarcely  possible  to  collect  any  further 
facts,  and  that  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  for  the  purposes  which 
be  now  proposed  was  not  likely  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  any  praclicnl  results.  He  thought, 
however,  that  a  few  considerations  which 
he  wished  to  offer  to  their  Lordships  would 
show  that  there  was  still  subject-matter 
which  might  be  inquired  into,  and  inquired 
into  with  advantage.  In  the  first  place 
the  Commons'  Committee  of  IS51  did  not 
fairly  represent  the  feelings  and  views  of 
that  great  body  which  was  most  interested 
in  the  question  of  church  rates — he  meant 
the  Church  of  England  ;  for,  looking  at 
the  composition  of  that  Committee  and  the 
nature  of  the  evidence  that  was  brought 
before  it,  he  must  say  that  the  investiga- 
tion appeared  to  be  of  a  very  partial  cha- 
racter.  He  found  that  twenty-three  wit- 
nesses were  examined  before  that  Com- 
mittee, of  whom  fifteen  were  thoroughly 
opposed  to  church  rates,  both  in  principle 
and  in  practice  ;  nine  of  them  being  Dis- 
senters. Of  the  remaining  eight,  two  were 
clergymen  of  the  Established  Church,  in 
whose  parishes,  most  unfortunately,  dis- 
putes had  arisen  respecting  church  rates, 
and  who,  consequently,  whatever  their 
views  as  to  church  rates  in  the  abstract 
might  be,  could  only  speak  to  the  lament- 
able circumstances  which  had  occurred  in 
their  own  parishes.  There  were,  therefore, 
only  six  witnesses  examined  before  the 
Committee  who  could  bo  fairly  said  to  re- 
present the  views  which  were  likely  to  be 
entertained  by  the  Established  Church  on 
the  question,  although  their  evidence  com- 
prised a  digest  of  the  law  upon  the  sub- 
ject which  was  of  a  most  useful  character. 
Considering,  then,  the  importance  of  the 
question,  and  the  immense  magnitude  of 
the  interests  involved  in  it,  he  thought  he 
might  ask  their  Lordships  to  grant  him  a 
Committee  whose  object  should  be  to  col- 
lect and  present  to  them  a  fair  and  an  im- 
partial view  of  what  were  the  opinions 
entertained  by  persons  of  experience  in 
the    ministry   and    practical    working   of 


the  Church  of  England,  who  would  be 
able  to  say  how  the  church-rate  system 
operated  in  their  several  parishes,  and 
who  fairly  represented  the  views  and  de- 
sires of  the  Church.  There  was  another 
reason  why  hia  motion  should  be  adopted. 
Their  Lordships  would  remember  that  when 
the  Committee  of  1851  was  moved  for  in 
the  other  House,  the  question  of  church 
rates  occupied  a  very  different  position  from 
what  it  did  at  the  present  moment.  At 
that  time  most  unpleasant  disputes  had 
been  raging  in  the  parish  of  Brain  tree. 
The  well-known  Braintree  case  originated 
in  the  churchwardens  of  that  parish  en* 
deavouring  to  raise  a  rate  in  defiance  of  the 
wishes  of  the  majority  of  the  vestry,  and 
in  the  next  place,  after  a  decision  had  been 
given  against  the  churchwardens  on  that 
point,  the  vestry  met  together,  and  when 
the  majority  refused  a  rate  the  minority 
took  the  question  into  their  own  hands  and 
proceeded  to  assess  the  rate.  The  case  then 
came  by  appeal  to  their  Lordships'  House 
against  the  decision  of  the  Judges  ;  and  it 
was  an  opinion  expressed  by  witnesses  be* 
fore  the  Comraitte  of  1851,  that  if  the  de- 
cision of  their  Lordships  should  be  that  a 
rate  could  be  legally  imposed  by  means  of 
the  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  vestry  only,  such 
a  decision  would  of  itself  go  far  to  settle 
the  question,  and  prove  satisfactory  to  the 
public  at  large.  Well,  their  Lordships  de- 
cided the  law  to  be  that  a  majority  of  the 
vestry  must  determine  whether  the  rate 
should  be  assessed  or  not — the  very  decision 
to  which  the  witnesses  pointed  as  one  that 
would  be  permanently  satisfactory  to  the 
public  ;  yet  from  that  time  to  this  the  en- 
deavour to  overthrow  church  rates  had 
been  prosecuted  as  strongly  and  as  viru- 
lently as  ever.  He  thought  then,  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance  that 
their  Lordships  should  have  the  opportunity 
of  inquiring  into  the  working  of  the  law 
in  its  new  and  altered  form,  and  that  they 
should  be  enabled  to  see  how  the  question 
had  practically  worked  in  many  parishes 
which  had  been  the  scene  of  church-rate 
contests,  and  whether  from  the  very  fact 
of  that  decision  having  been  brought  into 
effective  practice  much  of  the  evil  and 
grievances  which  had  previously  existed 
had  not  ceased.  There  was  yet  another 
reason  why  he  thought  an  inquiry  ought  to 
be  instituted  in  reference  to  this  subject. 
He  believed  that,  as  a  matter  of  privilege, 
it  was  not  competent  for  their  Lordships  to 
originate  a  Bill  connected  with  taxation 
and  send  it  down  to  the  Lower  House. 


571 


Ohitrch  RaHt^MtAum        \  LORDS }         /bf  a  SOeet  (hmnlUim. 


m 


They  wero,  therefore,  in  this  position — 
that,  unless  they  adopted  the  course  he  now 
proposed,  they  oould  only  indulge  them- 
selves in  a  harren  discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion, without  any  chance  of  getting  at  a 
practical  result,  or  they  would  have  to  ac- 
cept or  reject  any  Bill  which  might  he  sent 
to  tliem  from  the  other  House.  He  need 
not  remark  all  the  inconveniences  of  year 
after  year  rejecting  Bills  which  were  sent 
from  tho  House  of  Commons.  True,  those 
Bills  might  go  further  than  many  of 
their  Lordships  deemed  to  he  prudent  or 
politic  ;  yet  they  might  contain  principles 
which  in  a  modified  or  an  amended  form, 
their  Lordships  would  approve  of.  If, 
however,  they  partook  of  the  nature  of 
money  Bills,  the  only  alternative  was  that 
they  must  he  accepted  or  rejected.  Un- 
doubtedly there  were  many  subjects  of 
grievance  which  were  connected  with 
church  rates,  and  which  ought  to  be  re- 
dressed. In  the  first  place,  it  appeared 
that  rates  had  been  voted  for  improper 
purposes ;  expenses  had  been  included  in 
tho  rate  which  had  no  business  to  bo 
included  in  it ;  provision  had  been  made 
by  means  of  the  rate  for  many  things 
of  an  expensive  nature  for  the  service  of 
the  Church;  and  when  these  things  were 
looked  into,  they  undoubtedly  formed  a 
ground  of  grievance  to  those  who,  though 
inclined  to  look  uj)on  tho  Church  as  a  na- 
tional establishment,  wore  not  prepared  to 
go  to  the  extent  of  voting  not  only  of  ne- 
cessaries, but  he  might  say  luxuries,  for 
the  use  and  maintenance  of  the  Established 
Church.  The  cost  of  litigation  formed 
another  grievance  which  required  consi- 
deration. In  one  case  tho  recovery  of  the 
sum  of  3«.  4cd,  occasioned  an  expense  of 
£250  in  law  costs.  Again,  every  time 
that  a  distress  was  levied  upon  the  goods 
of  a  Dissenter,  tho  public  mind  was  inflam- 
ed against  the  system  of  church  rates.  Dis- 
senters said,  they  contributed  towards  their 
own  places  of  worship,  and  regarded  it  as 
a  hardship  that  they  should  be  made  to  pay 
for  the  support  of  a  Church  from  whoso 
doctrine  and  discipline  they  widely  differ- 
ed. Another  cause  of  complaint  was,  that 
an  unpopular  clergymau  sometimes  created 
great  ill-will  by  tho  harsh  and  violent  man- 
ner in  which  he  sought  to  enforce  the  law; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  where  a  concilia- 
tory disposition  and  a  desire  to  meet  the 
feelings  of  all  parties  were  displayed  by 
the  minister  of  the  parish,  church  rates 
were  often  freely  granted  and  paid  without 
a  murmur  from  any.     These,  then,  were 
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tho  main  grievanoes  to  which  DiBsenten 
were  aubjeet,  and  he  thought  they  were 
all  capable  of  being  removed  by  earefol 
legislation  without  destroying  tho  principle 
of  church  rates  itself.  The  neit  question 
was,  what  was  the  best  measure  to  be 
adopted  for  removing  these  grieraneei, 
and  placing  the  entire  question  on  a  satis- 
factory basis; — and  when  he  said  what 
would  be  tho  best  measure,  he  must  add 
that  he  knew  of  no  sabjeot  on  which  so 
many  measures  had  been  proposed,  and  so 
little  resolved  upon  or  carried  out.  No 
fewer  than  seven  different  measures  had 
been  proposod,  esch  differing  from  one 
another,  m  the  mode  of  settling  the  mat^ 
ter.  Ho  himself  believed  that  an  easy 
means  might  be  arrived  at  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  law  that  would  be  satisfactory 
to  the  public  at  large.  The  measures  that 
had  been  proposed  resolved  themselves 
principally  into  two  different  sections;  one 
contained  a  proposition  for  eharging  tho 
rate  upon  fixed  property,  while  the  other  pro- 
posed to  levy  the  church  rate  on  those  who 
constituted  a  church  vestry,  and  those  who 
occupied  pews  and  sittings  in  the  ehureh. 
Now,  the  charging  the  rate  upon  fixed  pro- 
perty did  away  with  a  most  important  prin- 
ciple—the voluntary  principle — the  great 
principle  upon  which  Christian  oondnet 
ought  to  be  established,  and  in  which  a 
great  truth  was  involved.  It  was  one  of 
the  most  important  accompaniments  of  re- 
ligious worship,  and  was  the  principle  upon 
which  alone,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Dis- 
senters, Christian  worship  ought  to  be 
conducted.  But  if  church  rates  were  made 
a  fixed  charge  on  the  land,  this  great  prin- 
ciple would  be  lost  sight  of,  and  with  it 
the  system  of  leaving  the  majority  to  de- 
cide whether  a  certain  sum  should  be  voted 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  common  chareh. 
The  decision  by  a  majority  would  have  the 
effect,  when  enforcing  the  rate,  of  remind- 
ing many,  who  would  otherwise  not  be 
reached,  of  their  religious  obligations  in 
respect  of  the  Church.  The  other  proposi- 
tion, that  of  levying  a  church  rate  on  fhese 
who  constituted  a  church  vestry,  or  who 
occupied  pews  and  sitting^  in  the  cfavreh, 
would  be  virtually  to  proclaim  that  no  per* 
son  was  in  communion  with  the  Cbweh 
until  the  vestry  was  formed,  and  thoa»  who 
were  already  members  of  the  Chorcb  would, 
under  this  arrangement,  be  invited  to  plaea 
themselves  de  novo  under  its  ministfatwns* 
Now,  however,  the  law  as  established  look- 
ed on  every  person  as  a  msmber  of  ^IIm 
Church  of  England,  and 
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every  person  in  this  country  was  entitled 
legnlly  to  call  in  the  parish  minister  to 
perform  the  rites  and  offices  of  religion 
aocording  to  the  ritual  of  the  Established 
Church.  If  then  they  were  to  establish 
this  new  system,  and  constitute  what  was 
called  a  Church  vestry,  they  would  only 
be  doing  that  which  the  Dissenters  in  this 
country  were  endeavouring  to  carry  out, 
namely,  the  placing  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land in  an  isolated  and  sectarian  position. 
Moreover,  the  effect  of  this  proposal  would 
be  prejudicial  in  another  respect.  A  large 
number  of  persons  did  not  attend  the 
Church  of  England,  and  there  were  a 
large  number  who,  though  nominally  mem- 
bera  of  the  Church  of  England,  but  who 
unfortunately  were  not  habitual  attend- 
ants upon  public  worship,  and  who  would 
iu>t  be  called  on  to  contribute  to  the  expen- 
diture of  their  common  church,  while  they 
could  not  justly  claim  exemption  on  the 
ground  that  they  contributed  to  any  other 
peculiar  place  of  worship.  As  to  the  plan 
for  throwing  the  maintenance  of  the  Church 
upon  pew  rents,  the  principle  of  the  Church 
was,  that  the  seats  should  be  as  free  as 
possible ;  and,  though  tho  system  of  pew 
rents  might  work  very  satisfactorily  as  far 
aa  concerned  the  rich,  yet  it  would  entail 
very  grievous  hardship  on  the  poor,  who 
regarded  the  Church  as  their  common 
property,  and  were  entitled  to  have  the 
privilege  of  sitting  there  and  enjoying  the 
ministrations  of  the  Gospel  free  of  charge. 
Another  measure  that  had  been  suggested 
was  the  simple  and  unconditional  abolition 
of  church  rates.  This  would  involve  so 
serious  an  infraction  of  the  rights  of  the 
Church,  and  strip  it  so  entirely  of  any  ])ro- 
vision  for  the  maintenance  of  its  fabrics, 
that  he  trusted  not  to  see  the  day  when 
their  Lordships  would  sanction  it.  Another 
remedy  that  had  been  proposed  was,  the 
specific  exemption  of  Dissenters.  To  this 
Dissenters  themselves  objected,  but  not 
with  very  obvious  justice.  Not  satisfied 
with  being  exempted  as  a  body  from  an 
impost  of  which  they  complained,  they 
rather  unreasonably  asked  that  the  whole 
system  of  church  rates  should  be  abo- 
lished. Several  measures  had  from  time 
to  time  been  proposed  for  the  ex- 
emption of  Dissenters,  and  yet  they  had 
all  failed.  In  the  year  1840  Mr.  Dun- 
combe  proposed  to  exempt  Dissenters  on 
signing  a  declaration  that  they  were  not 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
that  waa  represented  as  the  best  and  most 
saiiafactory  nK)de  of  settling  tho  sul^ect 


The  declaration  required  them  to  state  that 
they  were  not  in  communion  with  the  Church 
of  England,  and  that  they  objected  to  the 
payment  of  church  rates,  not  on  pecuniary 
grounds,  but  on  the  score  of  conscience. 
But  it  was  found  that  an  exemption,  coupled 
with  a  condition  of  this  kind,  met  with  a 
large  amount  t>f  opposition,  and  he  did  not 
regret  it.  There  were  a  large  number  of 
persons  who,  although  they  dissented  from 
the  Established  Church,  were  not  entirely 
Dissenters.  They  held  an  independent 
principle,  which  made  them  dislike  the  dis- 
ciplino  and  practices  of  the  Church  of 
England  ;  but  still  there  was  a  latent  de~ 
sire  amongst  them  not  to  be  entirely  ex- 
cluded from  her,  or  to  be  without  her  pri- 
vileges. There  was,  moreover,  a  large 
class  in  this  country  who  would  not  be  con- 
tent with  mere  exemption,  and  who  would 
accept  nothing  short  of  an  unconditional 
surrender  and  abolition  of  Church,  rates  ; 
and  this  raised  a  question  of  such  deep 
importance  that  it  was  their  Lordships' 
duty,  even  at  this  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, to  institute  a  searching  inquiry  into 
the  subject,  so  that  remedies  for  all  the  ine- 
qualities and  inconveniences  of  the  system, 
if  there  were  any,  might  be  devised,  and 
the  latent  objects  of  its  opponents,  if  pos- 
sible might  be  laid  bare.  Tho  real  fact 
was  that  the  question  of  the  abolition  of 
church  rates  was  put  forward  by  a  large 
and  influential  party  in  this  country  as  a 
blow  aimed  nt  the  existence  of  the  Estah* 
lished  Church,  and  as  a  means  of  carrying 
out  the  object  they  had  in  view — namely, 
that  of  disuniting  the  Church  from  the 
State,  and  the  secularization  of  those  vast 
endowments  that  now  belonged  to  the 
parochial  clergy  of  this  country.  Mr. 
Bright,  a  few  years  ago,  speaking  of  the 
exemption  of  Dissenters,  and  on  the  sub- 
ject of  legislation  on  the  Established 
Church,  said  he  could  never  consent  to 
Dissenters,  because  they  were  Dissenters, 
being  shut  out  from  any  future  participa- 
tion in  the  distribution  which  might  here- 
after be  made  of  the  Chnrch  endowments — 
the  time  might  arrive  when  it  would  become 
a  question  what  would  become  of  the  funds 
in  which  the  State  were  now  interested 
belonging  to  what  was  called  the  National 
Church,  and  he  could  not  consent  that  Dis- 
senters, as  such,  should  be  dispossessed  of 
their  share,  whatever  course  was  adopted. 
Those  were  views  from  which  Mr.  Bright 
and  those  that  he  represented  were  not 
likely  to  de^mrt.  They  were  doubtleas  tho 
principles  that  atill  actuated  and  goidad 
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whicii  on.v  itu^vtd  taeir  lots-  |  mcu  oi  caoren  raiaB  in  ow  panwi  hmj 
the  puUic  what  vere  tiie  re^l ;  leftm  hov  to  proeeed.  and  may  pereeiftt 
d  priitci:  %:s  of  the  vpponeiiti  ^-  iliat  it  ii  hardly  poaaibla  to  levy  a  ehnnh 
^9.     FurtUr  \t»LTk  tL:s.  he  voslj    rate  vhete  the  ratepajera  think  proper  to 


them,  and  which  on!  v  ibovtJ  their  Lord- 1  meat  of  choreh  ratoa  in   his  parish  mij 
ships  and 
luutives  and 

church  rates.  Further  \ULn  tl:s.  he  voslj  rate  vbete  the  ratepayera  tninic  proper 
call  attention  to  the  proceedings  of  a  socieif  ose  the  exiatiiig  law.*  And  yet  they  esllei 
called  the  Liberation  S^'etj,  estab  ished  on  this  aad  the  other  Hooae  to  aholish  tla 
for  tiie  uTowed  principle  of  promoting  the  existing  hiv  aa  aa  int4^ermhle  noisanee.  If 
liberation  of  religion  from  :5t:.te  control.  tL«r  Lordships  granted  thia  ComiDitteebe 
At  an  Annual  Coufereccc  recentj  held  it  tas  tare  that  they  would  do  niiieh  to  re- 
was  proposed  bj  one  gentleman  to  add  to  a  Here  a  rast  amoont  of  anxiety  whieh  exiitol 
Resolution  thisrider  : — "  Th-t  at  the  same  in  the  eoontrj.  It  had  been  proved  tkit 
time  this  Conference  expresses  an  earnest !  there  was  not  more  than  5  per  eent  of 
hope  that  the  cxecutire  committee  will  find  !  parishes  throagfaoot  the  eoontry  that  s^ 
it  practicable  to  bring  the  great  question  I  jected  to  ehoreh  rates,  and  that  inwsrdi 
cf  Chnrch  and  State  before  the  Le;psia-  of  £2.50,000  waa  annoallj  oolleetea  imdff 
turc  at  an  earlv  dav.**  Bnt  Mr.  Miali, !  that  head.  Itwaaaaid  that  if  ehoreh  ntei 
a  member  of  the  conference,  was  too  ex-  i  were  abolished  there  wonld  he  volontsiy 
perienced  a  tactician  to  [  ermit  this.    He '  contribntions   whieh    would    prevent  otf 


opposed  this  proposition,  showing  that  there 
was   a  difference  of    opinion   among   the 
members  of  the  conference  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  accomplishing  the  object.     "  Mj 
hon.  Friend,*'  he  said,  **  wishes  to  take  up 
a  fagot  bound — we  wish  to  take  it  up  stick 
by  stick.*'     This  explains  the  policy  and 
objects  of  the  opponents  of  church  rates. 
The  sticks  in  question  were  to  be  repre- 
sented and  enumerated  under  the  following 
heads : — The   abolition  of  church   rates, 
which   was  the  first  stick  in  the  fagot  ; 
the  common  use  of  the  churches,  the  ques- 
tion of  University  tests,  endowed  grammar 
schools,  the   Scottish  University  test,  the 
annuity  tax  (Scotland),  and  the  common 
use  of  burial-grounds  ;   ond  it  was  stated 
that  a  gentleman  of  intelligence  and  prac- 
tical knowledge  would  shortly  bring  before 
Parliament   a   Bill    to   enable    Dissenting 
Ministers  to  make  common  use  of  burial- 
grounds.     All  these  subjects  were  to  be 
taken  up  separately.     lie  therefore  thought 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  the  very  highest  im- 
portance that    their  Lordships  should    by 
eahn  and  impartial  inquiry  ascertain  whe- 
ther there  were  the  means  of  removing  the 
actual  grievances  which  might  be  proved  to 
exist  with  respect  to  church  rates,  and  en- 
deavour, in  their  report  to  show  what  might 
he  done  to  set  the  question  at  rest,  and 
thus  give  confidence  and  security  to  the 
meinhors  of   tho    Church   throughout   the 
kingdom.     There  was  one  point  which  had 
often  surprised  him,  and  to  which  he  would 
direct    their    Lordships*    attention.       Tho 
gentlemen  who  composed   the   Liberation 
Society  had    put   forward  a   circular   ad- 
dressed  to  the  various  parishes,  in  which 
they  say— •«  They  have  issued  this  useful 
little  manual  by  means  of  which  any  rate- 
payer  who  wishes  to  prevent  tho  asscss- 
The  Duke  of  Marlborough 


churches  from  falling  into  deeay  ;  but  ha 
mast  remind  their  Lordahipa  that  Tdas- 
tary  contribatioDs  already  exiated  ia  coe- 
juDciioD  with  choreh  ratea,  and  if  ehneh 
rates  were  abolished  hy  law  he  heliefsd 
that  the  means  of  maintaining  tfaeehuchai 
must  certunly  fail.  Thonch  the  remaailar 
of  the  Session  was  ahortp  he  waa  Mue  that 
before  the  Sesaion  terminated  the  Beleet 
Committee  for  which  he  moved  wonld  obtaii 
a  certain  amoaot  of  information  whidi 
would  be  of  the  highest  importanee  in  the 
settlement  of  the  qaeetion  ;  and  efca  if 
the  matter  were  not  coneladed  thia  Bciiion, 
still  a  further  opportunity  might  be  gim 
for  continuing  the  in? ettigation  on  a  fbtiirs 
occasion.  Their  Lordahipa  had  long  base 
the  guardian  of  the  libertiea  of  die  paopla^ 
and  by  settling  thia  question  they  wodd 
show  that  they  were  the  beat  defienden  rf 
the  surest  safegruard  of  an  here^taiy 
monarchy — namely,  aoEatahliBhed  Chock 
The  noble  Duke  then  moxmd^ 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  amofatad  to  ta- 
quirc  into  the  present  operation  orthe  Law  ail 
Practice  respectioff  the  AssMuient  aad  the  Unf 
of  Church  Ratea/^ 

Lord  TEYNHAM,  (who  waa  aloMit  ia- 
audible,  was  understood)  to  aay^  that  the 
Established  Church  had  been  repreweaM 
to  be  the  poor  man's  Church.  That  D^ght 
be  so  ;  but  it  was  empbatiMlly  the  xioh 
man's  Church.  The  rich  ana  migh^sf 
this  world  wonld  not  enter  so  lowly  a  |HaeS 
as  a  meeting-house.  Politioally  our  ehoiehci 
were  of  immense  value.  They  told  ne  ftcia 
in  English  history;  they  Bpoke  of  the 
manners  and  habits,  and  ofttimea  of  the 
lives  and  deaths  of  oar  aneeatore.  He 
thought  that  if  the  Committee  calmly  ead 
impartially  considered  the  exteotand  effaot 
of  the  strife  originating  in  ehudHiatm» 
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tbej  would  recommend  their  Lordships  to 
abolish  them  in  the  manner  which  should 
seem  best.  But  he  rather  feared  that  the 
Committee  would  be  used  as  an  instrument 
for  defeating  any  measure  which  might  be 
sent  up  from  the  other  House  on  the  sub- 
ject. On  the  other  hand  the  subject  was  of 
such  importance  that  if  any  new  facts 
could  be  elicited  by  inquiry,  it  was  fitting 
inquiry  should  be  made.  If  only  5  per 
cent  of  the  parishes  objected  to  church- 

'  rates,  was  not  that  enough  to  render  it  de- 
sirable that  the  source  of  bitterness  should 
be  removed?  H^  believed  it  was  a  fact 
that  under  the  existing  law  voluntary  con- 
tributions exceeded  the  amount  raised  by 
church  rates,  and  it  would  be  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  whether  there  was  any- 
thing special  in  the  parishes  where  volun- 
tary contributions  were  raised  to  lead  to 
the  inference  that  the  same  liberality 
would  not  be  shown  if  church  rates  were 
abolished.  There  was  one  further  fact 
which  might  be  deduced  from  the  returns 
to  Parliament, — that  the  condition  of  the 
churches  where  no  rate  was  levied  was 
equally  as  good  as  where  church  rates  were 
collected.  Heartily  desiring  that  the  edi- 
fices should  be  maintained,  he  thought  the 
best  way  to  secure  that  object  was  to 
abolish  church  rates,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  had  no  objectron  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee. 

The  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  feel  that  we  owe  a  great 
amount  of  debt  to  the  noble  Duke  for  the 
Motion  which  he  has  made  this  evening.  I 
think  that  this  House  is  equally  indebted 
to  him;  for  this  House  will  soon  be  called 
on  to  legislate  on  the  subject,  which  in- 
volves consequences  not  anticipated  by 
many  who,  if  they  have  not  promoted, 
have  not-opposed  the  measure  of  abolition, 
but  consequences  well  perceived  by  the 
agitators  who  promote  it.  Therefore,  the 
subject  requires  the  utmost  deliberation, 
which  it  has  never  yet  received,  for,  al- 
though a  Committee  was  held  on  the  sub- 
ject in  the  lower  House,  no  report  wos  re- 
turned from  that  Committee.  The  subject, 

^  my  Lords,  is  of  much  greater  importance 
than  in  the  view  of  many  persons  it  seems 
to  be.  I  fully  believe  that  if  it  were 
clearly  seen  how  great  would  be  the 
danger  to  important  interests  if  the  Church 
be  attacked  upon  the  point  now  under 
consideration,  the  opinion  of  many  persons 
would  be  changed,  and  we  should  never 
have  again  before  us  such  a  measure  as 
was  brought  before  us  last  Session,  and 
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which  your  Lordships  were  fully  determined 
should  not  be  cnrried  without  some  sub- 
stitute being  found  for  church  rates.  It  is 
for  the  purpose  of  finding  a  proper  substi- 
tute for  church  rates  that  I  think  it  de- 
sirable that  the  Committee  proposed  by 
the  noble  Duke  should  be  appointed.  The 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  eat  down  hoped 
for  inquiry,  because  he  thought  it  would 
prove  the  inconveniences  that  existed.  We« 
on  the  other  hand,  desire  inquiry,  because 
we  believe  that  .the  instances  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  alluded  were  anomalous, 
and  that  inquiry  would  establish  that 
fact.  My  Lords,  there  are  two  objec- 
tions to  the  present  system  of  church- 
rates;  one,  which  I  will  call  the  conscien- 
tious objection,  originating  in  Dissenters 
from  our  Church,  who  complain  of  being 
taxed  in  support  of  a  church  to  which  they 
do  not  belong,  and  the  doctrines  or  disci- 
pline of  which  they  disapprove.  The  other 
objection  proceeds  from  Churchmen  them- 
selves, in  those  larg€f  towns  where  the 
parish  church  is  surrounded  by  numerous 
chapels,  frequented  by  those  who  support 
them,  but  who  are  rated  to  the  mother 
church,  from  which  they  receive  no  benefit. 
In  the  northern  part  of  England,  with 
which  I  was  formerly  well  acquainted,  the 
opposition  to  church  rates  had  this  origin. 
My  Lords,  it  is  right  that  these  objections 
should  be  considered,  and,  as  far  as  they 
are  just,  that  a  remedy  may  be  provided 
for  them  such  as  may  be  proposed  in  Com- 
mittee. The  remedy  need  not  be  the  ex- 
treme measure  of  releasing  property  from 
an  obligation  to  which  it  has  been  always 
subject,  and  subject  to  which  it  was  re- 
ceived by  all  its  present  holders,  and  that 
wholly  at  the  expense  of  a  Church  of  which 
I  may  fearlessly  say  that  it  never  was 
more  anxiously  desirous  to  fulfil  the  duties 
belonging  to  it,  and  to  provide  for  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  increasing  popula- 
tion. I  trust,  therefore,  that  the  noble 
Earl  the  President  of  the  Council  will  not 
object  to  the  appointment  of  a  Commit- 
tee. 

Lord  PORTMAN  said,  that  no  one  was 
more  impressed  than  he  was  with  the  im- 
portance of  a  speedy  settlement  of  this 
vexed  question  ;  and  he  believed  that  if 
any  of  the  propositions  which  had  beop  re- 
ferred to  during  this  brief  discussion  had 
been  agreed  to  years  ago,  a  settlement 
might  have  been  arrived  at  much  more 
satisfactory  than  was  now,  perhaps,  to  be 
anticipated.  From  what  had  recently  taken 
place  upon  the  hustings,  from  declarations 
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made  bj  men  who  had  herctoforo  takeu  i\ 
moderate  course,  tliat  they  would  ecarcely 
even  venture  to  support  a  rate  for  main- 
taining the  fabric  of  the  church — he  could 
not  but  fear  that  much  further  delay  in  the 
settlement  of  this  question  might  lead  to  a 
collision  between  the  two  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, although  he  hoped  that  such  a  re- 
sult might  bo  prevented  by  the  delibera- 
tions of  this  Committee.  He  trusted  that 
the  Committee  in  entering  upon  its  in- 
▼estigations  would  not  be  actuated  by  that 
spirit  of  antagonism  which  he  thought  the 
noble  Duke  had  indicated  somewhat  too 
strongly,  but  would  rather  be  influenced 
by  the  calm  and  considerate  spirit  which 
characterized  the  suggestions  of  the  most 
rev.  Prelate.  He  (Lord  Portman)  did  not 
think  they  could  hope  to  continue,  with  tlie 
goodwill  of  the  great  body  of  the  people, 
a  rate  for  supporting  the  fabric  of  the 
church  if  the  proceeds  of  the  same  rate 
were  applied  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
services  of  the  church  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, as  well  as  of  its  fabric  :  for  if  atten- 
tion were  directed  to  the  way  in  which 
church  rates  were  levied,  and  to  the  pur- 
poses for  which  they  had  been  levied,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  great  objection 
to  church  rates  was  attributable  to  the 
abuses  which  had  taken  place  in  their  ap- 
plication, such  as  paying  rent  of  cottages 
for  paupers  who  are  thereby  kept  out  of 
the  workhouse,  paying  for  the  destruction 
of  vermin,  all  sorts  of  illegal  fees  and 
items  that  could  pass  no  account  that  is 
audited.  If  consideration  were  given  for 
a  moment  to  the  abuses  existing  in 
the  present  system,  it  would  no  longer 
be  a  matter  of  wonder  that  church  rates 
were  objected  to.  There  was  no  pro- 
vision made  for  the  auditing  of  church- 
wardens' accounts,  and  after  the  money 
was  spent  there  was  no  means  of  calling 
the  churchwarden  to  account  for  any  abuse 
he  had  sanctioned  in  the  shape  of  irregular 
payments.  He  hod  been  told  by  many 
influential  Nonconformists  that  they  were 
quite  willing  to  contribute  their  quota  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church 
— that  they  considered  the  Church  as  a 
monument  of  their  religion — and  that  they 
only  objected  to  the  application  of  their 
payments  to  the  services  of  the  Church. 
He  thoufrht  this  subject  deserved  the  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  Committee,  with 
the  view  of  ascertaining  whether  some  se- 
paration might  not  bo  made  in  the  contri- 
butions for  these  objects.  It  might  be 
that  such  a  separation  could  not  be  effect- 
Lord  Portman 


ed,  or  that  it  would  be  an  unwise  course 
to  pursue ;  but  the  information  he  had 
gathered  on  the  subject  led  Iiim  to  form 
a  different  conclusion,  and  to  believe  that 
it  was  perfectly  feasible.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  there  was  something  incongruous 
in  the  term  of  a  '*  voluntary  rate.**  There 
was  the  greatest  possible  difference  be- 
tween a  voluntary  payment  and  a  rate, 
anc|  he  oould  not  conceive  how  a  rate  im- 
posed by  the  vote  of  a  major! tj  binding  « 
minority  could  be  called  a  voluntary  rate. 
It  had  been  stated  that  under  the  existing 
state  of  things  the  voluntary  contributioiii 
for  the  maintenance  of  churches  actually 
exceeded  the  amounts  obtained  by  rate. 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury)  inserted  in  a  Bill  be  intro- 
duced on  this  subject  a  clause  providioff 
that  in  every  parish  in  which  no  churen 
rate  had  been  imposed  for  two  years  the 
rate  should  cease.  He  (Lord  PorUnan) 
had  inserted  a  similar  clause  in  the  BiU 
he  had  laid  upon  the  table,  not  upon  prin- 
ciple, but  because,  as  it  had  been  suggest- 
ed by  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  he  had  no 
doubt  it  must  be  founded  upon  sound  rea- 
son. He  thought  it  most  unfortunate  that 
although  eomo  two  or  three  years  ago 
there  had  been  an  indication  from  the  right 
rev.  Bench  of  an  inclination  to  cndearoar 
to  settle  this  question,  so  long  a  time  had 
been  allowed  to  elapse  without  the  intro- 
duction of  any  practical  measure  with  that 
object.  He  believed  that  if  the  right  rev. 
Bench  could  agree  upon  any  plan  which 
might  be  discussed  in  an  open  Committee 
of  their  Lordships*  House,  an  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  to  the  Members  of  the 
other  House,  many  of  whom  were  anxious 
for  the  settlement  of  this  question,  to  pro- 
pose some  measure  which,  originating  in 
tho  other  House,  might  meet  with  general 
approval.  He  observed  that  a  right  faon. 
and  personal  Friend  of  his,  although  a 
political  opponent — the  late  Seeretary  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Sothofon  Eat- 
court) — had  told  his  constituents  that  he 
was  prepared  to  submit  to  Parliament  a 
measure  for  tho  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion. He  (Lord  Portman)  could  only  ex- 
press a  hope  that  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
change  of  position  would  not  lead  him  to 
relinquish  his  intention,  for  no  man  was 
better  acquainted  with  the  general  feeling 
which  prevailed  throughout  the  countryt 
and  no  man  was  more  warmly  attached  to 
the  Established  Church.  He  would  sug- 
gest, that  one  subject  which  deserved  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Committee  w^s 
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the  grierance  to  which  many  members  of 
the  Church  were  exposed  in  being  sub- 
jected to  a  double  payment  for  ecclesiasti- 
cal purposes — the  payment  of  rates  to  the 
mother  church  of  the  parish,  besides  con- 
tributing to  the  support  of  the  churches 
in  the  districts  in  which  they  resided. 
This  double  charge  had  led  to  a  great  deal 
of  opposition  to  church  rates,  and  the  posi- 
tieo  of  the  new  churches  would  hereafter 
be  very  bad  unless  some  better  system  is 
eatablished  by  Law.  He  (Lord  Portman) 
bad  ventured  to  lay  a  Bill  on  the  table  to 
o^rrj  out  the  objects  to  which  he  had 
•lluded.  and  he  had  made  proyision  for  an 
endo^oaent  to  be  entrusted  to  the  Queen 
Ana  Bounty  Board,  which  he  believed 
woald  be  useful  and  efficient.  He  did  not 
presume  to  think  that  his  Bill  was  com- 

eete,  ma  he  could  not  be  vain  enough  to 
ilieve  that  any  one  person  could  prepare 
1^  complete  measure  ;  but  he  felt  he  was 
pledged  to  this  House  to  make  a  trial,  and 
to  do  bis  best  and  meet  the  views  of  the 
tiro  great  parties  who  contend  on  this  sub- 
ject. He  offered  his  scheme  as  a  contribu- 
tion towards  the  final  discussion  in  the 
Houte  that  some  earnest  and  determined 
eflbrt  would  be  made  to  legislate  at  once, 
ejgA  to  remove  this  cause  of  discord  from 
the  parishes  of  the  kingdom. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  :  My  Lords, 
I  feei  it  necessary  to  notice  one  or  two 
<rt»aervations  which  have  been  made  dur- 
iii^  the  discussion  of  this  question.  It 
has  been  continualiy  said — and  it  was  said 
or  hinted  just  now  by  the  noble  Lord — 
that  if  the  right  reverend  Bench  had  only 
done  their  duty,  and  had  produced  a  mea- 
sure to  solve  this  problem,  we  might  have 
been  rid  of  this  question  of  church  rates 
long  ago.  But  1  rather  think  your  Lord- 
ahipa  will  agree  with  me  that  no  great 
encouragement  has  been  given  to  any 
one*  in  what  has  hitherto  occurred,  to 
take  upon  himself  the  solution  of  this 
question  by  the  production  of  a  Bill.  We 
have  heard  how  many  Bills  have  been  pro- 
posed, and  that  all  have  been  successively 
rejected  ;  and  I  believe  that  the  noble  Lord 
himself  who  has  to-night  brought  in  a  Bill 
will  form  no  exception  to  the  general  rule.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  the  right  rev.  Bench 
have  perhaps  pursued  a  wiser  course  in  not 
committing  themselves  to  undertake  the  so-* 
lution  of  this  question,  but  rather  in  praying 
your  Lordships'  House  to  appoint  this  Com- 
mittee, that  it  may  be  gravely,  calmly,  and 
impartially  considered  in  all  its  various  as- 
p^ta.     If  your  Lordships  would  allow  me 


I  would  notice  two  points  which,  I  think, 
ought  to  weigh  very  much  with  all  per- 
sons in  considering  this  question.  We 
have  heard  it  said,  on  what  was  represent- 
ed to  be  good  authority,  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  is  only  one-third  of  the 
population  of  England  that  belongs  to  the 
Established  Church.  I  look  in  vain  for  the 
grounds  on  which  that  proposition  rests. 
The  only  possible  grounds,  so  far  as  I  know, 
on  which  it  can  be  supposed  to  rest  is  this, 
that  the  Established  Church  supplies  ac- 
commodation for  that  proportion  of  the 
population  of  England.  What  an  extra- 
ordinary conclusion  to  arrive  at,  and  to 
pronounce  in  the  most  public  manner 
that,  therefore,  only  one  third  of  the  po- 
pulation of  England  belongs  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  state- 
ment, to  which,  perhaps,  your  Lordship  will 
allow  me  to  refer.  There  are  other  modes 
of  estimating  what  proportion  of  the  popu- 
lation of  England  belongs  to  the  Establish- 
ed Church  than  this,  which  seems  to  me  to 
be  illogical.  I  find  it  stated  in  the  publi- 
cation which  I  hold  in  my  hand  as  to  the 
education  of  tho  poor,  that  83  per  cent  of 
the  existing  schools  for  the  poor  are  in 
connection  with  the  Church  of  England  ; 
and  that  of  the  2,000,000  of  children  be- 
tween the  ages  of  three  and  fifteen,  in 
course  of  education,  78  per  cent  are  in  con- 
nection with  that  Church.  I  find  also,  when 
we  turn  to  the  marriages  contracted  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  that  84  per  cent  of 
the  whole  number  are  solemnized  by 
Ministers  of  the  Church  of  England,  11 
per  cent  by  clergymen  of  the  Romish 
Church,  by  Ministers  of  the  Protestant 
Dissenters,  and  Jews,  and  5  per  cent  at 
the  Registrars'  offices.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
that  these  figures  lead  us  to  suppose 
that  thoso  who  have  made  the  statement 
that  ouly  one-third  of  the  population  of 
England  and  Wales  belongs  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  have  jumped  to  a  conclusion 
not  justified  by  tho  premises.  The  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  last  but  one  deprecated  (and 
none  can  be  more  ready  to  deprecate  than 
the  right  rev.  Bench)  those  feelings  of  ran- 
cour which  are  supposed  to  have  arisen  in 
all  parishes  where  there  have  been  disputes 
about  church  rates.  But  if  the  noble  Lord 
will  allow  me  to  say  so,  1  think  he  is  refer- 
ring to  a  bygone  state  of  things.  Why, 
there  are  disputes — if  disputes  they  are  to 
be  called — I  should  rather  say  there  are 
questions  as  to  church  rates  raised  one  day 
in  the  year,  and  every  person  who  baa  any- 
thing to  say  against  church  rate*  or  thi 
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Charch  has  an  opportanitj  of  saying  it  ; 
and,  in  mj  opinion,  this  is  rather  a  safety 
ralve  than  anything  else  against  these  ran- 
eoars  and  hearthnmings  which  I  think  exist 
in  the  iman;ination  onlv,  I  will  not  say  of  the 
noble  Lord,  but  of  those  who  wish  to  make 
a  great  deal  more  of  them  than  there  is  an  j 
foundation  for.  In  a  word,  the  mode  of  set- 
tling anj  dispute  with  regard  to  charch  rates 
is  the  common  mode  of  settling  dispates 
in  this  conn  try  with  regard  to  any  other 
sabject.  The  matter  is  fairly  pat  to  the 
▼ote,  and  if  carried,  the  minority  of  course 
are  a  little  dissatisfied,  but  in  the  coarse 
of  three  or  four  days  they  forget  all  abont  it ; 
and  though  in  former  times,  while  there 
were  many  difficult  questions  existing  about 
church  rates  still  unsettled,  there  might  be 
these  heartburnings  and  rancours,  I  do  not 
belioTc  they  exist  any  longer.  It  does  seem 
to  me  a  most  extraordinary  conclusion  to 
arrive  at,  that  because  in  500  parishes  in 
England  the  matter  has  been  put  to  the 
Tote  as  to  whether  there  should  be  a 
church  rate,  or  no,  and  the  majority  have 
rejected  it,  therefore  it  is  your  bounden 
Christian  duty  to  say  that  in  11 ,000  parishes 
and  more  you  should  abolish  charch  rates 
altogether.  I  cannot  see  the  connection 
between  thepremisscs and  conclusion.  Then 
as  to  the  parochial  system  and  those 
churches  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Tejnham)  is  so  anxious  to  have  preserved. 
I  give  him  the  utmost  credit  for  the  sin- 
cerity of  his  wish  to  have  them  preserved; 
but  I  am  quite  sure  that  your  Lordships 
must  think  it  is  a  curious  way  of  preserving 
them  to  do  away  with  that  legal  support  by 
means  of  wjiich  they  are  preserved.  It  is 
not  very  likely,  for  instance,  that  in  remote 
places  in  Cumberland  the  churches  will  be 
kept  up  unless  there  be  some  legal  means 
provided  by  which  they  are  to  be  main- 
tained. It  is  quite  a  fallacy  to  say  that 
the  most  beautiful  churches  are  those  which 
are  provided  by  voluntary  contributions. 
Why,  the  noble  Lord  might  as  well  refer 
to  that  beautiful  structure  which  has  been 
lately  erected  in  London  at  the  expense  of 
private  individuals,  costing,  as  some  people 
say,  £100,000,  and  say,  "If  you  only 
give  the  voluntary  principle  full  sway,  you 
would  have  in  Cumberland  another  edifice 
that  would  rival  its  beauty.**  There  is, 
in  short,  no  connection  between  the  posi- 
tion of  a  rich  and  populous  district  where  a 
number  of  persons  are  to  be  found  almost 
anxious  to  spend  the  wealth  which  they 
possess  in  the  erection  and  maintenance  of 
churches,  and  that  of  the  remote  parts  of 
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*  the  ewmirjt  wbeie  perhaps  ehoreh  aeeom- 
modation  ii  still  mere  needed.  I  had 
thought  that  the  fidlaey  of  the  Tolontair 
system  had  been  long  since  exploded.  It 
has,  indeed,  been  said  by  a  great  aothoritj 
that  the  qneations  of  edncation  and  religioa 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  accordance  widi 
the  ordinary  pc^tieo-eeonomieal  prineiplM 
of  supply  and  demand  ;  hot  H  has,  nef»- 
theless,  in  my  opinion,  been  diatinedj 
proved  that  to  thoee  qoestiona  the  prin 
ciples  of  political  economy  cannot  be  ap- 
\  plied.  Instead,  for  example,  of  the  snp|Hj 
;  of  education  being  greatest  where  it  ii 
most  needed,  the  contrary  is  almost  is- 
(  variably  the  case.  Thus,  too.  it  is  with 
I  religion.  Some  men  are  completely  tor- 
pid on  the  subject,  and  require  lometluiig 
from  without  to  imbue  them  with  morB 
earnest  feelings ;  and  that  something  ii 
not  always  at  hand.  I  wonld  under  those 
circumstances,  earnestly  impress  npcm  your 
Lordships  the  expediency  of  granting  the 
Committee  which  has  been  moved  for.  A 
great  many  unfounded  statements  on  the 
subject  of  church  rates  haye  been  spread 
throughout  the  country.  These  statements 
require  to  be  distinctly  tested,  and  I  know 
of  no  better  mode  of  testing  them  than 
through  a  Committee  of  this  House.  The 
Dissenters  themselves  ought  to  be  anxious 
that  such  an  inquiiy  should  be  instituted. 
The  noble  Duko  who  opened  the  discus- 
sion has  read  to  your  Lordships  some  ex- 
tracts from  the  speeches  of  persons  who 
I  feel  assured  do  not  represent  the  senti- 
ments of  the  Dissenters  of  England.  I 
do  not,  however,  feel  quite  so  sure  that 
they  do  not  represent  the  sentiments  of 
the  Dissenting  interest  in  "  another  plsce," 
whose  voice  has  hitherto  been  most  re- 
garded in  reference  to  the  question  of 
church  rates.  I  am  anxious  to  ascertain 
what  the  opinions  are  which  the  religious 
and  not  the  political  Dissenters  of  England 
entertain  ;  the  opinions,  in  short,  of  those 
Dissenters  who  feel  as  much  as  members 
of  the  Established  Church  themselves,  that 
great  moral  and  social  interests  are  in- 
volved in  its  maintenance.  I  wonld  un- 
dertake to  say  there  are  ^thousands  of  Dis- 
senters in  England  who  would  deem  it  a 
dark  and  miserable  day  for  the  community 
at  large  on  which  the  existence  of  the 
Established  Church  should  be  endangered  ; 
but  it  is  quite  certain  that  this  class  of  Dis- 
senters is  not  the  most  powerful  in  return- 
ing Members  to  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. 
Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  should  not 
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enter  into  the  details  of  the  important  sub- 
ject under  discussion.  He  was,  however, 
strongly  of  opinion  that  the  Committee 
which  bad  been  moved  for  was  not  re- 
quired, and  would  be  found  to  be  produc- 
tive of  no  useful  results.  The  great  diffi- 
culties which  beset  the  question  of  church 
rates  arose,  not  from  the  want  of  adequate 
information  with  respect  to  it,  for  Com- 
mittees of  Inquiry  on  the  subject  had  been 
multiplied,  and  blue-books  accumulated 
upon  blue-books  until  the  result  had 
been  rather  to  confuse  than  to  en- 
lighten. Neither  was  there  any  absence  of 
schemes  on  the  subject ;  and  he  would  un- 
dertake to  say  that  the  number  of  such 
Bchemes  which  had  been  submitted  to  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  during  his  tenure  of 
the  office  of  Prime  Minister,  amounted  to 
Bomething  considerable.  But,  although 
Buch  were  the  views  which  he  entertained, 
he  did  not  deem  it  to  be  consistent  with 
hiB  duty,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Duke  and  the  members  of  the  right 
rey.  Bench,  to  oppose  the  appointment  of 
the  proposed  Committee. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow  half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMON  S. 

Monday,  July  4,  1859. 

MiHirTBS.]  New  Writs  Issued. — For  Ashton 
under  Lyne,  v.  Right  hon.  Thomas  Miluer 
Gibson,  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  for 
Wolverhampton,  v.  Right  hon.  Charles  Pelham 
Villiers,  Conmiissioner  of  Poor  Laws. 

Nbw  Members  Swobn. — For  Oxford  University, 
Right  hon.  William  Ewart  Gladstone. 

PuBUo  Bills.— lo  Public  Health  ;  Clerk  of  the 
Council ;  Diplomatic  Pensions ;  Law  Ascertain- 
ment Facilities. 

2^  Law  of  Property  and  Trustees  Relief  Amend- 
ment ;  Criminal  Justice  Middlesex  (Assistant 
Judge). 

SALE  OF  SLAVES  IN  BRAZIL. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  D.  GRIFFITH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for.  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  British 
Consal  at  Rio  has  exercised  bis  authority 
to  prevent  a  certain  contract  for  the  sale 
of  slaves  in  Brazil,  by  the  directors  of  a 
British  Mining  Company  in  that  country, 
to  one  Santos,  from  being  carried  into 
effect)  although  such  sale  professed  to  be 


under  the  sanction  of  the  decision  of  a 
British  Court  of  Law  ;  and  whether  or  not 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  support  him  in  that  course  ? 

LordJOHN  RUSSELL  said  he  thought 
that  this  question  had  arisen  from  a  misap- 
prehension of  the  real  facts  of  the  case.  At 
the  end  of  the  year  1857,  Her  Majesty's 
Consul  at  Rio  informed  the  Go?ernment 
that  there  was  an  intention  of  selling  the 
slaves  of  the  Imperial  Brazilian  Mining 
Association  to  a  merchant  of  Brazil,  named 
Santos,  and  asked  whether  such  a  transac- 
tion would  be  legal.  The  Government  re- 
ferred this  question  to  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown.  It  depended  upon  the  con- 
struction of  two  statutes,  one  the  5th  of 
George  IV.,  which  made  the  sale  of  slaves 
felony,  and  another  an  Act  passed  in  the 
year  1843,  permitting  the  sale  of  slaves 
then  in  the  possession  of  persons  claiming 
to  be  their  owners.  The  point,  however, 
arose  whether  children  born  since  1843, 
not  having  been  slaves  at  that  time,  could 
legally  be  sold.  The  law  officers  of  fhe 
Crown  were  of  opinion  that  they  could  not, 
and  that  the  selling  them  by  British  sub- 
jects would  be  a  felony.  They  added  that 
although  if  the  persons  remained  in  Brazil 
they  might  be  free  from  the  penalty  of  the 
English  law,  yet  if  they  landed  on  British 
ground,  or  went  on  board  a  British  vessel, 
they  might  be  prosecuted  for  a  felony. 
They  intimated,  moreover,  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  this  opinion  should  be  known 
to  the  parties  concerned.  It  was  accord- 
ingly transmitted  to  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Rio,  who  informed  the  Consul,  who  by 
his  direction  communicated  to  these  per- 
sons that  they  would,  in  certain  cases 
named,  be  liable  to  the  punishment  of 
felony.  The  consul  did  not  pretend  to  pre- 
vent the  sale,  or  to  interfere  with  their 
proceedings.  He  only  gave  them  warning 
of  the  penalty  to  which  they  would  be 
subject.  He  (Lord  J.  Russell)  conceived 
that  his  conduct  had  been  perfectly  right, 
and  that  no  objection  could  be  taken  to 
the  course  which  he  pursued. 

THE  INDIAN  BUDGET.— -QUESTION. 

Mr.  bright  said  he  rose  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State^ 
for  India  whether  it  was  his  intention  before 
the  prorogation  to  make  to  the  House 
any  statement  upon  the  subject  of  Indian 
finance  ;  and,  if  so,  when  he  would  be  able 
to  fix  the  day  on  which  he  would  make  it  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  replied  that  he 
should  have  occasion  to  make  such  a  state;. 
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ment,  but  he  was  not  then 
fix  n  day  for  il. 

Ma.  BRIGHT  said,  lio  would  then  gire 
notico  lliat  he  weald  repeat  his  qusBtion  in 
tho  ceiirae  of  two  or  three  e*emngB,  with 
the  view  of  having  a  day  filed  at  a  period 
of  iho  ScBBJon  nhen  there  would  remain  in 
town  a  iiurnber  of  MeinberB  sofficient  (o 
diiciiBB  a  question  SO  important  as  that  of 
Indian  finance. 

SiK  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  the  lion. 
Getilieiiian  sepnied  to  think  thnt  he  was 
anxious  to  postpone  this  statement.  [Mr. 
Bhight;  Not  at  all.]  He  must  necesearilj 
eome  before  the  House  in  a  short  time ; 
but  until  he  obtained  certain  information 
with  regard  to  payments  in  this  country 
and  India  for  reilronds  he  eould  not  make 
Buel)  a  etatemont  as  would  be  satisfactory 
either  to  that  House  or  to  the  Indian  Qo- 


SAVINGS'  BANKS.— QUESTION. 
^ATTAiv  DANIEL  O'CONNELL  said, 
he  ruse  to  ask  fbo  Cliancellor  of  tho  Ex- 
chequer if  he  intended  lo  bring  in  a  Bill 
this  Session  for  the  better  regulntion  of 
savings'  1innl<s  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER finid,  (hat  it  was  |.OHBible  thnt  some 
Bill  miglit  he  passed  with  regard  to  oiio  or 
two  points  of  detail  connected  with  the 
mannneincnl  of  savings'  banliB  ;  but  he  did 
not  think  tlic  Session  would  ket  long 
enough  to  afford  a  reasonable  prospect  for 
the  full  consideration  of  any  general  Bill 
upon  tho  Biihjcct. 

THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE.— QUESTION. 

Sin  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Firat  Commissioner 
of  Works  whether  any  nlterations  are 
being  made  in  the  office  of  tho  Board  of 
Trade  ;  and,  if  so,  by  what  authority,  and 
wlietlicr  it  Is  intended  to  submit  an  estt- 
luato  to  I'nrlianjent  for  lliem  ? 

Mb.  FITZROY  said,  that  a  day  or  two 
afitT  ho  was  appointed  to  the  uiBce  which 
he  now  held  he  received  a  rcquiEilion  from 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
staling  that  tlicre  was  such  a  want  of  light 
in  hid  riiuni  as  to  prevent  his  transacting 
business,  and  requesting  that  louio  altera- 
tion might  he  made  in  the  window.  He 
understood  that  il  vas  the  general  custom 
to  accede  to  such  requisitions  from  heads 
of  dc|mrtnicnt!',  and  ub  tlic  gentloiunn  was 
going  out  of  town  it  seemed  a  favourable 
uppoi'lunity  fur  making  the  alteration. 
iSir  f'karlei  Wood 


therefore,  forwarded  thia  reqneat  to  ths 
Treasury,  ftnd,  lo  the  meantime,  instructed 
the  surveyor  to  eommenee  the  works.  Since 
then  he  had  reeeired  from  tka  Treanry 
permission  to  inelnde  the  eost  in  the  Rstl- 
mates. 

FINANCIAL  STATBUENT.— QTTESTIOK. 

Sir  HENRT  WILLOUGHBY  said,  ha 
wished  to  remind  the  Qovemment  that  no 
financial  statement  had  been  made  to  the 
House  for  fifteen  monthi,  and  to  uk  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Biohequor  Whether  it  is 
his  intention  to  make  any  financial  atate- 
meot  previous  to  the  House  going  lata 
Supply.  He  need  not  say  that  it  wai  of 
the  highest  importance,  and  should  be  mads 
as  soon  as  possihle,  particularly  aa  r^ardad 
the  expenditure  of  the  country. 

The  chancellor  op  tbb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  It  is  certainly  my  intention  te 
adhere  to  the  course  usually  followed  on 
thcso  occasions.  On  Friday  neit  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  mihtary  and  naval  de- 
partments witi  be  prepsred  to  enable  tha 
House  to  proceed  with  theae  Eatimates, 
and  to  mako  known  to  the  llouae,  aa  far  as 
can  ho  made  known,  the  pi-opoied  ezpendi- 
lure  for  the  year  in  eonneetion  with  ihese 
departments.  As  soon  as  the  House  has 
disposed  of  these,  the  principal  demands  on 
(lie  public  purse,  it  will  be  my  desire  to  fix 
the  earliest  possihle  day  for  the  fiuMioial 
statement  of  the  year,  fur  1  know  it  iiverj 
inconvenient  to  the  public  that  it  should  M 
postponed  longer  than  necessity  requires. 
But  it  is  not  my  intention  to  mako  uy 
statement  apart  fiom  the  usual  atatement 
which  combines  the  subject  of  the  expaa- 
diture  with  the  Ways  and  Ueena  vt  tba 
year. 

ADVERTISING  COLUMNS. 
OUEsnoir. 
Mr.  COWPER  said,  he  wished  16  girt 
notico  of  his  intention  to  move  for  lean 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  limit  the  power  Tested 
in  Metropolitan  Vestry  and  Diatrict  Boards, 
of  permitting  the  erection  of  adrertiung 
or  ornamental  illominated  columna  in  the 
carriage  way  of  the  metropolis.  He  alao 
wished  to  ask  the  First  CommiaaioBsr  of 
Puhlio  Works,  whether  his  atttmtio*  had 
been  called  to  the  practice  of  obatnwtwf 
the  streets  by  the  erection  of  Berteia  iUnk 
minuted  columns,  of  very  bideoui  •ii4 
sometimes  ludicroua  form,  whortby  gi—j 
crowds  were  collected  in  those  parts  when 
they  wcro  most  likely  to  be  ran  anr*  «&d 
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great  discredit  was  thrown  on  the  metro- 
polis in  point  of  taste ;  and  he  also  wanted 
to  know  whether  it  was  the  intentidn  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  any  steps 
on  the  suhject,  legislative  or  otherwise,  to 
remove  or  prevent  this  outrage  on  the  good 
taste  and  common  sense  of  the  metropolis. 
If  that  was  the  intention  of  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  not  proceed  with  the 
notice  which  he  had  given. 

Mb.  FITZROYreplied,  that  his  attention 
as  that  of  the  public,  certainly  had  been 
attracted  to  the  curious  structure  erected 
near  Apsley-house,  but  he  had  no  more 
control  over  such  erections  than  any  other 
hon.  Member.  He  believed  that  the  vestry- 
men of  the  parish  in  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  reside  were  the  real  culprits. 
He  understood  that  a  French  company 
had  recently  proposed  to  set  up  these 
columns  as  a  new  mode  of  advertising,  and 
he  was  afraid  that  a  great  many  Applica- 
tions had  been  granted  by  the  authorities 
of  metropolitan  parishes  for  the  erection 
of  these  structures  in  diiferent  parts.  The 
only  way  to  deal  with  the  matter  was  to 
proceed  in  the  way  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  thought  he 
could  not  do  better  than  leave  it  entirely 
in  his  hands. 

MANNING  THE  NAVY. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
had  asked  him  on  Friday  night  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  to  carry  out 
the  views  and  recommendations  of  the  Go* 
▼emment  Commission  on  the  Manning  of 
the  Navy.  He  had  now  to  state,  in  answer 
to  that  question,  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on 
that  subject.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
state  any  of  the  details  of  the  proposed 
measure  at  the  present  moment,  but  it 
would  be  brought  in  as  soon  as  possible. 
With  regard  to  the  Navy  Estimates,  he 
might  add  that  the  noble  Duke  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty  had  informed  him  that 
the  sam  he  proposed  to  ask  from  Parlia- 
metit  for  the  naval  expenditure  of  the 
country  would  be  the  same  as  that  which 
had  been  proposed  to  be  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  would 
inform  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  left 
several  Bills  already  drawn,  and  having 
reference  Co  the  recommendations  in  ques- 
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tion,  in  the  office  of  the  Admiralty,  which 
misht  peHiaj)s  be  useful  to  the  noble  Duke. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  he  wished  to  in- 
quire whether  a  general  Bill,  with  reference 
to  manning  the  navy,  would  be  introduced 
before  thb  House  was  asked  for  a  grant  of 
tnoney. 

Lord  OLARBNCB  PAGET  said,  that 
it  was  itnftossible  for  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  to  go  into  details  with  respect 
to  this  importaht  measure  between  this 
and  next  Friday,  when  he  proposed  to 
bring  in  the  Navy  Estimates,  but  as  soon 
after  that  date  as  possible  the  Admiralty 
would  be  prepared  to  introduce  their  Bills 
on  the  suhject  to  the  House. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  in  that  case  ha 
wished  to  give  notice  that  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  going  into  Committee  on  the  Naval 
Estimates,  he  should  propose  that  no  grant 
of  money  should  be  made  until  the  House 
had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  a  Bill 
having  reference  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commissioners  for  the  better 
manning  the  Navy. 

THE  REFORM  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EDWIN  JAMES  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  Government  to  in- 
troduce any  Bill  to  amend  the  representa* 
tion  of  the  people  in  Parliament  during  the 
present  Session. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  in  his  place  on  a 
former  occasion  when  I  had  to  make  a 
short  statement  to  the  House  on  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Session,  and  I  then  took  occa- 
sion to  observe,  and  I  now  repeat  that, 
considering  the  advanced  period  of  the 
year  and  the  probable  duration  of  the  Ses- 
sion, it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Go'^ 
vernment  to  propose  any  measure  to  amend 
the  representation  of  the  people  this  Ses- 
sion. 

LAW  OF  PROPERTY  AND  TRUSTEfcS 
RELIEF  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Mr.  WALPOLE,  in  moving  that  thil 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  said  that  it  waM 
a  measure  which  had  come  down  from  tho 
House  of  Lords,  where  it  had  received  the 
fullest  sanction  of  tho  law  Lords,  and  It 
was  of  extreme  importance  that  it  should 
be  speedily  passed.  The  details  of  the 
Bill  were  of  so  technical  a  character  that 
the  House  would  hardly  wish  to  got  into 
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them  on  the  second  reading ;  he  therefore 
proposed  that  the  Bill  should  now  he  read 
a  second  time  without  discussion,  and  that 
the  yarious  clauses  should  he  fully  con- 
sidered in  Committee  on  that  day  week. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Di?ett) 
had  mentioned  that  he  had  some  ohjections 
to  the  measure,  but  he  (Mr.  Walpole)  was 
satisfied  that  if  the  Bill  were  read  a  second 
time,  he  could  remove  the  objections  of 
the  hon.  Member,  or  show  that  they  were 
groundless. 

Mr.  DIVETT  said  that  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  take  the  discussion  of  the 
points  on  which  he  objected  in  Committee. 

Bill  read  2^  and  oommitied  for  Monday 
next. 

CRIMINAL  JUSTICE  MIDDLESEX  (ASSIST- 
ANT JUDGE)  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned  De- 
bate on  Question  [17th  JuneJ,  "  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  Second  Time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  LOCKE  KING  said,  that  when 
the  Bill  came  before  the  House  two  or 
three  weeks  ago,  he  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  because  he  felt  that 
in  the  absence  of  a  Government  the  second 
reading  of  such  a  measure  ought  not  to 
have  been  urged  with  indecent  haste.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  this  was  an  attempt 
to  tax  the  whole  of  the  country  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  the  Middlesex  Assistant 
Judge,  who  was  neither  more  nor  less  than 
a  paid  chairman  of  quarter  sessions,  a 
higher  salary  than  he  had  at  present. 
If  any  county  chose  to  have  a  paid  chair- 
man of  quarter  sessions,  the  expense  came 
out  of  the  finances  of  the  county  and  not 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He  did  not 
see  why  an  exception  should  be  made  for 
Middlesex.  He  did  not  at  all  object  to 
increasing  the  salary  of  the  Middlesex  As- 
sistant Judge  from  £1,200  to  £1,500  a 
year,  but  he  objected  to  the  burden  which 
ought  to  be  borne  by  the  rich  county  of 
Middlesex,  being  thrown  on  the  country  at 
large.  Let  the  county  of  Middlesex  pay 
the  increased  salary  and  not  the  country.  If 
they  passed  this  Bill  they  would  be  forming 
a  most  dangerous  precedent,  for  they  might 
depend  upon  it  they  would  have  as  a  con- 
sequence all  the  County  Court  Judges  and 
many  others  in  England  applying  for  an 
increase  in  their  salaries.  He  would  re- 
mind the  House,  that  in  1853  a  similar 
Mr.  Walpole 


attempt  was  made  to  increase  the  salary 
of  the  Middlesex  Assistant  Judge,  and  the 
Bill  was  only  thrown  out  on  the  third  read- 
ing at  the  instance  of  his  hon.  Colleague, 
and  no  attempt  had  since  been  made  to 
introduce  it  until  now.  While,  however,  ho 
did  not  object  to  an  increase  of  the  salary 
of  the  present  Assistant  Judge  if  it  were 
made  out  of  the  county  funds,  ho  could 
not  help  remarking  that  dai-ing  the  whole 
tenure  of  the  office  by  his  lamented  friend 
the  late  Mr.  Pashley,  who  had  worked 
harder  and  had,  in  consequence  of  his 
beinff  so  good  a  lawyer,  more  appeals  to 
decide  than  any  one  who  had  ever  held 
the  office,  no  attempt  to  increase  the  sa- 
lary was  made.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  tune 
that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months." 

Question  proposed,  That  the  word  "now" 
stand  part  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT  said, 
that  he  was  the  individual  who  introduced 
this  Bill,  and  he  quite  admitted  that  the 
present  Government  were  in  no  waj  re- 
sponsible for  it.  The  House  would,  per- 
haps, permit  him  to  remind  them  what 
wore  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
late  Government  thought  it  fair  to  sanction 
this  increase  in  the  salary  of  the  Assistant 
Judge  of  the  Middlesex  sessions,  from 
£1,200  to  £1,500  a  year.  On  the  de- 
cease of  the  late  Assistant  Judge,  he,  as 
then  holding  the  seals  of  the  Home  Office, 
received  from  the  magistrates  yery  urgent 
remonstrances,  which  were  confirmed  and 
strengthened  by  other  gentlemen,  agwnst 
the  policy  of  allowing  so  important  an  office 
as  Assistant  Judge  to  be  held  bj  a  prac- 
tising barrister.  It  was  urged  that  it  was 
treating  that  gentleman  unhandsomely  and 
often  placing  him  in  a  somewhat  degi«ding 
position.  On  one  day  he  sat  to  determine 
a  case,  when  the  very  day  following  he 
was  in  the  position  of  an  advocate,  and 
liable  to  be  called  upon  to  advocate  the 
cause  in  a  higher  court  of  the  very  parson 
condemned  by  him  ;  and  although  ha  (Mr. 
S.  Estcourt)  did  not  pretend  to  oe  oonver- 
sant  with  law,  that  struck  him  as  soch  a 
strange  anomaly,  that  he  could  not  help 
thinking,  as  a  matter  of  common  sensOt 
that  a  gentleman  who  during  manr  months 
in  the  year  was  engaged  week  after  week 
in  presiding  in  one  of  the  courta  of  eriminal 
jurisprudence  in  the  metropolian  o^g^ino 
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to  deTOte  himself  to  the  profession  of  an 
adroeate  the  rest  of  the  time,  hut  ought  to 
be  in  such  a  position  that  he  could  not  he 
called  upon  to  appear  as  an  advocate  in  a 
superior  court.  The  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  however,  was 
not  quite  correct  in  his  statement  of  the 
g^unds  on  which  the  attempt  to  raise  the 
salary  of  the  Assistant  Judge  in  ]  853  was 
met.  The  question  had  now  assumed  a 
Terj  difierent  form  to  that  which  it  pre- 
sented in  1853,  when  the  question  was 
simplj  raising  the  salary  of  tho  Judge 
without  changing  his  position  or  putting 
any  restriction  whatever  upon  him.  The 
Jirage  would  still  have  heen  allowed  to 
pactise  in  superior  courts,  and  if  the  case 
had  been  the  same  now,  the  ohjection  taken 
to  the  Bill  would  have  heen  a  valid  one, 
and  the  argument  that  the  county  court 
Judges  might  with  reason  apply  for  an  in* 
erease  in  their  salaries  would  be  just.  What 
he,  however,  maintained  was,  that  there 
was  a  good  and  sufficient  quid  pro  quo 
given  in  the  condition  that  the  Judge 
should  no  longer  practice  as  an  advocate 
at  the  bar  of  a  superior  court.  As  be  un- 
derstood the  gentleman  holding  the  office 
at  present- was  willing  to  give  up  his  prac- 
tice, which  was  estimated  at  a  low  figure 
at  £1,000  a  year — he  was  willing  to  give 
that  up,  and  devote  his  whole  time  and 
energies  to  the  office  of  a  Judge,  if  the 
House  of  Commons  granted  £300  more ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Estcourt)  really  thought  that 
by  consenting  to  that  proposition  he  was 
obtaining  a  very  great  benefit  to  the  coun- 
try at  an  extremely  cheap  rate.  For  that 
reason  he  had  no  kind  of  hesitation  in 
bringing  forward  this  Bill,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  support  it, 
looking  at  tho  wide  difference  which  the 
ease  presented  to  that  brought  in  in  1853. 

Mb.  LOCKE  KING  said,  he  must  re- 
peat that  he  did  not  object  to  the  increase 
of  the  Assistant  Judge  s  salary,  but  to  the 
increase  being  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

Mb.  ALCOCK  said,  he  should  support 
the  Amendment,  as  he  considered  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  to  be  altogether  anoma- 
lous, and  he  hoped  the  attention  of  the 
Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be 
aroused  to  the  dangerous  precedent  which 
passing  it  would  create.  In  all  other 
places,  such  as  Liverpool  and  Birming- 
nam,  in  which  they  had  stipendiary  chair- 
men of  quarter  sessions,  the  money  was 
paid  by  the  county,  and  why  should  not 
~  is  sahuy  be  paid  by  the  county  of  Mid- 


dlesex ?  Some  time  ago  the  Surrey  county 
magistrates  were  met  by  a  similar  demand, 
but  they  had  avoided  it  and  got  on  very 
well.  It  was  not  the  increase  of  the  salary 
that  he  cavilled  about,  but  it  was  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  to  which  he  ob- 
jected. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  considered  the 
arrangement  which  had  been  made  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sotheron  Estcourt) 
eminently  beneficial  to  the  country.  The 
late  Assistant- Judge,  Mr.  Pashley,  was 
eminently  fitted  for  the  office,  but  its  duties 
clashed  with  his  practice  at  the  bar,  which 
was  very  considerable.  The  consequence 
was,  that  he  was  frequently  very  much 
inconvenienced,  and  he  himself  had  told 
him  that  there  must,  in  many  cases,  ine- 
vitably be  a  contest  between  interest  and 
duty  in  the  breast  of  a  Judge  who  was  also 
a  practising  barrister.  Twelve  hundred 
pounds  a  year  was  not  sufficient  to  call 
upon  a  person  in  the  situation  of  Assistant- 
Judge  to  give  up  practice ;  and  however 
anxious  a  Judge  might  be  to  discharge 
his  duty,  it  was  perfectly  vain  to  deny  that 
if  on  any  particular  day  on  which  his  Court 
sat,  an  important  cause  in  which  he  was 
retained  as  chief  counsel  was  coming  on 
in  the  Superior  Courts,  there  would  not  be 
a  contest  between  interest  and  duty  which 
could  not  fail  to  he  very  injurious  to  the 
public  service.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Locke  King)  however  did  not  object  to  the 
amount  of  salary  but  to  the  fund  out  of  which 
the  salary  was  paid.  But  this  argument 
went  too  far,  because  if  an  error  were 
made  in  originally  ordering  the  payment  of 
this  salary  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
the  hon.  Member  ought  to  move  that  the 
salary  be  taken  off  that  Fund  and  paid 
from  some  other  source.  If,  however,  it 
were  found  that  the  duties  could  not  be 
performed  for  £1,200,  public  justice  and 
convenience  alike  required  that  such  a 
salary  should  be  paid  as  would  insure  the 
efficient  and  proper  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  the  office.  With  regard  to  Mr.  Bodkin, 
every  man  in  the  profession  would  admit 
that,  from  his  peculiar  experience  and  high 
character,  a  fitter  selection  could  not  have 
been  made.  He  believed  that  the  learned 
gentleman  was  offered  the  appointment  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George 
Grey).  He  had  but  a  slight  acquaintance 
with  Mr.  Bodkin,  hut  he  had,  like  every 
other  lawyer,  the  most  profound  respect  for 
him.  Mr.  Bodkin  had  given  up  his  pri- 
vate practice,  to  accept  this  appointment, 
and  he  had  every  reason  to  suppose  that 


SOS     CAminal  Jmtice  Middlesex     \ (JUMMONS  |        {AgsittoMi  /mdgif)  Bill      S^ 


All  arrnngcniGnt  propo^cil  hj  llio  Ifome 
SAcrctary  would  l>e  adriptcd  by  tho  House. 
Ho  WAS  willing;  to  consider,  At  the  fitting 
time,  wliotlicr  it  was  proper  tliAt  this  sniary 
should  bo  pnid  out  of  the  (^Consolidated 
Fund,  but  ho  trust<;d  thAt  tho  IInuso  would 
FAtifj  what  his  ri((ht  hon.  Friend  had  done 
hy  passing  this  Bill. 

Mn.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  four- 
teen jears  ago,  tliis  officer  was  tho  ChAir- 
man  of  the  Middlesex  Quarter  Sessions. 
The  offico  was  then  contested  for  the 
honour  of  holding  it.  Mr.  Serjeant  Adams 
was  tho  first  who  applied  to  the  magis- 
trates of  Middlesex  for  a  salary.  They  re- 
fused to  grant  it,  nnd  ho  then  applied  to 
the  Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home  I)c- 
partmrnt.  For  himself,  ho  thought  £1,200 
a  sufficient  salary,  though  ho  did  not  wish 
to  disturb  tho  present  arrangement.  He 
certainly  thought,  however,  that  tho  salary 
ousrht  to  he  paid  by  tho  county.  During 
Serjeant  Adams'  tcnuro  of  tho  office,  Bills 
wore  brought  into  tho  House  three  timos 
for  tho  increase  of  tho  salary  to  £1,.^00 
a  ycnr,  and  each  time  tho  Bill  was  thrown 
out,  but  he  continued  to  hold  the  office  for 
years  after  to  tho  satisfaction  of  the  public. 
Tho  lute  Assistant-Jud^o,  Mr.  Pashloy, 
never  thought  of  applying  for  an  iucreaso 
of  sal II ry.  Hn  was  ^lad  to  sec  tho  Chan- 
orllor  of  tho  Kxrhcquor  in  his  place,  and 
ho  would  take  tho  opportunity  of  calling  his 
Attention  to  tho  fact  that  before  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Reform  Bill  tho  Civil  Service 
Kstimatos  amounted  only  to  £4,200,000 
A  year,  nnd  that  now  they  amounted  to 
£9,100,000.  The  Question  never  came 
before  the  mngirttrates  of  Middlesex. 

Mr.  SOTHKRON  KSTCOURT  observ- 
ed,  tliAt  the  Middlesex  magistrates  express- 
ed to  him  their  desire  that  tho  Assistant- 
Judge  should  not  retain  his  private  prac- 
tice. 

Mn  W.  WTTiLlAMS  said,  it  never  ap- 
peared on  the  business  paper.  He  dared 
^ny  some  of  the  political  friends  of  the  As- 
sistant* Judge  wi])he<1  to  increase  the  salary, 
but  it  was  better  for  that  gentleman  that  he 
should  be  able  to  earn  £1,000  a  year  by 
bis  praetiee.  than  to  havo  his  salary  in- 
crossed  bv  £300  a  rear,  and  to  be  idle 
half  his  time.  The  Judges  of  the  County 
Courts  had  a  great  deal  more  to  do,  *nd 
they  wei*e  not  allowed  to  practise. 

Mu.  BYXli  said,  he  could  corroborate 
the  stntemonts  msde  by  the  right  hon. 
(fcntleman  (Mr.  Sothoron  KstoourtV  He 
hft.l  reooived  a  communion ti:>n  from  the 
chnirmnn    of  thr    Middlesex    mnsristrates, 
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showing  that  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  Metropolitan  conntj  was  much  less 
expensive  than  in  other  counties.  For  ex- 
ample, it  appeared  that,  in  1856,  the  num- 
ber of  prisoners  tried  at  varions  borough 
sessions  was  3,774,  at  an  average  cost  of 
£8  IO3.  each  case,  while  the  number  tried 
at  the  Middlesex  Sessions  was  2,065,  at  an 
average  cost  of  £2  3f.  lOd.  each  case, 
and  at  various  other  Gonntj  Quarter  Ses> 
sions  the  cost  of  each  case,  wm  £10  It.  id. 
Uidcss  the  Assistant- Judge  were  prevented 
from  taking  private  practice,  it  might  hap- 
pen that  ho  would  be  found  engaged  as  an 
advocate  in  appeals  made  from  his  own  de- 
cision. These  appeals  were  necessarily 
large,  varying  from  £60  to  £80  and  £100 
a  year.  He  thought  that  an  addition  of 
£300  A  year  to  the  salary  of  the  Judge,  in 
lieu  of  private  practice,  was  not  an  exees- 
sivo  compensation,  and  he  believed  that 
the  proposed  arrangement  would  be  advan- 
tageous to  the  impartial  administration  of 
justice. 

Mr.  PACKE  said,  that  aa  it  had  been 
stated  that  this  solar j  ooght  not  to  be 
pnid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  but  thit 
(ho  Middlosex  Assistant- Judge  thoiild  be 
paid  in  tho  same  way  as  tho  chairman  of 
other  Quarter  Sessions,  he  wished  to  ob- 
serve that  tho  county  rates  were  in  no  way 
chargeable  for  tho  payment  of  any  chair- 
man of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  he  tbongbt 
it  desirable  that  the  statement  he  had  al- 
luded to  should  not  go  forth  uncontra- 
dicted. 

Mr.  EDWIN  JAMBS  aaid,  he  thongfat 
that  the  House  would  cordiallj  agree  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  that  the  gentleman 
filling  the  office  of  the  Assistant  Jaclge  of 
Middlesex  Sessions  should  not  praetise  as 
an  advocate.  Any  contrary  eonrae  weald 
be  prejudicial  to  the  public  interesta;  lor 
a  J  udge  one  day  associated  on  the  keneh 
with  the  magistrates  of  the  coanty  miglrt 
on  the  next  day  have  to  apply  to  them  ler 
a  license  for  a  victualler ;  er  a  eaae  ni^t 
be  put  to  him  for  his  opinion  aa  cottnaeli 
and  afterwards  the  same  caae  might  be 
argued  before  him  aa  Judge,  and  he  might 
possibly  be  obliged  to  pronoonee  an  Ofk^ 
ion  as  J  udge  contrary  to  the  opinion  he  had 
given  as  counsel.  With  respect  to  thC 
amount  of  salary  he  thoaght  no  lawjor  ia 
thst  House  would  expreaa  an  opinioa  that 
any  Judge  was  over  paid,  bnt  with  regari 
to  payment  out  of  the  Conaolidatod  Food, 
:  ho  believed  it  originated  in  tliia  way— the 
j  M  id  dies"  X  magistrates  applied  to  have  ihar 
i  Judge  paid  out  of  the  CoMoKdatod  Void, 
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and  the  Home  Office  stkid  that  in  that  case 
it  mast  have  the  appointment.  That  was 
agreed  to,  and  so  the  matter  had  gone  on 
erer  since.  He  did  not  think  the  payment 
of  iBi,500  to  a  gentleman  of  eminence  too 
much,  and  he  should  therefore  vote  for 
that  sum.  But  the  House  should  know 
that  that  sum  was  not  the  whole  amount 
required  for  the  administration  of  criminal 
JQsUce  at  Middlesex  Sessions.  The  Assis-' 
lant  Judge  had  a  right  to  appoint  a  deputy, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Home  Department, 
at  five  guineas  a- day.  That  deputy  was 
almost  permanently  appointed.  He  did 
sot  object  to  that ;  because  the  sitting  of 
two  Courts  diminished  the  expense  of  pro- 
aecntors  and  witnesses ;  but  the  House 
must  not  suppose  that  this  sum  was  the 
wbole  expense.  There  ought  to  be  some 
proTision  in  the  Bill  in  respect  to  this  point, 
for  if  the  principle  were  good  that  the  As- 
Bistant  Judge  should  not  practise,  it  surely 
followed  that  the  deputy,  too,  should  not 
practise. 

Sni  GEORGE  LEWIS  observed  that 
when  the  present  Bill  was  brought  in  a 
prerious  Resolution  was  not  moved,  as  was 
osaally  the  case  when  charges  were  made 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Consequently, 
the  material  clause  was  only  printed  in 
iftalioB,  and  was  nut  in  fact,  at  present, 
part  of  the  Bill.  Therefore,  in  voting  for 
the  second  reading,  no  Member  gave  a 
▼ote  for  any  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund;  and  the  only  point  the  vote  would 
decide  would  be  the  proviso  that  the  As- 
sistant Judge  during  his  continuance  in 
office  should  not  practise  as  a  barrister. 
The  question  as  to  placing  the  increase  of 
•alary  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  could  only 
bo  raised  after  the  second  reading,  in  the 
event  of  a  Resolution  being  proposed  as  a 
necessary  preliminary  to  the  introduction 
of  such  a  clause  as  was  now  printed  in 
italiea.  He  would  now  say  a  few  words 
with  respect  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  In 
1844  a  Bill  was  brought  in  to  give  a  salary 
to  the  Assistant  Judge  of  Middlesex  Ses- 
■iona  of  £1,200  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  That  Bill  was  sanctioned  by  Par- 
liament and  the  sum  had  been  annually 
paid  since  that  time.  Nothing,  however, 
was  then  said  as  to  the  Assistant  Judge 
not  being  permitted  to  practise ;  and  the 
Aaaistant  Judge  was  allowed  to  hold  his 
office  eoncurrently  with  any  private  practice 
he  might  receive.  Mr.  Serjeant  Adams 
was  the  first  Assistant  Judge.  That  learn- 
ed gentleman  did  not,  in  fact,  practise,  and 
thmlbre  the  i|u^3tion  of  tho  inconveoienee 


of  allowing  the  Judge  to  practise,  did  not 
arise  during  bis  tenure  of  office.  Mr. 
Pashley,  however,  had  a  considerable 
amount  of  private  practice  when  acting  as 
Judge,  and  considerable  inconvenience  was 
felt,  he  was  informed,  from  the  combina- 
tion of  the  two  functions  ;  for  it  was  open 
to  any  solicitor  to  lay  before  the  Assistant 
Judge  a  case  of  appeal  without  a  name, 
and  thereby  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the 
Assistant  Judge,  by  which  he  might  be 
guided  in  bringing  an  appeal  or  not.  Any 
one  could  see  that  such  a  practice  might 
lend  to  considerable  abuse  without  any 
blame  attaching  to  the  Judge.  Under  these 
circumstances,  when  Mr.  Pashley  died,  a 
deputation  from  the  magistrates  of  Middle- 
sex went  to  the  right  bon.  Member  for  Wilt- 
shire (Mr.  Southeron  Estcourt)  and  repre- 
sented to  him  the  expediency  of  putting  an 
end  to  such  a  state  of  things.  Tho  ar- 
rangement agreed  to  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  propose  an  increase 
of  salary  to  the  extent  of  £300,  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Mr.  Bod* 
kin.  who  he  believed  was  admitted  on  all 
hands  to  be  an  eminent  barrister,  fully 
competent  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
office,  accepted  the  office  on  the  under- 
standing of  receiving  £1.500  a  year  and 
giving  up  his  private  practice.  That  was 
the  existing  state  of  things.  There  was  a 
distinct  contract  with  Mr.  Bodkin,  which 
he  felt  to  be  binding  on  the  existing  Go* 
vemnient.  He  had  had  an  interview  with 
Mr.  Bodkin,  and  had  ascertained  the  views 
he  entertained  with  respect  to  the  office 
and  its  duties,  and  the  proposal  he  had  to 
make  to  the  House  was  that  the  salary  of 
£1,200,  payable  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  should  still  continue.  He  expressed 
no  opinion  whether  it  was  right  that  that 
snm  should  be  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  charge  was  made  in  1844,  and 
continued  ever  since,  and  he  was  not  now 
called  on  to  express  an  opinion  with  re« 
apect  to  it.  With  respect  to  the  future,  he 
proposed  that  power  should  be  given  to  the 
magistrates,  if  they  thought  it  desirable 
that  their  Assistant  Judge  should  be  in- 
hibited from  private  practice,  to  charge 
the  county  rates  with  an  addition  to  hia 
salary  of  not  less  than  £300  a  year.  Thai 
was  the  arrangement  to  which  Mr.  Bod* 
kin  consented.  Therefore,  if  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  L.  King)  was  satisfied  with 
this  explanation,  he  would  suggest  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  withdrawn  and 
the  Bill  allowed  to  be  read  a  second  time. 
Ue  would  then  undertake  to  propose  in 
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Committoo  clausea  in  conformity  with  the 
understanding  come  to. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  said,  that  the  expla- 
nation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  removed 
the  objection  with  regard  to  the  financial 
portion  of  the  Bill  ;  but  there  was  another 
point  worth  remarking  on,  nameljr,  the 
relative  positions  of  the  Assistant  Judge 
under  the  Bill  and  of  the  County  Court 
Judges.  The  latter  had  to  give  up  all  pri« 
rate  practice,  and  could  not  hold  a  scat  in 
that  House  and  he  thought  if  £1,200  was 
deemed  sufficient  for  them,  that  sum  might 
also  be  considered  quite  enough  for  the 
Assistant  Judge  of  the  Middlesex  Sessions, 
Again,  the  principle  of  preventing  a  Judge 
from  pursuing  his  private  practice,  if  good 
for  one  case,  was,  m  his  opinion,  good  for 
all,  and  a  Bill  should  be  brought  in  to  pre- 
vent Recorders  from  practising  as  Barris- 
ters. He  admitted  that  the  recent  ap- 
pointment to  the  Assistant  Judgeship  of 
Middlesex  Sessions  was  one  of  the  best 
appointments,  but  it  was  matter  of  ques- 
tion whether  that  functionary  was  not 
amply  paid  with  £1,200,  considering  that 
police  magistrates  were  only  paid  1,000 
ft  year. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  glad  tu  hoar 
that  the  Homo  Secretary  did  not  intend  to 
extend  the  principle  involved  in  this  Bill 
beyond  the  County  of  Middlesex,  or  to 
allow  any  further  pull  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  Indeed  ho  could  not  under- 
staud  on  what  ground  the  Assistant  Judge 
for  Middlesex  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
public  funds,  any  more  than  the  stipendiary 
magistrates  of  Manchester,  Liverpool,  or 
other  towns.  He  assented  to  the  second 
reading  of  tho  Bill  on  the  understanding 
that  by  so  doing  ho  merely  expressed  his 
approval  of  tho  principle  which,  he  believed 
was  laid  down  by  this  Bill,  that  the  Assistant 
Judge  should  not  engage  in  private  prac- 
tice. After  what  had  been  stated  by  tho 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  tho  Member 
for  Marylebone,  (Mr.  E.  James),  however, 
ho  thought  that  the  IIouso  should  receive 
some  further  explanation  in  Committee. 
It  was  stated  that  the  Assistant  Judge 
appointed  a  deputy  Judge  at  five  guineas 
a  day,  and  that  this  office  was  a  great 
advantage.  Well  if  that  be  so,  they  ought 
to  receive  some  explanation  why  tho  assis- 
tant Judge  bliould  receive  nt  the  rate 
often  guineas  a  day  for  the  120  days  he  sat 
when  the  deputy  Judge  only  received  five 
guineas  a  day.  These  were  matters,  how- 
over,  which  could  be  better  cunsidercd  in 
Committoo. 

Sir  Oeorge  Lewis 


Mr.  PALK  said,  he  thought  this  Bill 
mi^ht  establish  a  precedent  which  it  would 
not  be  desirable  to  adopt;  for  if  the  magis- 
trates of  Middlesex  were  empowered  to  in- 
ere  ise  the  salary  now  paid  to  the  Assistant 
Judge  of  the  sessions  out  of  the  county  rate, 
a  similar  power  might  be  demanded  by  the 
magistrates  of  other  counties.  At  present 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  county  in  which 
the  chairman  of  quarter  seasiona  was  paid 
by  a  county  rate.  The  meaaare  was,  in 
his  opinion,  calculated  to  increase  the  dis- 
content of  the  ratepayers,  who  already  ob- 
jected to  the  magistratea  haring  the  power 
of  burdening  the  county  ratea  with  the  sa- 
laries of  certain  officiak. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toiAdrawn, 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  2^  and  committed  for  Fridat/. 

DIPLOMATIC  PENSIONS. 
LEAVE.      FIB8T  READING. 

Mr.  MOXCKTON  MILNES,  in  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  remove  doubts 
as  to  the  qualification  of  persons  holding 
diplomatic  pensions  to  sit  in  Parliament, 
said  its  object  was  merely  to  enable  gen- 
tlemen who  possessed  extensire  diplomatic 
experience  to  occupy  seats  in  the  House, 
and  afford  the  advantage  of  theur  know- 
ledge and  sagacity  in  the  diicasBion  of  fo- 
reign affairs.  He  believed  that  the  objec- 
tions which  prevented  gentlemen  in  the  re- 
ceipt of  diplomatic  pensions  from  sitting  in 
that  House  were  merely  of  a  technical  na- 
ture, and  that  their  position  differed  in  no 
respect  from  that  of  gentlemen  in  recdpt 
of  official  pensions;  but  he  would  reserve 
a  full  explanation  of  the  principles  and  de- 
tails of  the  Bill,  the  introduction  of  which 
ho  found  would  not  be  opposed,  until  the 
second  reading. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  to  removo  doubts  as  to  the  Qualiiloation  of 
ponons  holding  Diplomatic  Pensions  to  sit  in  Ptf- 
liamcDt,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Moios- 
Tox  MiLNEH  and  Mr.  Kinnaxbd. 

Presented  and  read  1®,  to  be  read  2®  on 
Monday  next. 

RIVER  THAMES. 
ACDBESS  AGREED   TO. 

Sir  MORTON  PETO  said,  he  rose  to 
movo  for  the  following  Address  : — For  re« 
turns  from  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  from  all  district  boards  esta- 
blished under  the  Metropolis  Local  Manage* 
ment  Act,  and  from  the  City  (of  London) 
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Commissioners  of  Sewers,  of  any  and  all 
operations  performed  by  them  between  the 
25th  March  last  and  the  18th  June,  v.ith 
ihe  object  of  preventing  the  occurrence  of 
noisome  effluvia  from  the  River  Thames, 
and  particularly  of  the  quantities  of  lime 
or  other  deodorizing  agents  day  by  day 
used  for  that  purpose  ;  specifying  in  tabu- 
lar form  when,  where,  and  to  what  amount, 
snoh  agents,  or  any  of  them,  were  respect- 
ively employed,  and  the  sums  of  money 
expended  on  or  about  the  use  thereof. 
Tabular  returns  from  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  and  the  Board  of  Con- 
aervancy  of  the  River  Thames  respec- 
tively, of  the  daily  or  other  ascertained 
quantities  of  fresh  water  whicli  have 
passed  into  the  tideway  of  the  River 
Thames  from  the  weir  at  Teddington  Lock, 
and  from  other  principal  streams  which 
discharge  into  the  said  tideway  between 
Teddington  Lock  and  Chelsea  Bridge,  and 
particularly  of  the  daily  quantities  in  the 
years  1858  and  1859.  From  all  the  Me- 
tropolitan waterworks  companies  of  the 
daily  quantities  of  water  delivered  by  them 
respectively  in  the  years  1858  and  1859. 
From  the  Astronomer  Royal  of  the  daily 
quantities  of  rain  fallen  at  Greenwich, 
and  at  any  other  places  within  the  drain- 
age area  of  the  Thames  of  which  he  pos- 
sesses particulars,  and  of  the  daily  mean 
temperature  of  the  atmosphere  at  Green- 
wich, and  of  the  water  of  the  river  Thames. 
From  the  Medical  and  other  officers  of 
Her  Majesty's  hospital  ship  Dreadnought, 
moored  in  the  Thames,  of  any  and  all  ob- 
servations and  experiments  made  by  them, 
or  under  their  direction,  with  reference  to 
the  condition  of  the  river  in  the  years 
1858  and  1859.  And  returns  from  Her 
Majesty's  Office  of  Works,  and  from  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  of  any  com- 
munications, resolutions,  and  measures  of 
the  years  1858  and  1859,  in  reference  to 
the  suggested  improvement  of  the  River 
Thames  by  embanking  the  same,  and  by 
forming  low- level  sewers  within  the  em- 
banked spaces. 

Mb.  FITZROY  said,  he  must  suggest 
that  some  alteration  be  made  in  the  last 
paragraph  with  regard  to  the  Office  of 
Works.     They  had  no  returns  to  give. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  the  hon.  Member's  atten- 
tion to  the  paragraph  referring  to  the  As- 
tronomer Royal,  which  omitted  to  specify 
any  time. 

SiB  MORTON  PETO  said,  he  wanted 
the  return  for  the  last  three  years. 


The  Address,  as  amended,  was  then 
agreed  to, 

RIVER  THAMES'  PURIFICATION. 
METROPOLIS.      LEAVE   REFUSED. 

Sir  MORTON  PETO  said,  he  would 
then,  pursuant  to  notice,  ask  leave  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  prevention 
of  the  noisome  effiuvia  from  the  River 
Thames  within  the  metropolis.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  no  opposition  to  his  Mo- 
tion, and  he  would  therefore  reserve  his 
statement  as  to  the  details  of  his  measure 
until  the  second  reading.  He  wished, 
however,  to  observe  that  in  bringing  in 
his  Bill  he  did  not  mean  to  reflect  upon 
the  Metropolitan  Commissioners,  but  he 
felt  that  the  House  had  a  right  to  demand 
periodical  returns  of  what  was  doing  by 
them  from  time  to  time  to  remedy  the 
effluvia  from  the  river,  which  was  not  only 
noisome  in  itself  but  destructive  to  the 
health  of  the  metropolis.  He  was  sure 
that  from  the  simple  and  practical  nature 
of  his  Bill  no  body  of  men  like  the  Metro- 
politan Commissioners,  in  the  performance 
of  duties  for  which  the  public  should  feel 
grateful,  could  for  a  moment  object  to  its 
introduction. 

Mr.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT  said, 
he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  object- 
ing to  the  Bill,  but  to  submit  as  this  was  a 
matter  of  general  interest,  that  it  would  be 
very  satisfactory  to  the  House  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  favour  them  with  at  least  a 
sketch  of  what  he  proposed  to  accomplish 
by  the  measure.  A  very  few  words  would 
satisfy  his  own  curiosity  ;  but  for  the  sake 
of  the  House,  ho  thought  that  an  outline 
of  its  provisions  ought  to  be  given. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  already  spoken  on  the  Bill, 
but  the  House  could  of  course  give  him 
permission  to  make  any  additional  observa- 
tions. 

Sir  MORTON  PETO  said,  he  was 
quite  ready  to  state  that  the  Bill  required 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  works,  and  the 
various  district  boards,  to  make  a  monthly 
return  of  all  they  had  done  or  were  doing 
in  regard  to  their  sewage  operations,  and 
in  placing  the  River  Thames  as  much  as 
possible  in  a  proper  condition.  It  might 
be  said  that  those  returns  could  be  made 
without  any  compulsory  enactment ;  but  he 
felt  that  the  matter  was  so  important,  and 
that  the  sanitary  condition  of  the  metro- 
polis was  so  largely  affected  by  the  state 
of  the  river,  particularly  during  the  period 
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of  the  carrying  out  the  larger  works,  that 
they  would  not  be  acting  properly  towards 
their  constituents  if  thejr  did  not  insist 
upon  the  obligation  of  the  Commissioners 
to  make  their  returns  monthly.  He  did 
not  mean  to  insist  upon  tlie  Commissioners 
adopting  any  particular  mode  in  their 
course  of  action ;  but  it  rendered  the  conti- 
nuous deodorizatiou  of  the  contents  of  the 
sewers  imperative.  His  Bill  would  not  at 
all  fetter  the  Metropolitan  Commissioners 
in  the  measures  which  they  might  adopt — 
the  responsibility  would  of  course  be  left 
with  them  ;  but  ho  wanted  it  to  be  shown 
that  they  were  doing,  as  there  was  reason 
to  believe,  everything  in  their  power  to 
remedy  the  evil  which  was  so  greatly  com- 
plained of.  He  had  introduced  a  clause 
into  the  Bill  giving  them  increased  powers 
of  taxation  in  case  those  which  they  al- 
ready possessed  were  not  sufficient  with  a 
view  of  enabling  them  to  carry  out  any 
works  that  they  might  decide  upon  ;  and, 
of  courfe,  if  tlieir  powers  were  sufficient, 
this  clause  would  be  inoperative.  In  the 
event  of  its  proving  tliat  the  state  of  the 
Thames  did  not  require  those  measures  to 
be  carried  out,  ho  had  also  provided  that, 
on  communication  with  the  Homo  Secre- 
tary, the  powers  with  which  they  had  been 
invested  should  be  dispen.«ed  with.  These 
were  the  main  features  of  the  Bill ;  and  he 
repeated  that  in  introducing  it  he  had  no 
desire  to  interfere  with  the  Metropolitan 
Commissioners,  or  in  any  way  to  impute 
to  them  a  dereliction  of  duty. 

Loud  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  after 
hearing  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  introduced  the  measure,  it 
had  occurred  to  him  that  the  title  which 
he  had  applied  to  it  was  rather  a  mis- 
nomer. It  did  not  appear  to  be,  as  it  pro- 
fessedly was,  **  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the 
prevention  of  noisome  effluvia  from  the 
river  Thames,'^  but  a  Bill  to  ask  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  for  returns  which  nobody 
would  ever  look  at.  Ho  would  not  offer 
any  opposition  to  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill,  but  he  wished  to  enter  a  caveat  against 
the  supposition  that  he  acquiesced  in  the 
system  of  legislation  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  contemplate. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  the  re- 
turns which  his  hon.  Friend  was  anxious 
to  obtain  from  the  Metropolitan  Board 
would  doubtless  be  of  a  very  expensive 
character,  and  ho  trusted  that  if  the  House 
agreed  to  the  Bill  they  would  also  be  in- 
duced to  pay  for  these  returns ;  for,  as  they 
were  aware  all  the  cost  of  their  preparation, 
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as  well  as  of  everything  relating  to  the 
purifying  of  tho  Thames,  would  otherwiae 
be  thrown  on  tho  inhabitants  of  the  me- 
tropolis. Then,  at  regarded  the  power  of 
rating,  he  believed  his  hon.  Friend  would 
find  in  the  Metropolitan  Local  Manage- 
ment Act  that  ample  power  was  given  to 
the  GommissionerB.  Any  legislation  on  that 
subject,  therefore,  was  quite  unneceaiarj. 
He  must  protest,  however,  against  the  last 
observation  which  tho  hon.  Baronet  had 
made,  to  the  effect  that  if  the  Metropolitan 
Board  were  doing  anything  which  Parlia* 
ment  did  not  think  right,  or  if  they  had 
done  too  much,  that  the  Home  Secretary 
was  to  have  the  power  of  stopping  their 
proceedings.  The  object  of  the  Metropo- 
litan Local  Management  Act  waa  to  carry 
out  the  principle  of  local  self-goTemmeDt, 
and  they  were  bound  to  give  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  time  to  see  whether  that  prin* 
ciple  had  been  fairly  carried  out  by  them. 
He  must,  therefore,  protest  against  the 
Government  having  anything  to  do  with 
measures  which  were  paid  for  by  the  in- 
habitants of  the  metropolis. 

Mil.  TITG  said,  he  wished  his  hon. 
Friend  in  his  Bill  had  been  fortunate 
enough  to  sugj;est  some  remedy  for  the 
gigantic  evil  against  which  the  Board  of 
Works  had  to  contend.  He  would  not 
discuss  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  becftuse, 
by  a  measure  which  the  House  had  been 
good  enough  to  pass  last  year,  tho  Board 
had  received  the  fullest  powers  of  raising 
money,  and  therefore  that  portion  of  the 
Bill  which  referred  to  this  subject  waa 
quite  unnecessary.  But  the  subject  to 
which  he  desired  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  was  the  steps  that  had  to  be 
resorted  to  pending  the  interval  that  n^uat 
elapse  before  the  improved  sewerage  aya- 
tem  would  come  into  operation.  Last  year 
no  less  than  £5,000  had  been  spent  in  re- 
medial measures,  and  this  year  they  had 
spared  no  efforts  to  diminish  tho  mischief 
arising  from  the  state  of  the  Thamea,  but 
which  could  only  be  cured  by  the  great  sys- 
tem of  intercepting  sewers  which  they  were 
endeavouring  to  carry  out.  With  regard  to 
the  contracts  and  the  purchase  of  laud  for 
those  sewers,  ho  believed  so  much  pro- 
gress had  been  made  that  he  might  pro- 
mise the  House  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
evil  would  bo  remedied  in  the  course  of 
three  years  instead  of  five.  One  large 
sewer  contract  made  in  February  of  the 
present  year  was  one-fifth  completed. 
That  was  the  high  level  sewer  on  the 
City   side ;   and    on   the   Surrey  aide  of 
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the  river  another  very  large  sewer  was 
juat  about  being  contracted  for.  Tlie  first 
aewer  would  no  doubt  be  finished  by  nest 
June ;  it  was  in  the  quarter  known  as 
the  Hackney  Brook  district,  wliich  was 
the  source  of  enormous  offence,  and  which 
would  by  this  means  be  altogether  removed. 
Id  bis  opinion  the  entire  project  was  being 
carried  out  as  successfully  as  it  could  pos- 
sibly be  by  a  set  of  business  men.  With 
regard,  however,  to  the  evil  in  its  present 
%bape,  it  was  impossible  successfully  to  en- 
counter it.  Some  idea  of  its  magnitude 
might  be  formed  from  the  fact  that  apart 
from  flood  water  80,000,000  gallons  of 
sewage  water  were  poured  into  the  Thames 
every  day,  containing  600  tons  of  mud  or 
200  tons  of  solid  material.  In  hot  weather 
this  water  was  not  only  in  a  state  of  putro- 
faetioQ  itself,  but  was  the  source  of  putre- 
faction in  the  body  into  i»Iitch  it  was  poured. 
The  Metropolitan  Board  had  appointed  two 
of  the  most  eminent  chemists  in  London 
Dr.  Hoffman  and  Mr.  Frankland  to  in- 
form them  of  the  best  mode  of  deodorizing 
the  sewage  with  regard  to  future  operations. 
To  meet  the  present  ovil  they  had  appoint- 
ed one  of  the  most  distinguished  men  in 
London,  Dr.  Miller,  the  chemist  to  the 
UniTersity  of  London,  to  report  daily  on 
the  state  of  the  river  and  the  largo  sewers 
which  emptied  themselves  into  it.  The 
Board  had  at  the  present  moment  thirty 
stations  at  which  lime  might  be  poured 
into  the  largest  sewers  ;  and  they  were 
doing  all  they  could  to  deodorize  their 
contents  before  they  reached  the  river. 
In  the  present  state  of  our  knowledge  he 
believed  that  deodorization  by  lime  was  all 
that  could  be  attempted  ;  but  Dr.  Miller 
was  engaged  in  a  series  of  experiments  for 
the  purpose  of  discovering  whether  other 
a^nts,  more  powerful  though  more  expen- 
sive, might  not  be  used  for  temporary  pur- 
poses. However  enormous  the  inconveni- 
ence might  be,  he  was  bound  to  state  that 
no  effectual  remedy  could  be  applied  until 
the  sewage  system  was  completed ;  but  he 
was  endeavouring  to  show — thongh  not  in 
the  least  seeking  to  be  the  apologist  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board — that  they  were  doing 
all  in  their  power  to  meet  the  dlfiBcuIty  by 
remedial  measures.  The  House  would  re- 
collect that  the  inconvenience  did  not  mani- 
fest itself  prominently  before  a  much  later 
period  lost  year ;  but  in  May  of  this  year 
the  Board  passed  a  resolution  empowering 
Dr.  Miller  to  make  the  experiments  he  had 
alluded  to ;  and  they  had,  in  addition, 
proceeded  vij^orously  with  the  operations 


which  he  had  described.  He  was  aware 
that  an  opinion  to  the  contrary  was  preva- 
lent, but  he  maintained  that  the  aggregate 
amount  of  inconvenience  must  have  been 
sensibly  diminished  by  the  measures  which 
they  had  adopted.  He  ventured  to  pro- 
mise the  House  that  no  agent  which  could 
be  suggested — and  in  Dr.  Miller's  report 
last  week  agents  had  been  suggested — for 
deodorizing  the  sewers  would  fail  to  be 
employed  by  the  Board,  whatever  might 
be  the  cost  to  the  ratepayers,  because 
though,  as  was  stated  by  the  hop.  Ba- 
ronet, the  expense  must  fall  upon  them, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  until  the  main 
sewers  were  completed  the  state  of  the 
atmosphere  might  get  worse.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  feel  satisfied  that  the 
Board  were  doing  all  in  their  power; 
and  with  regard  to  the  Bill,  he  would  only 
say  that  any  legislation  at  present  must 
delay,  embarrass,  and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
confuse  their  operations  by  leading  to  the 
impression  that  they  were  not  doing  all 
that  they  possibly  could.  With  regard  to 
the  monthly  returns,  he  could  simply  state 
that,  if  his  hon.  Friend  required  it,  the 
Home  Secretary  should  have  a  Return 
every  fortnight,  detailing  the  work  done 
now  or  at  any  future  time.  The  Metropo- 
litan Board  were  but  too  anxious  that  their 
fellow-citizens  should  know  that  at  a  mo- 
ment of  extreme  difficulty  they  were  doing 
all  that  they  could  to  abate  this  enormous 
evil. 

Mr.  AN6ERSTEIN  said,  ho  wished  to 
ask  a  question  in  reference  to  a  report  which 
was  current  to  the  effect  that  this  high 
level  sewer  was  to  discharge  its  contents 
into  Deptford  Creek.  Ho  was  quite  sure 
the  House  would  not  take  a  narrow  view 
of  the  question  of  the  health  of  the  me- 
tropolis, and  that  they  would  be  unwilling 
to  expose  a  large  portion  of  a  metropolitan 
district  to  so  serious  an  evil  as  that  of  dis- 
charging so  lar^e  a  quantity  of  sewage 
matter  without  deodorizing  it,  as  he  un- 
derstood w^ould  of  necessity  be  the  case 
with  the  high  level  sower.  The  question 
which  ho  would  venture  to  put  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Board  to  carry  out  the  high 
level  sewer  at  once,  or  whether  they  would 
consider  the  outfall  first,  and  begin  in  the 
way  that  would  be  most  complete,  and 
which  would  conduce  most  to  the  general 
health  of  the  metropolis. 

Mr.  M'CANN  said,  there  had  been  a 
great  many  statements  as  to  the  good 
which  was  to  result  from  the  use  of  lime 
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in  deodorizing  tbe  sewers.  Bnt  on  Satur- 
day night  the  smell  that  proceeded  from 
the  place  where  lime  was  put  down  at 
Charing  Cross  for  the  purpose  of  deodoriz- 
ing the  sewers  was  most  objectionable,  and 
was  worse,  in  fact»  than  anything  he  had 
before  experienced  in  London.  It  con- 
tinned  during  the  whole  night,  and  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly offensire  in  every  room  in 
Morley'a  Hotel.  He  did  everything  ho 
could  to  ascertain  the  reason,  and  some- 
body told  him  that  the  sewer  into  which 
the  lime  was  put  must  have  been  left  open. 

Mb.  RIDLEY  said,  that  the  best  return 
which  could  be  made  to  the  House  as  to 
the  state  of  the  river  was  the  stench  which 
entered  the  Committee  rooms.  That  morn- 
ing, he,  as  well  as  his  colleagues,  were 
greatly  inconvenienced  by  the  noxious  efflu- 
via that  came  from  the  river  on  the  rising 
of  the  tide.  It  was  so  disgusting  that 
they  were  obliged  to  keep  the  windows 
closely  shut,  and  some  Gentlemen  were 
compelled  to  leave  the  room  in  conse- 
quence. If  it  continued  it  must  endanger 
the  health  of  hon.  Members  as  to  bis 
knowledge  had  been  the  case  last  year. 

Mr.  CONINGHAM  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  expensive  experiments 
upon  deodorizing  tbe  river  were  almost 
worthless.  No  permanent  benefit  would, 
in  his  opinion,  result  from  them  ;  neither 
did  he  approve  of  the  system  of  drainage, 
which  was,  in  bis  opinion,  founded  upon  a 
wrong  principle. 

Mr.  JOHN  LOCKE  said,  he  was  the 
only  Member  who  last  year  objected  to  the 
measure  proposed  in  a  great  hurry  by  Her 
Majesty's  then  Advisers  for  the  purpose  of 
handing  over  all  responsibility  connected 
with  the  river  to  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
he  now  asked  what  had  since  been  done  by 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  The 
Board  diverted  every  stream  of  water  that 
was  not  particularly  offensive  from  the 
Thames,  and  carried  it  off  to  some  place 
far  away  below  London  Bridge.  By  this 
means  they  reduced  the  stream  of  water, 
and  the  filth  carried  into  the  Thames  by 
the  sewers  was  left  to  stagnate  much  worse 
than  before.  He  had  not  yet  been  able  to 
discover  the  utility  of  this  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works, 

Mu.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he  had 
made  inquiries  as  to  the  smell  complained 
of  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Drogheda  (Mr. 
M'Cann)  ;  and  he  found  from  the  men 
employed  in  superintending  the  lime  opera- 
tions that  it  answered  very  well  so  long  as 
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it  was  kept  at  work ;  but  on  Saturday  they 
left  off  pouring  in  the  lime  water.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  no  plan  of  main  drainage 
would  answer  unless  the  river  was  also  em- 
banked, and  the  area  of  the  water  greatly 
compressed.  It  was  found  that  the  smell 
was  worst  when  the  tide  began  to  disturb 
the  mud  banks ;  a  circumstance  which 
showed  that  the  removal  of  those  banks 
was  even  more  required  than  new  drains. 
At  any  rate  the  two  processes  ought  to 
go  on  together,  but  it  was  not  competent 
for  the  Board  under  their  present  powers 
to  embank  the  Thames. 

Alderman  CUBITT  said,  the  Board  of 
Works  had  been  proceeding  with  all  possi- 
ble despatch  ever  since  they  had  received 
their  new  powers  ;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  those  powers  were  not  con- 
ferred upon  them  till  late  last  Session, 
and  that  time  was  needed  to  prepare  their 
plans .  All  that  was  now  required  was  a 
little  patience  ;  for  it  was  impossible  that 
great  works  like  these  could  be  carried 
out  in  a  few  months.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  in  three  or  four  years  the  scheme 
would  be  completed,  and  that  the  noxious 
effluvia  of  which  they  had  now  to  complain 
would  be  removed.  He  begged  to  state 
with  reference  to  the  high  level  sewer  that 
it  was  never  intended  that  it  should  empty 
itself  into  Deptford  Creek.  The  Board 
had  merely  taken  Deptford  Creek  as  a 
point  to  which  it  should  be  constructed  until 
proper  machinery  could  be  constructed  to 
convey  the  sewage  lower.  As  to  the  smell 
at  Charing  Cross  on  Sunday,  that  had 
arisen  from  the  sewer  having  been  acci- 
dentally left  uncovered. 

Question  put,  **  That  leave  be  given  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  preven- 
tion of  noisome  effluvia  from  the  River 
Thames  within  the  Metropolis/'  Motion 
negatived. 

PICTURE   GALLERIES. 
ADDRESS  MOVED  FOR. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  he  rose  to  move 
for  an  Address  for  Copies  of  all  letters  and 
memorials  addressed  to  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  or  the  Trustees  of 
the  National  Gallery  with  reference  to  the 
admission  of  the  public  in  the  evening  to 
the  Turner  and  Vernon  Galleries  of  Pic- 
tures, and  of  the  answers  thereto.  Three 
collections  of  modern  pictures  had  lately 
been  given  to  the  nation,  and  policy  as 
well  as  gratitude  required  that  they  should 
be  made  accessible   to  all  classes.     The 
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SlieepihAiikB' collection  which  had  been  en- 1  tures.     Tliev  had  nroliablv  not  fullv  eon- 

«_.*.J    I.    •! Tl 1 1    >f    CI.: __J  -a..       1.1  \-  1       "^      ..  .       ■'        .. 


trusted  (o  the  Department  of  Science 

Art,  waa  placed  '  ... 

•zhibition  bj  nij 

the  Tamer  and  Vernon  colleetioDB  were    would 

gMftd  bj  tlio  TniBtees  of  the  National 
alierj  iu  rootna  where  no  proTiMon  waa 
made  for  exhibiting  tliern  bj  artificial  light. 
It  was  especially  incumbent  on  that  House, 
when  a  generons  boon  had  been  conferred 
OD  the  public,  to  aae  tJint  the  wiahea  of  the 
doBora  ware  faithfully  carried  out  and  that 
the  public  were  inaured  the  enjoyment  of 
it  to  the  fullest  pos»ib1e  extent;  and  he 
eontended  that  a  picture  gallery,  to  be 
really  enjoyed  by  the  public,  niuaC  be  ac- 
oosibls  in  the  evenings.  Largt 
of  people  irere  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the 
SfaMpaheoks'  ooltection  in  tho  ereuiug, — 
probably  as  mnny  aa  200,000  in  tho  courae 
of  a  year.  These  persons,  and  especially 
artiunfl  and  workmen,  wouid  be  prevented 
from  seeing  pictures  which  irere  visible 
only  during  working  hours.  Busy  peuple 
worked  in  the  daytime,  end  sought  tlieir 
rMr««tion  in  the  evening,  Feraons  visiting 
tho  metropolis  on  business  had  no  other 
time  than  the  evening  for  visiting  theae 
gklleries.  One  reason  assigned  on  the  part 
m  the  Tmatoes  of  the  National  Gallery, 


'dercd  the  rea-'on'i  for  departing  from  the 

n  room  well  adapted  fur    old  customa  ;  and  i(  these  papers  were  laid 

well  aa  by  day;  but    upon  the  table  the  attention  of  the  Trusteea 

.„„   „.ii-..:„_. —■'■"■- -ppcinlly  drawn  to  the  injndicioua 

nianner  ni  nliich  the  trust  con Rded  to  them 
wna  being  diacharged. 
Motion  agreed  to, 

CLERK  OF  THE  COUNCIL. 
I^AVE.      FIBST  READIHQ. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  he  alao  bad  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  authentication  of  certain  Orders  of  the 
bers  ■  ^"'y  Council  in  the  absence  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  Council  in  Ordinary.  It  was  not 
the  intention  of  ibo  Government  to  fill  up 
the  vacancy  in  tho  clerkship  of  the  Privy 
Council  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of 
Mr.  Grcville  ;  but  it  ivaa  necessary  to  take 
some  step  to  prevent  the  stoppage  of  public 
busiucBS  in  case  the  remaining  Clerk  should 
become  incapacitated.  The  Bill  would 
enable  ITcr  Majesty  to  appoint,  during  Her 
ploosurc,  some  person  to  perform  the  duties 
of  the  Clerk  in  Ordinary. 
Leave  given. 
Sill  to  provide  Tor  tbo  aathBoticution  of  certain 


for  not  opening  the  Vernon  nnd  Turner  i  f,^^^■^ 
Gallories  in  the  evenings  was,  tbey  must  j  brouebi 

_, t_   __   al-  m_.: 1    n.i    I  ° 


follow  the  same  rule  as  the  National  Gal- 
lory.  But  the  desired  similarity  might  be  „,'**?"" 
seeorad  by  opening  all,  as  well  as  by  !  Tkunday. 
elonng  all.  He  did  not  believe,  in  the  ' 
pratent  state  of  scienee,  the  slightest  risk 
eoold  ariie  from  lighting  the  National  Gal- 
lery with  gas  from  the  ceiling.  Tlie  House 
had  only  to  lift  their  eyes  to  the  ceiling 
aboTO  them  nnd  see  how  easy  it  was  to 

Sht  a  lofty  and  spacious  apartment  with- 
t.aoy  of  the  products  of  combustion  en- 
tering into  the  room.  Such  an  arrange- 
ment, applied  to  the  NalionnI  Gallery  and 
to  the  Turner  and  Vernon  Galleries,  would, 
no  doubt,  involve  some  additional  oxpeneo, 
bat  he  was  sure  the  House  would  find 


of  the  Privy  Council  in  tbe  ab>«nea  of  tba 

be  Counoil  in  Ordinary,  ordered  to  ba 

by  Mr.  Lows  and  Sir  Gioaoi  Liwia. 

Preisnted  and  read  l",  to  be  read  2°  on 


MILITAaT   ORGANIZATION. 
COMUITTEE    UOVES   FOIt. 

Mb.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  he  rose 

to  move  fur  a  Select  Committee — 

To  iaqnire  iDto  tbe  eflects  of  the  allcrationi  in 
raililary  organiiation  regarding  tho  War  Office  and 
Bo.ird  of  Urdoaace  which  were  made  in  the  year 
IS56  :  and  also  to  inquire  whether  any  ohsnget 
aro  rei^uired  Co  secure  tbe  utmost  efflciaaoyand 
eooDomy  in  tho  adminiitration  of  military  aflhirs. 

CoLOKKL    DUNNE    said,    that    he   had 
of  a  somewhat  similar  Uo- 


difficulty  ia  devoting  a  reasonable  aum  of   tion,  bvit,  as  the  subject  was  now  in  better 


money  to  secure  to  the  public  the  benefit  |  hands,  he  should  withdi 


of  ft  full  access  t 


The  advantage  I  of  bis  Motion  \ 


of  thus  diffusing  a  taste  for  beauty  of  form 
Bud  colour,  nad  of  providing  gratuitously 
a  ralionftl  and  elevating  amusement  would 
baqoite  worth  tho  cost  of  the  gas.  Tho, 
Tmatoes  of  tho  National  Gallery  were 
persons  eminent  for  love  of  ort  anil  libcr- 


The  object 

■rely  to  inquire  into 


organization  of  tho  War  Depart- 
ment, which  was  in  such  bad  order  and  bo 
nnworkablo  that  it  would  be  Impossible  to 
go  to  war  nnlil  it  was  altered.  He  did  not 
wish  to  interfere  with  the  prerogatives  of 
Crown  or  the   administration  at  tbe 


ality  of  feeling,  and  ho  could  not  believe  I  Horse  Guarda,  hut  merely  to  e 
tbey  would  ndviscdiy  exclude  the  working  I  efficiency  of  the  civil  department  of  the 
oUuei  from  tho  enjoyment  of  these  pic-    War  Office. 
TOL.  CLIV,     [third  sbbies,]  '         X 
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General  PEEL  said,  Uiat  he  could  not 
agree  to  the  description  of  the  stato  of  the 
War  Department  given  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend.  It  would  be  better  if  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  waited  for  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  before  he  mode 
such  statements.  If  the  country  were 
obliged  to  go  to  war,  he  believed  the  War 
Office  would  be  found  to  be  in  the  best  pos- 
sible condition  for  performing  their  duties 
to  the  public  satisfaction. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  he  wished  to  sug- 
gest that  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session 
it  was  not  likely  the  Committee  could  ter- 
minate their  inquiry  in  any  satisfactory 
manner.  Was  it  worth  while,  then,  to 
appoint  the  Committee  during  the  present 
Session  ? 

Captain  JERYIS  said,  he  believed  that 
the  Secretary  for  War  might  make  any 
ameliorations  and  improvements  without 
waiting  for  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  MONSELL  observed,  that  he  per- 
fectly  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud  (Mr.  Uorsman)  that  it  would  he 
well  to  postpone  this  Committee  until  next 
Session.  The  subject  was  very  large  and 
of  the  greatest  importance,  and  a  Commit- 
tee appointed  on  the  8th  or  10th  of  July 
could  not  go  fully  or  sufficiently  into  it.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  do  more 
than  commence  their  inquiry,  and  all  they 
would  be  able  to  elicit  would  be  the  exist- 
ing state  of  the  Department.  Seeing  that 
there  would  not  be  time  to  hear  the  well- 
considered  views  of  persons  on  both  sides 
who  were  competent  to  give  an  opinion,  he 
recommended  that  the  Committee  should 
begin  to  sit  at  the  commencement  of  next 
Session. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  he  must 
acknowledge  that  the  arguments  of  his  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Friend  in  favour  of  a  post- 
ponement had  had  a  contrary  effect  upon 
his  mind.  It  was  because  the  subject  was 
very  large  and  of  great  importance  that  he 
wished  the  Committee  to  begin  immediate- 
ly, that  they  might  the  sooner  come  to  a 
conclusion.  He  did  not  hope  or  expect 
that  the  Committee  would  finish  their  la- 
bours this  Session,  nor  did  he  propose  that 
they  should  come  to  a  conclusion  upon 
insufficient  evidence.  But  he  was  very 
anxious  to  know  what  defects  existed  in 
our  military  administration,  in  order  that 
he  might  know  what  remedy  ought  to  be 
applied.  It  was  very  late  in  the  Session, 
no  doubt,  to  appoint  such  a  Committee, 
but  they  might  have  at  least  eight  sittings, 
in   which  they  might  examine  many  im- 

Colonel  Dunne 


portant  witnesses  on  each  side,  and  enable 
hon.  Members  to  come  to  a  mature  opin- 
ion during  the  recess.  By  appointing  the 
Committee  at  once  they  might  come  to  a 
decision,  and  make  a  report  early  enough 
next  Session  to  enable  the  Government  to 
act  upon  their  recommendations. 

Colonel  LINDSAY  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  military  element  was  fairly 
represented  in  the  Committee  of  last  Ses- 
sion. It  was  not  fair  that  aoeh  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  almost  entirely  composed 
of  civilians.  He  agreed,  however,  that  it 
was  desirable  they  should  commence  the 
investigation  at  once. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  consider  the  question  before 
they  agreed  to  the  proposition  of  the 
Goyemment.  His  own  impression  was, 
that  wo  should  attain  little  advantage  by 
appointing  the  Committee  at  once.  Look 
at  the  language  of  the  notice.  **  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  effeots  of  the 
alterations  in  military  organtEation  regard- 
ing the  War  Office  and  Board  of  Ordnanee 
which  were  made  in  the  year  1855."  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  hardly 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  making  himself 
master  of  the  changes  which  had  occurred 
in  the  office  over  which  he  presided  in  con- 
sequence of  those  alterations.  But,  since 
1855,  very  considerable  alterations  had 
been  introduced  by  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  near  him  (General  Peel), 
and  many  changes  had  been  ordered  which 
had  not  yet  come  into  operation.  He 
thought,  then,  that  greater  progress  wonld 
be  made  if  the  Committee  were  postponed 
till  the  next  Session.  He  shonld  not,  how- 
ever, press  that  opinion  of  his  own  against 
any  strong  opinion  that  might  be  enter- 
tained by  the  Government ;  but  he  did 
hope  that  the  Government  would  well  con- 
sider, or  reconsider,  the  proposition  be- 
fore the  House.  With  regard  to  this  being 
a  largo  subject,  that  therefore  no  time 
should  bo  lost,  and  that  there  was  probably 
an  opportunity  of  having  some  eight  sittings 
on  the  subject  during  the  present  Session, 
this  might  not  improbably  lead  to  the  not 
unconimon,  but  the  inconvenient  eonse- 
quence,  of  no  inconsiderable  body  of  evi- 
dence, all  of  one  complexion,  being  eiren- 
lated  amongst  hon.  Members  before  the 
inquiry  was  completed.  Now,  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  be  appointed,  and  there 
were  to  be  only  eight  sittings,  be  thought 
they  should  examine  into  the  opinions  of  at 
least  what  might  be  called  the  two  schools 
on  the  subject.     But  considering  the  largo 


•t» 


n#J/Mrf 


{July  4, 18591 


of  Italy. 


614 


Biinber  of  alieraiioM  which  had  been 
adopted  siDoe  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  War  Department  gained 
Ilia  experience  in  oiBce,  the  important 
allarationa  introduced  by  bis  right  hon. 
aad  fallant  Friend  (General  Peel),  to- 
gether with  other  changes  which,  as  he 
had  laid  before,  had  been  ordered,  but 
had  not  yet  come  into  operation,  he  thought 
it  would  haTe  been  as  well  if  those  changes 
bed  been  allowed  to  be  completed  before 
the  Committee  were  called  upon  to  consider 
tlieni.  Again  he  would  repeat  that  he 
.  weald  not  press  his  own  views  against  any 
strong  notions  which  might  be  entertained 
by  ^e  Government  on  the  subject;  still 
hia  own  opinion  was  a  strong  one,  and  if 
the  Committee  were  postponed  till  the  next 
SeiiioB  he  thought  the  House  would  arrive 
at  a  more  satisfactory  result. 

YlscouirT  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
iheeght  the  weight  of  argument  was  in 
faTOur  of  the  immediate  appointment  of 
the  Committee.  He  had  the  honour  of 
serving  on  this  Committee  before  the  dis- 
•elotion,  and  in  their  sittings  they  took  a 
great  deal  of  evidence,  which  it  would  be 
exeeedingly  important  for  the  House  to 
know.  There  could  during  the  present 
Seaaion  be,  at  all  events,  eight  sittings  and 
probably  more;  and  in  those  sittings  they 
might  place  on  record  evidence  on  both 
aidea^  applying  to  changes  which  had  been 
made  ;  and  with  regard  to  any  alterations 
which  the  right  honourable  Gentleman 
wke  had  recently  filled  the  office  of  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  might  have  ordered, 
and  which  might  be  still  in  progress,  the 
Committee  might  be  re-appointed  next  Ses- 
sion, and  then  the  inquiry  might  bo  re- 
aamed  and  completed.  But  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  not  lose  what  remained 
of  the  Session  without  commencing  the  in- 
quiry. To  do  so  might  be  regarded  as 
shel?ing  the  investigation,  and  he  therefore 
hoped  that  the  Committee  would  not  be 
poatponed  till  the  next  Session. 

Select  Committee  appointed. 


CONTRACTS  (PUBLIC  DEPARTMENTS). 

COMMITTEE   MOVED   FOR. 

GOLOVXL  DUNNE  said,  he  rose  to  move 
for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
prtodple  adopted  for  making  contracts  for 
the  roblic  Departments,  and  the  effect 
whieh  the  present  system  bad  on  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money.  The  Com- 
oHtiee  had  already  sat  several  Sessions, 


and  it  was  desirable  that  its  inquiry  should 
be  completed.  Already  a  great  mass  of 
evidence  had  been  collected,  and  he  hoped 
that  during  the  present  Session  the  Com- 
mittee might  conclude  its  labours. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
whether  he  would  confine  the  inquiry  to 
any  particular  class  of  contracts.  Its  ob- 
ject was  very  extensive  ;  it  had  sat  several 
years  ;  some  of  the  original  Members  had 
disappeared  from  the  House,  either  by  the 
will  of  the  electors,  or  by  removal  to  another 
world  ;  and  there  was  no  prospect  of  the 
Committee  reporting. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  extend  the  inquiry  be^'ond  naval 
and  military  contracts.  As  for  the  Com- 
mittee reporting,  he  did  not  believe  they 
would  ever  be  able  to  do  that ;  for  they 
could  not  report  until  the  accounts  at 
Weedon  were  made  up,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  any  man  living  could  make  up 
those  accounts. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjouTDed  at  Seven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Tuesday,  July  5,  1859. 

THE  AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY. 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

Lord  STRATFORD  DE  REDCLIFFE 
gave  notice  of  the  following  Motion  for 
Friday,  the  8th  instant : — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  expressing  the  Thanks  of  this  House  for 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  Communication  of  the 
deeply  important  Correspondence  on  Italian  Affairs 
presented  recently  to  both  House  of  Parliament 
by  Her  Majesty's  Command ;  and  gratefully  ac- 
knowledging the  unquestionable  Evidence  which 
that  Correspondence  affords  of  Her  Majesty's 
earnest  and  impartial  Endeavours  to  avert  the 
Calamity  of  War. 

'*  That  Her  Majesty  may  be  assured  of  the  loyal 
Confidence  with  which  this  House  relies  on  Her 
Majesty's  Determination  to  maintain  inviolate  the 
Neutrality,  as  therein  declared,  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions. 

"  That,  finally,  it  be  represented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, as  the  Opinion  of  this  House,  That  while 
every  suitable  and  vigorous  Effort  is  made,  under 
Her  Majesty's  Authority,  for  the  Completion  of 
our  Defences  on  Sea  and  Land,  the  Operations  of 
the  belligerent  Powers  should  be  carefully  ob- 
served, with  a  view  in  particular  to  such  eventual 
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Offers  of  Mediation  on  Her  Majesty's  Part  as  may 
contribute  with  duo  Effect  to  the  early  Conclusion 
of  Peace  on  just  and  comprehensive  Terms." 


ATLANTIC  TELEGRAPH  (No.  2)  BILL. 
THIRD   READING. 

Moi)ed,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3^" 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEYcall- 
ed  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  preamble 
recited  that  certain  additional  agreements 
and  arrangements  had  been  made  with  the 
Government.  He  had  been  given  to  un- 
derstand that  an  engagement  had  been 
entered  into  by  the  late  Government  to 
give  8  per  cent  on  a  capital  of  £600,000, 
amounting  to  a  guarantee  of  £48,000  ; 
while  other  parties  had  offered  to  do  it  on 
terms  which  would  not  involve  an  expense 
of  more  than  £20,000  a  year.  This  seem- 
ed an  improvident  arrangement,  and  should 
not  have  been  entered  into  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  late  Go- 
vernment were  more  responsible  for  the 
Bill  than  the  present ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  knew  of  no  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  not  be  allowed  to  pass,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
press  his  objections  to  it.  He  supposed 
the  late  Government  had  been  actuated  by 
the  consideration  that  the  Company  had 
agreed  to  relinquish  their  exclusive  right 
of  laying  cables  on  the  shores  of  New- 
foundland. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  thought  that  a 
very  important  general  principle  was  in- 
volved in  the  Bill.  Before  the  Act  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Gladstone  when  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  it  was  competent  for 
the  Government  to  have  paid  the  expenses 
of  any  telegraphic  line  or  packet  service 
out  of  the  gross  revenue  without  applying 
to  Parliament  ;  but  that  Act  had  made  a 
considerable  alteration  in  this  respect.  The 
late  Government,  however,  he  was  inform- 
ed, had  entered  into  a  contract  by  which 
an  expense  of  £70,000  a  year  would  be 
incurred  on  account  of  the  Irish  packet 
service  without  the  assent  of  Parliament 
being  obtained.  He  bad  moved  for  a 
paper  which  he  presumed  was  now  be- 
fore Parliament,  which  would  show  that 
annually  a  sum  of  not  less  than  £1,000,000 
had  been  disposed  of  by  Gt)vernment  for 
contracts  of  this  description,  without  any 
approval  or  any  knowledge  of  Parliament 
in  the  first  instance.  This  was  a  matter 
which  required  the  most  serious  attention 
of  the  Legislature. 

Lord  Stratford  de  BedcUfe 


Lord  COLCHESTER  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord's  complaint  had  been  remedied 
by  a  supplementary  contract. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  might  state 
for  the  satisfaction  of  the  noble  Lord  *nd 
the  House  that  the  whole  subject  was  un- 
der the  consideration  of  the  Govemmeott 
and  would  shortly  be  brought  before  Par- 
liament. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  aak- 
ed  whether  it  was  true  as  reported — and  he 
trusted  that  it  was — that  the  Government 
intended  to  establish  a  telegraphic  com- 
munication with  Gibraltar  without  the  in- 
tervention of  any  company  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  sabject 
was  under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  ventured  to  nrge 
upon  the  Government  the  necessity  of  an 
early  decision  on  the  subject,  as  otherwise 
it  would  be  quite  impossible  to  pass  a  Bili 
this  Session.  The  late  Government  re- 
garded the  subject  as  one  of  great  urgency 
— so  great  that  they  thought  it  their  duty 
to  make  provision  for  the  manufacture  of 
a  certain  length  of  cable.  No  steps,  how*- 
ever,  had  been  taken  for  laying  down  iho 
cables.  If  Her  Majesty's  present  Goyem- 
ment  intended  to  proceed  with  the  work, 
they  ought  to  do  so  without  delay. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  it  was 
desirable  that  further  information  •hould 
be  obtained  on  the  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3*^  accordingly  (with  the  Amend- 
ments), and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Com* 
mens. 

THE  NATIONAL  DEFENCES. 
Lord  LYNDHURST  rose  pursuant  to 
notice  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  Military  and  Naval  Defences  of  the 
Country,  and  said, —  My  Lords,  it  was 
suggested  to  me  that,  after  the  discuBsion. 
which  took  place  the  other  night  on  the 
question  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham),  and  especially  after  the 
statement  of  my  noble  Friend  opposite  and 
the  speeches  of  my  noble  friends  the  two 
noble  Earls  on  these  benches,  I  should 
withdraw  the  notice  which  I  had  plaoed 
on  your  Lordships'  paper.  At  first  I 
was  inclined  to  do  so  ;  but  the  subject 
is  one  of  such  great  importance  that  it 
ought  to  be  repeatedly  discussedy  in  order 
to  satisfy  the  people  of  this  country  of  * 
the  necessity  of  submitting  to  those  charges 
and  those  expenses  which  our  present 
situation  requires.     I  was  the  more  duh 
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posed  to  proceed  with  this  question  be- 
cause there  is  a  party  in  this  country — 
of  whom  I  wisii  to  spoak  with  the 
greatest  respect,  a  party  likely  very  soon 
to  increase  in  power  and  influence — who 
are  not  disposed  to  believe  that  we  ought 
to  expend  our  resources  at  present  in  any 
extension  of  our  military  and  naval  power, 
and  that,  so  far  from  doing  so,  we  ought 
to  abstain  from  any  extension  of  that 
power,  because  by  such  extension  we  might 
iDTolre  oorselves  in  hostilities.  Now,  my 
Lords*  I  beg  leave,  in  the  first  place,  to 
■aj  that  any  observations  which  I  shall 
make  will  be  made,  not  with  a  view  to 
aggression,  but  to  defence.  I  shall  say 
nothing  whatever  in  any  party  spirit,  for 
party  can  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  this  question.  I  shall  endeavour, 
aa  simply  as  I  can,  to  point  out  those  oir- 
enmstances  and  those  topics  which  I  think 
are  important  to  be  brought  under  the 
eonsideration  of  your  Lordships,  leaving  it 
to  others  who  are  more  acquainted  with 
mflitary  and  naval  details  than  I  can  pre- 
tend to  be  to  fill  up  and  supply  the  defects 
in  the  statement  which  I  shall  make.  The 
first  circumstance  that  strikes  one  in  con- 
sidering this  subject  is  the  great  difference 
between  our  present  and  former  position. 
That  is  a  distinction  which  ought  never 
to  be  lost  sight  of.  Wo  have  hitherto 
felt  the  greatest  confidence  in  our  situation 
and  in  our  domestic  safety.  Wo  owe  that 
eonfidence  to  our  naval  superiority — to  the 
Bnperior  number  of  our  vessels,  and  to  the 
•kill  and  gallantry  of  our  seamen.  We 
hare  been  accustomed  always  to  look  to 
what  we  call  "  our  wooden  walls  "  as  our 
best  defence,  and  experience  has  justified 
us  in  that  opinion.  We  have  sometimes, 
indeed,  received  checks  and  affronts.  The 
Dutch  at  one  time  sailed  up  the  Thames, 
burnt  our  ships  in  the  Med  way,  and  in  the 
rirer.  At  a  much  later  period  the  com- 
bined fleets  of  France  and  Spain  chased 
our  fleets  into  the  waters  of  Plymouth, 
under  the  heights  of  ]fount  Edgecumbe. 
But  those  clouds  soon  passed  away.  They 
were  amply  avenged,  and  we  shone  out 
with  more  distinguished  lustre  than  be- 
fore. My  Lords,  there  was  another  source 
of  our  confidence  and  safety,  and  not  an 
immaterial  one — namely  the  difficulty  of 
transporting  any  body  of  troops  from  the 
opposite  coasts  to  our  own  shores.  It  was 
impossible  to  collect  any  number  of  troops 
on  an  opposite  coast  without  being  ob- 
served by  us,  and  without  giving  us  notice 
ind  allowing  us  time  to  prepare  ourselves 


against  them.  Besides,  an  expedition  of 
that  kind  was  necessarily  liable  to  nmny 
casualties.  Any  joint  operation,  therefore, 
from  different  points  was  impossible,  or 
nearly  so.  A  few  thousand  troops  might, 
perhaps,  occasionally  bo  landed  on  our 
coasts,  sufficient,  indeed,  to  give  trouble, 
but  not  sufficient  to  excite  any  fear  of 
danger.  The  greatest  force  that  ever  was 
landed  hero  was  that  of  the  Prince  of 
Orange,  amounting,  I  think,  to  about 
14.000  or  15.000  men.  But  that  force 
was  invited  to  this  country  by  some  of  the 
most  eminent  men  in  England  ;  it  was  re- 
ceived with  enthusiasm  by  the  people  ;  it 
led  to  no  catastrophe,  and  James  II.  re- 
tired from  the  country  the  victim  of  his 
own  bigotry,  folly,  and  tyranny.  But  that 
expedition  was  very  nearly  defeated  by  an 
accident.  It  sailed  down  the  Channel  with 
a  fair  wind  ;  when  it  arrived  opposite  Tor- 
bay  a  dense  fog  arose  ;  it  passed  therefore 
the  place  where  it  was  intended  to  disem- 
bark the  troops;  it  was  followed  by  the 
English  fleet ;  it  was  therefore  in  the 
greatest  peril,  but  on  a  sudden  the  fog 
dispersed,  the  wind  veered  round,  carried 
the  Dutch  fleet  into  Torbay,  and  checked 
the  progress  of  the  English  fleet.  The 
English  fleet  shortly  afterwards  was  dis- 
persed in  a  storm.  I  mention  this  to  show 
the  accidents  to  which,  under  our  old  sys- 
tem, enterprises  of  this  kind  were  subject. 
This  was  our  past  situation — a  situation  of 
perfect  security.  What  is  it  now  ?  A 
great  change  has  occurred.  That  change 
arises  from  the  application  of  steam  power 
to  commercial  navigation  and  to  naval  war- 
fare. What  do  we  know  of  the  effect  of 
that  power  as  applied  to  naval  warfare  ? 
We  have  had  no  experience  of  it.  No 
person  can  venture  to  predict  what  will 
be  its  effect.  I  havo  consulted  many 
officers,  both  of  the  army  and  of  the 
navy,  upon  the  subject,  and  I  have  never 
been  able  to  persuade  myself  that  any  one 
can  with  any  degree  of  confidence  say  what 
will  be  the  result  of  this  great  change. 
I  have  read  in  the  admirable  work  of 
Sir  Howard  Douglas  that  military  officers 
in  France  believe  that  this  change  has  a 
great  effect  upon  our  naval  power,  and  will 
reduce  it  to  comparative  unimportance. 
There  is  one  advantage  which  we  hitherto 
have  had  in  naval  combat  over  our  ad- 
versaries under  the  old  system — the  skill 
and  experience  of  our  seamen,  and  their 
knowledge  of  everything  connected  with 
the  management  of  a  vessel.  Unfortunate- 
ly, though  we  have  not  entirely  lost  that 
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advantage, — it  has  greatly  lessened  under 
the  new  system.  There  is,  moreover,  a 
change  in  the  armaments,  in  the  materials, 
in  the  construction,  and  in  the  form  of  war 
vessels.  A  great  facility  of  boarding 
arises  out  of  the  new  system,  and  num> 
bers,  therefore,  would  have  a  great  ad- 
vantage. Above  all,  the  new  system  of 
manoeuvring  which  must  follow  this  new 
system  is  such  that  it  is  doubtful  what 
would  be  the  issue  of  a  naval  contest.  I 
have  stated  these  points  for  your  Lordships' 
consideration,  because  you  will  be  satisfied 
when  you  have  considered  them  that  we 
cannot,  as  heretofore,  leave  everything  as 
heretofore  with  perfect  confidence  to  our 
naval  defences.  Still,  however,  and  per- 
haps  more  so  in  consequence  of  what  I  have 
stated,  it  becomes  necessary  that  we  should 
carry  our  naval  machinery  and  everything 
connected  with  it  to  the  highest  point  of 
efficiency,  and  that  we  should  refuse  no 
sums  necessary  foi*  that  purpose.  Let  me 
now,  my  Lords,  call  attention  to  what  is 
the  actual  state  of  our  navy.  I  will  begin 
by  referring  to  last  year.  I  speak  of  the 
spring  of  last  year,  and  of  steamers,  which 
are  the  only  vessels  which  it  is  material  to 
consider.  Last  year  we  were  in  this  po- 
sition : — France  exceeded  us  in  line-of- 
battle  ships  in  a  small  proportion,  but  she 
exceeded  us  in  an  enormous  proportion  in 
steam  frigates.  At  present  we  surpass  her 
in  line-of* battle  ships  considerably,  but  we 
are  still  greatly  inferior  in  those  important 
vessels,  steam  frigates.  We  shall,  in  the 
spring  of  next  year,  surpass  her  still  more 
in  line-of-battle  ships,  but  we  shall  still  be 
inferior  to  her  in  steam  frigates.  This  is 
a  point  for  the  consideration  of  your  Lord- 
ships and  for  the  consideration  of  the  coun- 
try. Give  me  leave,  my  Lords,  to  mention 
one  circumstance  which  I  think  most  mate- 
rial for  our  consideration  when  we  are  consi- 
dering the  subject  of  naval  warfare.  You 
will  make  a  great  mistake  if  you  suppose  for 
a  moment  that  the  relative  power  depends 
entirely  on  the  number  or  size  or  force  of 
the  vessel.  A  more — I  will  not  say  a 
much  more  important,  but  a  very  impor- 
tant power  consists  in  trained  crews  of  ves- 
sels. The  French  for  several  years  have 
had  a  system  of  training  of  a  most  perfect 
kind — training  in  the  conduct  of  the  vessel, 
and  training  not  only  in  the  conduct  and 
management  of  the  vessel,  but  in  gunnery. 
The  moment  a  French  ship  is  afloat  and 
ready  for  sea,  that  moment  they  have 
trained  men  ready  to  go  on  board  her.  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  from  all  I  hear  and  all  I 
Lord  Li/ndkurst 


observe,  we  have  not  such  a  system  as  that 
to  which  I  have  referred — a  system  of  the 
utmost  importance,  but  which  in  this 
country  hitherto  has  been  almost  entirely 
neglected.  Now,  with  respect  to  fot*ce. 
What  is  required,  first,  in  the  Channel  ? 
We  require  not  only  a  force  for  warfare 
equal  to  France,  but  we  require  something 
more.  We  require  a  powerful  reserve. 
France  requires  no  reserve.  The  reasoti 
is  this,  and  I  beg  your  Lordships  to  mark 
it.  If  in  a  combat  of  the  two  fleets  the 
English  fleet  should  be  victorious,  we  have 
no  power  of  landing  with  any  effect  upon 
the  French  coast ;  whereas,  if  we  have  no 
reserve  and  our  fleet  is  destroyed  in  a  con- 
test with  the  French  fleet,  we  are  entirely 
at  the  mercy  of  the  enemy.  We  have  seen 
lately  what  France  can  effect.  Suppose 
the  English  fleet  defeated  and  driven  from 
the  Channel,  the  events  which  have  passed 
almost  under  our  eyes  within  the  last  few 
weeks  show  the  great  peril  to  which  we 
should  be  exposed  from  the  extraordinary 
facility  with  which  a  military  force  to  an 
immense  amount  might  at  once  be  landed 
on  our  shores.  But  it  is  not  suflicient  for 
us  to  have  a  Channel  fleet  capable  of  coping 
with  the  country  directly  opposite  to  us.  Our 
Channel  fleet  must  certainly  and  neoessarilj 
be  of  an  amount  sufficient  to  cope  against 
any  two  Powers  which  may  be  united 
against  us.  We  know  full  well  that  at 
this  moment  the  Russians  have  seven  or 
eight  line  steamers  fitted  for  sea.  If  by 
any  accident  or  by  any  event — which  might 
easily  occur —we  should  be  engaged  in  • 
dispute  with  France  and  with  Russia,  we 
should  be  in  a  very  unfortunate  situation  if 
we  had  not  a  naval  force  sufficient  to  oom« 
bat  both  those  Powers.  Our  naval  power 
is  essentially  defensive.  It  is  absoittielj 
essential  to  our  security.  The  naval  power 
of  France  is  not  defensive — not  necessarilj 
so.  It  is  aggressive  in  its  character.  Then, 
I  say,  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  tkm 
Channel  fleet,  if  wo  wish  to  be  in  a  atalo 
of  security,  if  we  wish  to  maintain  our 
great  interest,  if  we  wish  to  maintain  ow 
honour,  it  is  necessary  that  we  tboald  hairs 
a  power  measured  by  that  of  any  two  poa* 
sible  adversaries.  It  is  not  rery  easy  ba« 
forehand  to  say  what  that  power  sboald 
be  ;  but  we  must  watch  events  and  extend 
our  naval  power  according  to  the  neeeiaity 
of  the  case,  and  whatever  neoesaity  reqwrei« 
whatever  the  expense,  we  mast  submit  to  ia* 
cur  that  expense.  But  the  Channel  fleet  ia 
only  one  part  of  the  force  necessary.  We 
must  have  a  fleet  sufficient  to  eommind 
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the  Mediterranean.  If  we  have  not  a  fleet 
tnfficient  to  command  the  Mediterranean, 
every  one  of  our  strongholds  will  inevitahly 
fall  into  the  possession  of  France.  Not 
only  would  that  be  the  case,  but  the  desire 
and  the  wish  of  the  First  Emperor  to  con- 
rert  the  Mediterranean  into  a  French  lake 
would  at  once  be  realized.  Do  your  Lord- 
ships suppose  that  that  idea  is  abandoned  ? 
Far  from  it.  I  recollect  very  well  that 
when  the  present  Emperor — of  whom  I 
wish  to  speak  in  terms  of  respect— made 
his  southern  tour,  and  when  he,  arrived  at 
Bordeaux,  declared  that  **  The  Empire  is 
peace/' — I  recollect  in  that  progress,  when 
•t  Marseilles,  and  about  to  proceed  from 
Marseilles  to  Toulon  in  a  fleet  of  war  nhips, 
reference  was  made  to  this  desire  of  Bona- 
parte the  first  Emperor.  Was  it  repudi- 
ated ?  It  was  adopted  by  the  present  Em- 
peror amid  the  enthusiastic  cheers  of  the 
andienee  assembled  ou  that  occasion.  But, 
allow  me  to  say,  with  respect  to  a  fleet 
necessary  for  commanding  the  Mediterra- 
nean, if  France  has  the  command  of  the 
Mediterranean,  what  is  the  inevitable  con- 
sequence ?  She  will  be  able  to.  leave  and 
return  to  the  Mediterranean  at  her  plea- 
sure. She  will  bo  able  to  take  our  Chan- 
nel fleet  in  flank  at  any  moment.  She 
will  be  able  to  unite  her  Mediterranean  and 
Channel  fleets.  She  will  be  able  to  cross 
the  ocean,  and  one  by  one  to  take  pos- 
session of  our  Colonies,  and  she  will  be 
able  to  sweep  the  ocean  of  our  ships,  and 
destroy  our  whole  commerce.  It  is  neces- 
sary, then,  not  only  to  have  such  a  Chan- 
nel fleet  as  I  have  stated,  but  such  a  fleet 
as  will  enable  us  completely  to  command 
the  Mediterranean.  Something  further  is 
still  necessary.  We  must  have  a  fleet  for 
the  protection  of  the  West  India  Islands.  I 
admit  not  a  strong  fleet,  nor  do  I  pretend 
to  say  where  that  fleet  should  bo  stationed. 
I  must  leave  that  to  military  and  naval  per- 
sons to  determine.  There  is  another  point 
with  respect  to  the  Mediterranean.  Un- 
less we  have  the  command  of  the  Mediter- 
raneaa-— if  we  arc  driven  out  of  the  Medi- 
terranean— what  is  our  situation  with  re- 
speot  to  India  ?  We  cannot  communicate 
with  India,  except  round  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  while  France  will  be  able  to  com- 
municate by  a  direct  and  easy  course  by 
means  of  Egypt  and  the  Red  Sea.  What 
would  be  the  result  of  that  state  of  things 
I  leave  your  Lordships  to  imagine.  I  have 
thus  shortly  directed  attention  to  what  I 
oooceive  to  bo  necessary  in  reference  to  a 
Channel  fleet,  a  fleet  in  the  Mediterranean, 


and  a  force  for  the  protection  of  our  colo- 
nies and  to  take  care  of  our  commerce. 
There  are  one  or  two  points  more  to  which 
I  beg  leave  to  refer.  I  find  by  examining 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  for  Man- 
ning the  Navy,  that  they  recommend  a 
reserve  of  seamen.  That  reserve,  I  con- 
sider, should  be  made  immediately,  without 
the  least  possible  delay.  It  should  be  so 
considerable  and  so  well-trained  as  at  any 
moment  when  necessary  the  men  might  be 
placed  on  board  any  ship,  put  into  commis- 
sion, well  instructed  in  all  the  arts  of  gun* 
nery  and  the  management  of  a  ship. 
There  is  another  point,  my  Lords,  to  which 
I  beg  leave  also  to  refer.  It  relates  to  a 
matter  of  great  importance — the  efficiency 
of  our  arsenals.  It  is  of  the  utmost  con- 
sequence that  they  should  be  as  eflectire 
as  possible,  and  that  the  docks  and  slips 
should  •  be  of  such  dimensions  as  to  be 
adapted  to  the  present  size  of  our  vessels. 
In  that  respect  they  are,  as  yet,  greatly 
defective.  There  ought  to  be,  also,  such 
a  system  of  machinery  as  to  enable  us,  at 
a  moment's  notice,  and  with  the  greatest 
rapidity,  to  fit  out  armaments  for  our  ships 
of  war.  These,  my  Lords,  are  the  obser- 
vations which  I  have  to  offer  on  this  occa- 
sion with  regard  to  the  naval  part  of  the 
case.  I  trust  that  what  I  have  stated  in 
that  respect  will  meet  with  your  Lord- 
ships' concurrence.  Of  this  I  am  per- 
suaded, that  the  more  you  examine  the 
diiferent  parts  of  the  subject  and  investi- 
gate the  whole,  the  more  strongly  will  you 
be  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  incur- 
ring the  expenditure,  whatever  it  may  be. 
that  may  be  requisite  for  the  purpose  of 
accomplishing  the  objects  to  which  I  have 
called  your  attention.  But,  my  Lords,  that 
to  which  I  have  been  alluding  constitutes 
only  one  portion  of  this  important  subject. 
Hitherto,  as  I  have  already  observed,  yon 
were,  notwithstanding  tho  absence  of  your 
fleet,  comparatively  in  a  state  of  domestic 
safety  for  the  reasons  which  I  mentioned. 
But  what  is  your  position  now  ?  In  what 
state  would  you  be  if  your  Channel  fleet 
were  dispersed  or  absent,  or  from  any  cause 
removed  for  a  short  time  from  its  proper 
station  ?  The  noble  Lord  the  leader  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  has  told  you  in 
very  emphatic  words  that  steam  has  con- 
verted the  Channel  into  a  river  and  thrown 
a  bridge  across  it.  These  are  truly  em- 
phatic words,  but  they  hardly  exceed  the 
reality.  They  are  scarcely  exoggeratcd. 
Mark,  my  Lords,  tho  state  of  things  which 
has  been  more  than  once  detailed.     We 
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know  from  recent  experience  that  the  ma-  |  What  precaatiom  does  it  bchore  us  to 
terials  of  n-ar  maj  without  ezciiiag  any  i  take  !  What  force  ought  ve  to  maiutaio 
oheerTation  he  placed  on  hoard  ship  on  the  '  in  order  to  he  prepared  for  any  emergencj 
opposite  side  of  the  Channel.  We  know  which  maj  arise?  Uj answer  is,  a  force 
that  in  a  few  hours  a  large  army  mar  hj  of  reinilAr  troops — not  Tolonteers — not  un- 
means  of  railways,  and  without  any  notice  disci  |*lined  men  ;  hut,  I  repeat,  a  force  of 
whatsoerer,  he  brought  down  to  the  coast  regular  troops,  capable  of  opposing  any 
tA  different  points  of  embarcation.  The  fa-  military  force  which  in  all  probability  can 
cility  of  embarcation  is  quite  extraordinary  he  landed  on  our  shores.  It  is  absolutely 
in  consequence  of  the  new  prorisions  made  imperatire  upon  us  to  maintain  such  a 
for  that  purpose  by  France.  We  know  that  force.  It  is  a  duty  which  we  owe  to  oor- 
SQeb  a  force  as  that  to  which  I  refer  may  scUos.  It  is  a  duty  which  we  owe  to  the 
within  a  few  hours — in  the  course  of  a  single  character  of  our  country.  But,  my  Lords, 
mght — belauded  on  any  part  of  our  shores,  independently  of  all  tlua  we  mnat  proride 
With  so  much  certainty,  indeed,  can  the  for  our  garrisons,  and  also  for  that  which 
moTemcnts  of  such  a  body  be  regulated  is  of  greater  importance  still — onraraenali. 
tiiat  from  different  quarters  its  component  They  are—I  regret  to  aay  it — at  present 
parts  might  arrife  at  the  point  of  disem-  in  a  rery  imperfect  state  of  defenee.  Much 
bareation  without  any  difference  in  point  exertion,  much  expenditnre,  and  moch  en* 
of  time.  That  is  the  state  of  things,  my  gineering  talent  will  be  neeeaaarj  Ux  the 
Lords,  with  which  we  hare  to  deal.  You  purpose  of  placing  them  in  aneh  a  position 
will  Tcry  naturally  ask  what  probable  force  as  to  prevent  their  being  anaad  npoa  as 
conld  be  brought  together  in  the  manner  the  result  of  a  sodden  attack.  If  1  am 
I  hare  described.  It  is  not  my  prorince  asked  what  is  the  force  which  the  lafrty  of 
to  gife  an  opinion  upon  such  a  question,  the  country  demands  that  we  ahoold  ke^ 
Military  and  naTsl  men  are  the  proper '  up,  my  answer  is,  that  after  conaidtation 
persona  to  form  a  judgment  with  respect '  with  many  persons  competent  to  form  an 
to  it.  I  may,  howerer,  be  permitted  to  ;  opinion  on  the  point,!  pot  down  that  fofce  at, 
state  one  or  two  circumstances  which  may  '  at  least,  100.000  regular  troopa — and  when 
seire  to  guide  you  in  arriTiog  at  a  just  con-  I  I  say  regular  troopa  I  include  the  embodied 
elusion  on  the  point.  I  know  that  in  1 S40,  I  and  trained  militia — while  I  think  there 
when  France  sent  troops  to  Cirlta  Vecchia  .  should  be  an  equal  force  of  diaembodied 
one  frigate  carried,  a  distance  of  S*~*Om lies,  and  trained  militia.  Erery  obaerratioD, 
2,C*>J  soldiers  with  all  the  munitiv^ns  of  my  Lords,  which  I  have  made  on  this  anb* 
war.  I  am  further  aware  that  a  much  '  ject  applies  as  well  to  Ireland  as  to  this 
larger  force  than  tLat  can  be  embarketl  country.  Perhaps  the  preeantiona  which  I 
for  a  short  perii?d  of  time  on  board  a  frigate. ,  hare  indicated  may  be  efen  more  nrcrniirj 
and  a  force  s:ill  greater  on  bvTard  a  ship  of  in  tl.e  case  of  the  former  than  tha  latter, 
the  line.  I  know  from  iuforma:ion  which  Irtriand  may  possibly  be  looked  upon  on 
I  have  reeeired.  and  the  accuracy  of  whicii  the  other  siJe  of  the  Channel  as  one  of 
I  do  not  doubt,  that  the  French  arc  at  the  the  **  oppressed  nationalities;'*  aaaeonntry 
present  moaient  building  stealers  for  the  trampled  upon  by  a  nation  diffiering  f(om 
purpose  of  traissportinj:  trvx^ps.  each  oi  her  in  customs,  in  language,  and  in  re- 
which  :$  Wtog  constructed  to  carry  ^^ckX*^  Irgior.  We  cannot  tell  what  misrepre- 
men  with  all  the  necessarT  stores.  This,  sentations  mav  be  made.  We  most,  aft  all 
therefore.  ;s  ihe  descripiion  of  tcrco  which  ct^c:^,  my  Lords,  proride  equally  for  the 
you  mess  prepare  yonrsciTes  to  meet.  I  do  safeir  of  Ireland  as  for  our  own.  In  tha 
LA>t  mean  for  a  moment  to  say  that  there  is  years  I^\>4  ani  1S*.0,  the  oaly  periods, 
no  risk  in  such  an  adTt^ntare  as  that  against  I  leliere,  in  which  we  were  threatened 
which  I  woold  call  upon  you  to  be  on  your  seriously  vith  iniasion  by  Franee»  the 
gvard.  Xo  great  military  enterprise  can  force  wliich  we  maintained  waa  HHidi 
ever  be  cudercaken  without  some  risk  ;  but  \  greater  than  that  which  I  have  jvat  men- 
I  believe  rnm  all  I  hate  read  and  heard,  :;occi.  Put  that  was  merely  a  temporary 
and  from  all  the  consideration  which  I  liaTc    force  :  while   that   which  I  have  jaat  in- 
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xiak  in  the  case  to  which  1  am  adrerting  ing  sute  of  things  ought,  in  bt  opinioiu 

ia  moch  less  than  it  has  becu  in  niaav  to  rVrci  part  o:  :ho   peruaaent  fwce  of 

in  which   tlie  result   has   been  ;ho  c^:u::crv.     If  we  wisli  to  live  in  icco* 


attended  witli  success.     WLa*.  then,  my    ricy,    to    mainuia   cur    iatcreats  ahcoad» 
L«cds>  dvHi»  it  bevomc  our  duty    to  do  ^    to    upLold  tl.e  honour  of  the  natioa,   we 
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must  be  willing  to  make  evory  exertion 
neeesaary  for  the  accomplishment  of  an  ob- 
ject something  like  that  which  I  have  point- 
ed out.  I  have  experienced,  my  Lords, 
something  like  a  sentiment  of  humiliation 
ID  going  through  these  details.  I  recollect 
the  day  when  every  part  of  the  opposite 
ooaat  was  blockaded  by  an  English  fleet. 
I  remember  the  victory  of  Camperdown  and 
that  of  St.  Vincent,  won  by  Sir  John  Jer- 
TiB  ;  I  do  not  forget  the  great  victory  of 
the  Nile,  nor,  last  of  all,  that  triumphant 
fight  at  Trafalgar,  which  almost  annihilated 
ibe. navies  of  France  and  Spain.  I  contrast 
the  position  which  we  occupied  at  that  period 
with  that  wliich  we  now  hold.  I  recollect 
the  expulsion  of  the  French  from  Egypt  ; 
the  achievement  of  victory  after  victory  in 
Spain;  the  British  army  established  in  the 
South  of  France;  and  last  of  all,  that  great 
victory  by  which  that  war  was  terminated. 
I  cannot  glance  back  over  that  series  of 
erents  without  feeling  some  degree  of 
homiliation  when  I  am  called  upon  to  state 
in  this  House  the  measures  which  I  deem 
it  to  be  necessary  to  take  in  order  to  pro- 
Tide  for  the  safety  of  the  country.  But  I 
may  be  asked,  **  Why  do  you  tiiink  such 
measures  requisite?  Are  we  not  in  alliance 
with  France?  Are  we  not  on  terms  of 
friendship  with  Russia  ?  What  other  Power 
can  molest  us?'*  To  these  questions,  my 
Lords,  my  answer  shall  be  a  short  and 
simple  one.  I  will  not  consent  to  live  in 
dependence  on  the  friendship  or  the  for- 
bearance of  any  country.  I  rely  solely  on 
my  own  vigour,  my  own  exertion,  and  my 
own  intelligence.  Does  any  noble  Lord 
in  this  House  dissent  from  the  principle 
which  I  have  laid  lown  ?  I  rejoice,  my 
LordSy  to  find  that  such  is  not  the  case. 
But  while  this  is  a  matter  for  congratula- 
tion, I  regret  to  be  obliged  to  say  that  we 
do  not  stand  well  upon  the  continent  of 
Europe.  I  do  not  think  late  events  have 
improved  our  position  in  that  respect.  But 
I  go  further,  my  Lords,  and  express  my 
belief,  as  the  result  of  my  own  careful  ob- 
servation, that  if  any  plausible  ground  of 
difference  should  arise  between  this  coun- 
try and  France,  and  that  dififercnce  should 
lead  to  hostilities,  tho  declaration  of  war 
with  England  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  country,  would  be  hailed  with 
the  utmost  enthusiasm,  not  only  by  the 
army  of  France,  but  by  the  great  mass  of 
the  French  people.  If  I  am  asked,  *'  Will 
yon  not  rely  upon  the  assurances,  and  the 
courtesies  of  the  Emperor  Napoleon  ?"  I 
reply  that  I  have  a  great  respect  for  that 


high  person,  and  that  I  will  not  enter  into 
any  explanation  on  the  subject,  but  will 
leave  every  noble  Lord  to  draw  his  own 
conclusions,  and  to  form  his  own  opinions. 
This,  however,  I  will  say,  and  I  can  say  it 
without  impropriety.  If  I  am  asked  whe- 
ther I  cannot  place  reliance  in  the  Emperor 
Napoleon,  I  reply  with  confidence  that  I 
cannot  place  reliance  in  him,  because  he  is 
in  a  situation  in  which  he  cannot  placo 
reliance  on  himself.  He  is  in  a  situation 
in  which  he  must  be  governed  by  circum- 
stances, and  I  will  not  consent  that  the 
safety  of  this  country  should  depend  on 
such  contingencies.  My  Lords,  self-re- 
liance is  the  best  road  to  distinction  in 
private  life.  It  is  equally  essential  to  the 
cl.4: meter  and  to  the  grandeur  of  a  nation. 
It  will  be  necessary  for  our  defence,  as 
I  have  already  stated,  that  we  should  have 
a  military  force  sufficient  to  cope  with 
any  Power  or  combination  of  Powers 
that  may  be  brought  against  us.  I  know 
there  will  be  great  opposition  to  the  ex- 
pense. I  feelnnd  observe  this.  But  look 
at  the  opposite  coast.  An  army  of  600,000 
men,  admirably  disciplined,  admirably  or- 
ganized, superior  to  any  other  force  of  the 
same  kind  in  Europe,  lies  within  a  few 
hours*  sail  of  our  own  shores.  That  army 
is  composed  of  brave  troops,  skilful,  welU 
commanded,  eager  for  conflict,  enthusiastic, 
fond  of  adventure,  thirsting  for  glory,  and, 
above  all,  for  military  glory.  That  is  the 
Power  arrayed  against  you.  I  do  not  ask 
you  to  combat  that  Power  aggressively,  but 
only  to  put  yourselves  in  a  state  of  suffi- 
cient defence  to  resist  it.  What  have  wo 
seen  within  the  last  few  weeks  ?  France, 
with  a  peace  establishment,  with  no  pre- 
paration for  war,  no  desire  for  war,  a  nation 
that  could  not  reduce  its  establishment  be- 
cause it  had  never  advanced  it — so  the 
Emperor  told  us,  and  I  am  bound  to  put 
faith  in  that  statement — was  yet  able  in 
the  short  period  of  five  or  six  weeks  to 
transport  an  army  of  170,000  men  to  tho 
banks  of  the  Mincio,  with  200  pieces  of 
cannon,  and  a  siege  train,  gaining  two 
great  battles  in  its  progress,  besides  other 
lesser  fights,  while  she  has  a  fleet  of  fifty 
war  steamers  in  the  Adriatic  at  this  mo- 
ment, with,  I  believe,  an  army  of  40,000 
men.  Gross  the  opposite  coast,  then,  and 
you  find  the  power  of  action,  of  motion,  of 
hostility,  of  injury.  Are  we  to  sit  supine 
on  our  own  shores,  and  not  to  prepare  the 
means  necessary  in  case  of  war  to  resist 
that  Power  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  say  that  wo 
should  do  this  for  any  aggressive  purpose. 
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Wbat  I  iMot  apoQ  is  ihtt  we  are  boynd  to  period  cf  life  in  ordkr  to  pedorm  a  aolenin 
aake  eierr  eiWt  nece&sanr  f>r  oar  ovn  datj  towards  the  eoaalrj,  he  eookL  not  bat 
i6ch«r  aad  protection.  Betide  this  the  fed  the  deep  importaDce  of  the  sobjeet — 
^•eK.V9  o^  €ipei:«e  and  of  uiooej  cioks  he  eouM  not  withhold  his  snpport  from  the 
imo  i«»K^&£»oee.  It  is  the  priee  we  must  itoble  and  leamcd  Lord  "while  thos  eo- 
TOT  f,3r  ocr  inscr&Lee,  aod  it  is  hut  a  mode-  gaged  in  pointing  ont  the  daagef*  to  which 
raie  price  for  fo  important  an  insorarce.  I  the  coontrr  was  ei posed,  and  the  growing 
ksow  ts^ie  are  persons  who  win  sav,  **  Let  sentiment  which  prevailed  ■■img  the  peo- 
»  r^a  the  h»k/'  Be  it  so.  But.  mj  pie  in  that  lespeet.  And  indeed  the  sob- 
Lerda.  if  the  caianr.itT  shoold  come,  if  the  ject  had  not  been  bronght  nnder  their 
ci:«iacTmt3on  skooU  take  place,  what  words  Lordshipa*  aitcntioo  withont  ade^nate  rea- 
dcacribe  the  extent  of  the  ealamitj.  or  son.  In  all  coontties  poaafising  free  in- 
I  imajno^tioo  ran  paint  the  orerw helm-  stitntions.  there  might  be  obaervcd  a  cer 
ran  that  wonU  fail  npon  ns.  I  shaii  be  tain  nnwiUingnesa  to  prepare  for  defence 
t^ld.  perhaps,  tikat  tbeie  are  the  timid  in  anticipation  of  war.  Snch  isstitntioas 
ceqweis  <4  oti  ase.  Mr  Lords,  for  mj-  tended  to  bring  ovt  the  feeiinga  of  our 
lerf.  I  siwnid  ran  no  risk.  Personal! r,*  I  natnre,  and  am-jng  them  were  tboae  of  self- 
have  ■otc.in;  to  fear.  But  to  point  oot  reliance  and  a  general  retnctaaee  to  eednre 
fuiRRt^  >rr.i  and  how  to  enarl  etfeetiTcl j  sacrifices  belbre  a  atro^  eonTietion  of  iheir 
s^raixH  it.  tha:  is  sareij  to  be  considered,  nccessitr  had  arisen.  lie  aaid,  therefore, 
aoc  a«  tim*4!KT,  bat  as  the  didites  of  wis-  that  it  «as  «iifa  good  reaaon  thni  the  DoUe 
Ama  assl  sc-joeoee.  I  hoTc  confined  mrself  and  learned  Lo^  had  eallad  attention  to 
TO  iMS5  VLAi  caaoiX  be  dispot^.  I  think  the  present  qneatien  It  waa,  however, 
I  have  excised  mjsesf  a' jo  to  snfcreoces  well  known  uiat  coniidcrihle  prepnrationt 
w^eft  :•?  sixs  c:s.-3  sneressrnlj  cvo:rarene.  of  a  de:'ens;ve  character  were  in  progress. 
I  M^  w  xz  I  Bare  said  iia»  been  :a  ac-  Asaoraaces  had  been  given  aa  well  1^  the 
cvrijjTee  «:tii  toot  f<e«lirr$  and  opcaions.  late  as  bj  the  present  Administration— 
I  s.VlL  :-;f;n  oase  w^a:  I  bare  to  sat  in  two  indeed  thev  were  to  be  fonnd  in  the  laa- 
emp^ire  w-^Ti^i.  w-.-rd*  cf  <-.Hema  and  9M«t  zna^  vf  the  Crvwn  itself — that  the  whole 
sf^ii^fa.-:  --•>:rt — T^  Tietis!  niitter  «as  not  cnlv  nnder  ronaidcratian, 
^U-r^::  STKaTFuRD  D£  R£DCLIFF£  bat  had  r\>r  some  time  been  the  object  of 
Ba:«L.  !!•>  w%.*  i:k  <s?*:'.^  br  aT>T  iocs  $ta»d-  vi^^'roaf  exertions  uo  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
ints  :x  'Jvbs  H:aie  ;o  later^ie  be:v««n  their  ie^tT*s  Gcvernment.  He  confemed  that  it 
Leri»'^  T«  xrA  i.i-t  a<;o4e  Earl  «fio  bai  jas:  had  ^rivea  him  mnch  sacislaciion  tn  remark 
r.wa  SLATt  'i.r&av:^  .  I»i«eti.  erea  with-  s>>me  few  dav^  ac^>  tiie  tribnte  ao  jnitlj 
«<n  ^»•:-fr^!;•^;  :^  cias  C4<>;e  Etfi.  ae  had  no  paid  to  the  Lite  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
c*raiai  :j  j«i»in!^s«  ;.:<  ci.a:«e  oc  a  sabj<ct  of  ^iraitr  br  the  ii4»ble  Lofd  whn  ia  nav  at 
zh'Ls  k-»L  5-rs  ie  betiewd  oe  sh-Mid  re-  the  head  of  the  F«ffe«gn  ilipailmint  when 
ieec  ta>.'  ^n«ral  Jseiiar  ^'  ;ae  Hvinse  wrwo  adcres».*ag  his  coasdtncnu  in  the  Citj. 
Ire  exor«M4ei  t'v  ^raeitni^  to  the  aobie  and  He  «^arce  agreed  with  his  noble  and  learned 
TearTM  Lxd  1^  ^p^'kjt  atcentrcn  to  this  Fnead  i  Lucd  Lvndhnrst)  that  the  paint  in 
aMM  i  uportaas  aai  solema  ^«»^kmx.  at  so  <|iBescioa  was  bv  no  mcnna  what  degtea 
aaxiiMa  a  t:.ii«  as  the  ^nneas.  It  seemed  of  eonftceoce  might  be  reaaannhlj  planed 
tn  c  ai  tadfi  ibe  mUk:  read  -jl  the  aJdnKs  bj  tL:s  conatnr  in  fwreiga  Powetn  nr  in  tha 
elf  as  a*i6ie  xad  Ii^Im<^i  Friend  a  sirvag  Emperor  of  the  French,  bnt  that  it 
evdeaoe  oc  lae  seat:  sua:  prevai.ia^  j«sst  c^ose  of  shame,  and 
:'t  roii^a«.*at  7ise  eoos^rr  ml  tans  sabj«ec.  aamiltation  thai  a  grcnt  Empim  likn 
Wbea  he  remembered  taat«  alThoo^gh  the  should  appear,  tkoogh  it  wem  mtlj  Ibr 
soppi^  neeeaunnr  fsx  taking  the  precaa>  (me  hoor^  to  exist  bv  snievnnen.  nnd  at 
eoaarr  measore  now  snggeoced.  conUi  not  the  g^iod  pieasare  of  a  ftrhcni^^  Mgh- 
ecigiaase  ra  thb  Uonse.  tbnt  nevertheieeaw  boar.  A  cooditian  so  wheilj  nt  sariamn 
Btensarea  had  &rst  been  broaght  an-  wrth  oar  aatioaal  charnceer  waa  net  anlj 
cooeideramw  there— when  he  rea#m-  calctL'aiedto  iaspcreaacmmef  thnsnvhiali 
bared  thae  ttie  niiOAe  Lari  dad  not  beioa^  we  oa^rhc  iadignaatlT  ta  upal ;  hnt  ita 
•a  the  naval  or  mtlicarv  proMoi.*a,  bat  that  'jeves^arj  teodeoev  waa  to 
■ia  boo«iarab&e— iie  arrx^t  sd^v  bts  ^k^rtotts  capabie  of  perfv-nn^nc  those 
^-pnoiie  lire  bad  ueea  po»«M  ii  p^ir»t:ts  ve  owed  to  t->e  wMrki  and  in 
of  a  cjaaliT  aiiferen:  kiad.  and  a^-rwver  «-*o  bad  DLieed  as  ia  the  aconii  nnaition  of 
when  be  saw  biiu  rJse  ac  a  v^rr  aoTaaofd  ivb.;  i^^vd  vrsboat  Smit^  Aa  iur^  kit  in* 
m^  ami  overcciae  tih;  :::i£rxr::cs  of  ilrat  fvra«it:«?a  weocilienffbLeaad  lanmtd  Laid, 
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lie  belioTedy  had  in  do  respect  exaggerated 
the  offeDftive  means  of  which  our  neigh- 
bours eould  dispose.  When  we  looked  to 
the  extent  of  those  means,  to  the  relations 
in  whioh  we  stood  towards  other  countries, 
to  ihe  spirit  which  was  thought  to  prevail, 
bat  too  generallj  in  Europe  i*e&pectiiig  us, 
there  was  ample  room  for  anxiety,  and  still 
more  deeply  might  that  anxiety  be  felt,  if 
we  fuUj  appreciated  the  altered  propor- 
tiooa  of  our  national  power  when  viewed 
ootoparatively  with  respect  to  the  niarvel- 
loos  extension  of  scientific  discoveries  as 
sppKed  to  military  operations  and  naviga* 
tioD.  When  we  looked,  moreover,  at  the 
lowing  demands  upon  our  naval  and  niili- 
tarj  services  for  the  protection  of  many 
distant  settlements,  and  at  the  extent  of 
oar  daily-increasing  commerce  with  all 
parts  of  the  world,  he  could  not  but  re- 
eogoixe  additional  motives  for  requiring 
and  submitting  to  augmented  means  of 
defenee,  and  submitting  to  those  sacrifices 
which  were  necessary  to  secure  the  safety 
of  cor  shores  and  to  maintain  a  salutary 
influence  in  our  negotiations  with  other 
Stfttes.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who  laid 
an  exclusive  stress  on  the  danger  of  inva- 
sion. Whatever  reason  wo  might  even- 
taally  have  to  apprehend  a  hostile  attack 
upon  our  shores,  he  was  willing  neverthe- 
less to  believe,  that  with  a  prudent  and  at 
the  same  time  a  firm  policy  on  our  part, 
and  with  some  feeling  of  regard  for  right 
and  consistency  on  tho  part  of  others,  we 
were  not  likely  to  incur  any  immediate 
danger  of  that  kind.  But  there  were  other 
considerations  which  made  it  an  imperative 
duty  for  us  to  loso  no  time  in  completing 
the  national  defences.  It  could  not  with 
any  shadow  of  reason  bo  denied  that  in 
hastening  to  accomplish  that  indispensable 
object,  we  should  only  work  out  what  the 
honour  and  interests-  of  the  country  alike 
demanded  at  our  hands.  He  was  free  at 
the  same  time  to  admit,  that  in  contemplat- 
ing the  high  pitch  of  prosperity  to  which  we 
had  attained,  the  concord  and  union  of  sen- 
timent that  existed  to  an  almost  un- 
preeedented  extent  among  us,  and  our 
command  of  resources  nearly  unlimited  in 
amount,  it  was  not  easy  to  entertain  any 
■eriooB  apprehensions  for  the  fate  of  £ng- 
land.  Our  danger  —  if  danger  there  was 
•—would  be  found  to  arise  out  of  a  care- 
leas  8clf*conHdence,  a  complacent  recol- 
leetion  of  past  successes,  and,  more  espe- 
cially, out  of  our  constant  unwillingness  to 
recognise  those  important  changes  which 
had  of  late  unquestionably,  though  grndu* 


ally,  taken  place.  He  was,  nevertheless, 
convinced  that  if  the  warning  now  offered 
were  frankly  accepted,  if  the  country  would 
boldly  look  the  defects  of  its  naval  and 
military  system  in  the  face,  and  season- 
ably turn  to  account  the  mighty  resources 
at  its  disposal,  far  from  having  any  rea- 
son to  dread  a  conflict  with  Franco  or  any 
other  foreign  Power,  tho  day  on  which 
we  should  be  called  upon  to  defend  our 
honour  and  interests  would  prove,  with  the 
blessing  of  God,  the  most  glorious  day  that 
ever  shone  upon  the  destinies  of  England. 
Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
fully  concur  in  the  feeling  of  admiration 
which  has  been  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  spoken  with  respect  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite.  I  fully  admit  that  in  this  re- 
markable intellectual  effort  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  put  his  views  before  your 
Lordships  with  his  usual  clearness  and 
eloquence,  and  that  those  views,  so  lucidly 
stated,  contain  much  of  truth,  and  picture 
vividly  the  patriotism  and  the  spirit  which 
pervade  the  country  on  this  all-important 
question.  At  the  same  time  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  asking  myself  whether  any  great 
practical  good  is  likely  to  result* from  whot 
has  fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lurd. 
I  am  not  sure  whether  tho  object  of  his 
observations  is  to  stimulate  tho  country  or 
to  stimulate  the  Government;  but  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  as  regards 
other  countries  and  other  Governments,  I 
cannot  foresee  any  advantage  likely  to 
ariso  from  tho  course  which  has  been 
taken.  There  is  nothing  which  gives  such 
weight  to  t\\i6  House  as  the  debates  which 
take  placo  in  it  upon  all  the  important 
subjects  relating  to  our  connection  with 
foreign  States,  but  at  the  same  time  it 
cannot  be  denied  that  upon  each  individual 
Member — and  certainly  upon  each  indi- 
vidual Member  of  the  Government — rests  a 
grave  responsibility  in  regord  to  what  may 
be  spoken  by  him.  During  tho  first  three 
months  of  the  present  Parliamentary  year, 
I  think  we  had  only  three  debates  upon 
the  delicate  subject  of  our  foreign  rela- 
tions. Those  debates  were  not  devoid  of 
spirit  or  of  frankness,  but  they  were  con- 
ducted with  a  prudence  and  discretion 
which  were  not  only  highly  approved  by 
the  public  at  large,  but  produced  a  good 
practical  effect  on  the  Continent,  and  even 
in  some  countries  where  our  free  institu- 
tions are  little  loved.  Since  the  accession 
of  tho  present  Government  to  office,  this 
House  hfls  sat  only  four  nights,  and  during 
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<hroo  of  thiMu  (tlinrp  diRcuHsions  havo  taken 
]  Uro  upon  KiMUti  (Iclicato  nintters  conncct- 
v\\  with  our  foroif^^u  rolntionii.  Ono  noble 
mid  gAlUnt  rricnd  of  initio,  whom  1  do  not 
uro  in  hin  )d:uM\  rpoko  on  two  consecutive 
iii^litK^ith  nn  ohMpionconnd  facility  and  a 
puviiiion  which  aro  corlninly  nio»t  rcmark- 
ahlo  in  ono  whoi^o  profossionnl  career  has 
piovontod  him  from  acquiring  oxporicnccin 
rarliamcntrtry  or  any  other  kind  of  pub- 
lic »)>OAkinj;;  hut  at  the  sn mo  time,  1  must 
MV.  that  hi!«  attack  upon  the  head  of  a 
l^ovovnincnt  which  i«  at  present  in  friendly 
AlHanoo  with  ns,  and  still  more  the  irritat- 
ing remarks  >\hich  he  made  upon  the  whole 
Ftt^neh  nstion,  wore  not  well  calculated  to 
bo  of  advantap^c  in  the  existing  state  of 
atlairs.  1  am  hound  to  state,  however,  on 
I  ho  contrary,  thnt  the  two  noble  Karls 
whom  1  now  see  Mitim;^  toj^othcr-^l  mean 
the  lato  riimo  Minister  and  the  h\to  Fo- 


but  the  very  moment  he  got  out  of  harness, 

like  Cowper's 

"  Post-  horse,  right  gimd  to  miss 
The  lumberiDg  of  the  wheels/' 

he  ^allopped  about  without  thinking  what 
mis(  hief  ho  might  inflict,  or  where  he  might 
place  hia  foot.  I  do  think  that  when  that 
noblo  Earl,  in  defiance  of  all  international 
law,  and  in  defiance  of  the  feelings  of  a 
great  marilimc  Power — our  neighbour,  de- 
clnrcd  what  his  ideas  were  of  the  limits  of 
the  British  shore,  he  ought  to  have  recol- 
lected that  such  remarks  were  but  ill  fitted 
to  preserve  the  peaceful  character  of  our 
foreign  relations.  And  now,  my  Lords, 
we  have  this  evening  been  addressed  upon 
the  same  subject  with  greater  weight, 
greater  moderation,  and  grater  temper. 
But  I  nm  not  sure  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  has  been  jodiciooi 
in  all  he  has  said.     If  a  feeling  of  hostility 
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noble  and  learned  Lord  is  one  which  is 
fully  participated  in  by  the  people  at  large. 
Unquestionably  a  proper  feeling  in  that  re- 
speet  already  exists,  and  the  only  fear  is 
Aal  it  may  be  excited  beyond  its  legiti- 
mate work.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  talked  of  invasion ;  but  that  I  bclievo 
18  at  the  present  moment  out  of  tho  ques- 
tion. While  we  are  on  the  best  possible 
terms  with  the  United  States,  while  Russia 
is  notoriously  not  prepared  for  war,  and 
while  France  is  engaged  in  a  bloody  and 
ODStlj  contest  in  Italy,  at  such  a  moment, 
we  are  certainly  not  in  danger  of  an  in- 
▼asion.  But  what  we  all  feel  is,  that  it 
wonld  be  absolute  folly  for  a  great  and  rich 
country  like  England  not  to  take  those 
permanent  precautions  which  at  all  tiroes 
will  relieTe  us,  not  only  from  invasion  it- 
self, bat  from  the  very  alarm  of  invasion, 
so  injurious  as  it  might  be  to  our  commerce 
and  our  prosperity.  If  there  be  any  truth 
more  clearly  to  be  derived  from  the  teacli- 
ioga  of  practical  political  experience  than 
another  it  is  this — that  if  we  excite  a  feel- 
ing to  an  unnatural  degree  that  excitement 
will  be  followed  by  a  reaction,  and  the  pro* 
bability  is  that  if  the  people  are  too  much 
agitated  now  they  may  at  some  future  time 
be  seized  with  a  fit  of  economy  which  will 
prevent  the  Government  of  the  day  from 
continuing  those  permanent  means  of  de- 
feneoy  which  I,  for  one,  coneider  of  the  most 
absolute  necessity  that  this  country  should 

SOTide.  I  now  come  to  tho  conduct  of 
er  Majesty's  Government,  and  to  the 
qnestion  whether  it  is  necessary  to  sti- 
mulate them  with  regard  to  this  most  im- 
portant subject.  My  noble  Friend  (the 
Dnke  of  Somerset)  and  myself  have  al- 
ready had  occasion  to  make  in  this  House 
explicit  declarations  upon  this  point,  and  I 
am  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  repeat- 
ing that  those  declarations  are  not  mere 
expressions  of  individual  opinions,  but  the 
aothorized  statement  of  the  views  of  the 
whole  of  the  Cabinet  intrusted  with  the 
Qovemment  of  the  country.  I  know  no- 
thing in  the  character  of  Lord  Palmerston, 
the  head  of  the  Government,  which  should 
excite  alarm  in  this  respect.  1  believe  that 
all  who  have  seen  anything  of  that  noble 
Lord  know  that  for  years  there  has  been 
no  man — except  perhaps  the  late  Duke  of 
Wellington — who,  both  in  private  and  in 
public,  has  more  anxiously  pressed  the  im- 
portance of  maintaining  our  national  de- 
fences in  a  proper  state  of  preparation 
than  he  has  done^  Some  doubt  may  have 
been  ereated  by  what  fell  from  the  noble 


I  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Broagham)  with 
regard  to  the  state  of  the  navy  at  tho  be- 
ginning of  last  year,  which  was  cheered 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Derby),  and  which  must  have  been  found- 
ed upon  a  statoment  made   by  the  noble 
Earl  himself  the  other  day,  that  at  that 
time  the  navy  was  in  a  state  of  **  weak- 
ness, impotence,  and  decrepitude."     [The 
Earl  of  Derby  :  Hear,  hear !]     The  noble 
Earl  cheers ;  but  I  really  venture  to  ask 
him  how  he  reconciles  that  cheer  with  the 
statement  made  by  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment concerned  last  year  ?     I  do  not 
wish  to  trespass  upon  your  Lordships'  at- 
tention, but  perhaps  1  may  be  allowed  to 
give  you  a  very  short  sketch  of  what  has 
occurred  with  regard  to  the  navy.     The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham) 
referred  to  the  great  difiference  in  the  com- 
parison between  tho  forces  of  France  and 
England  which  resulted  from  the  applica- 
tion of  steam  to  navigation.     No  sane  per- 
son can  doubt  that  whereas  it  had  formerly 
been  impossible  for  the  French  nation  to 
equal  us   in   sailing  vessels,  as  soon   as 
steam  was  introduced  the  terras  became 
equal,  and  the  race  equal  to  both  coun- 
tries. In  the  year  1852,  however,  we  were 
superior  to  the  French  in  steam  vessels 
by,  1  think,  52  ships.     During  the  war 
we  maintained  our  superiority  both  in  the 
Baltic  and  in  the  Black  Sea.    At  that  time 
I  think  284  ships,  besides  107  mortar  ves- 
sels, were  added  to  the  navy.    In  1858  we 
had  16  large  ships  in  excess  of  the  number 
possessed  by  the  French  ;  and  although  it 
might  be  true  that  we  were  deficient  in 
frigates,  we  had  224  smaller  steam  vessels 
more  than  they  had.     At  the  cessation  of 
the  war  the  country  required,  and  to  a 
certain  extent  reasonably  required,  a  re- 
duction of  our  armaments.     The  Govern- 
ment did  not  entirely  comply  with  those 
requisitions.     They  reduced  the  navy,  but 
instead  of  returning  to  its  condition  pre- 
vious to  the  war,  they  went  back  to  the 
standard  of  tho  first  year  of  preparations 
for  war,  which  exceeded  the  peace  esta- 
blishment by  about  1,000  men,  and  in  the 
shipbuilding  department  by  about  50  per 
cent.     Last  year  a  cry  arose  in  the  coun- 
try, which  was  most  eloquently  enforced 
by  Mr.  Disraeli  in  Parliament,  that  not 
only  our  civil  but  also  our  military  and 
naval  expenditut*e  must  be  reduced  in  pro- 
portion to  the  reduction  of  our  taxation. 
The  charges  which  were  made  against  the 
then  head  of  the  Admiralty  (Sir  Charlea 
Wood)  were  that  he  was  spending  too 
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nmeh  raonej  and  building  too  large  Bhips. 
Her  Majesty's  laic  GoTernroent  acceded  to 
power,  and  ten  days  afterwards  Sir  John 
Pakington,  their  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, went  down  to  the  House  of  Commons 
and  said  that  the  Navy  Estimates  of  the 
preceding  Government  were  so  large  that 
tho  Ministry  could  not  take  the  responsibi- 
lity of  proposing  them  to  Parliament  with- 
out duo  and  mature  deliberation.  They 
took  one  month  to  consider  the  matter,  and 
then  Sir  John  Pakington  in  his  place  in 
Parliament  proposed  reductions  under  three 
not  unimportant  heads, — the  wages  in  the 
dockyards,  the  purchase  of  steam-engines 
for  ships,  and  the  extension  of  Key  ham 
yard  ;  and  he  defended  these  reductions 
on  tho  ground  that  the  Go?ernment,  after 
ample  inquiry  and  careful  deliberation,  had 
come  to  tho  conclusion  that  those  reduc- 
tions could  bo  made  without  in  the  slightest 
degree  impairing  the  efficiency  of  the  na?y. 
Sir  Charles  Wood  remonstrated  with  him ; 
and  in  reply  to  his  remonstrances  Sir  John 
Pakinsrton  prored,  or  endeavoured  to  prove, 
that  Sir  Charles  Wood's  calculations  were 
erroneous ;  that  there  was  a  greater  dif- 
ference between  the  French  and  English 
fleets  than  he  supposed,  and  that  with  re- 
gard to  weight  and  number  of  guns  espe- 
cially, the  latter  was  greatly  superior.  His 
whole  argument  was  to  show  that  Sir  C. 
Wood  was  wrong  in  proposing  such  large 
Estimates,  while  the  Government  was  quite 
right  in  reducing  them.  Later  important 
intelligence  was  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  great  activity  in  the  French 
dockyards.  I  believe  that  this  great  ac- 
tivity commenced  after  the  change  of  Go- 
vernment took  place ;  but  Vhether  that 
was  so  or  not,  it  certainly  afforded  a  suffi- 
cient stimulus  for  exertion  on  our  side. 
Well,  but  Her  Majesty's  late  Government 
did  not  then  either  propose  large  additional 
Estimates  to  the  House  of  Commons,  nor 
did  they  on  their  own  responsibility  spend 
large  sums  of  money  for  the  expenditure 
of  which  they  might  subsequently  be  in- 
demnified. What  they  did  was  this.  They 
diverted  workmen  from  the  establishment 
for  repairs  to  the  conversion  of  ships, 
which  otherwise  conld  not  have  been 
effected.  They  converted  four  ships — 
tbat  may  have  been  right,  but  at  the  same 
tiBM  they  aacrificetl  an  amount  of  money 
whieh  might  have  been  usefully  employed 
in  other  repairs— and  they  energetically 
preeaed  tho  completion  of  eight  ships  of 
Um  line,  which  were  almost  ready  to  be 
when  tko  previona  OovemmenI 
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retired.     I  am  really  afraid  of  wearying 
your  Lordships  with  these  details,  and  I  do 
not  refer  to  them  with  the  slightest  inten- 
tion of  throwing  blame  upon  the  late  Go- 
vernment.    On  the  contrary,  I  am  ready 
to  admit  that  from  the  beginning  of  this 
year  they  have  shown  the  moat  landablo 
energy  and  activity  in  increasing  the  navy 
to  the  greatest  possible  extent.     Within  a 
recent  period  they  have  prepared  additional 
Estimates.  Tho^^e  Estimates  are  very  large, 
but  I  believe  them  to  be  strietly  neoessary ; 
and  when  the  time  comes  for  their  discus- 
sion in  "  another  place  "  it  will  be  found 
that,  if  there  is  any  difference,  it  is  that  the 
noble  Duke  near  me  (the  Duke  of  Somer^ 
s«;t)  has  in  some  cases  looked  a  little  further 
than  even  Her  Majesty's  late  Government 
It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  enter  into  a 
defence  of  the  army.     The  noble  Earl  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Derby)  repeated  the 
other  day  what  he  so  handsomely  stated 
when  he  took  oflBce — namely,  that  he  was 
surprised  at  the  number  and  eflSeiency  of 
the  troops  which  he  found  in  this  country. 
I  quite  admit  that  the  army  whioh  we  noif 
possess  is  not  largo  enough  to  meet  any 
great  force  coming  suddenly  open  na  ;  and 
I  think  it  is  clearly  the  doty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  direct  its  attention  to  these 
questions  of  the  army,  and  of  defending 
our  arsenals  so  as,  if  posaible,  to  make 
them  impregnable,  to  consider  moei  care- 
fully those  applications  of  practical  science 
which  have  already  prodoced  weapons  of 
so  deadly  a  character,  and,  moreover,  to 
consider  the  vitally  important  pwnt  of  the 
means  of  defence  against  such  morderoos 
weapons  when  directed  against  ourselves. 
To  these  must  be  added  the  question  of 
the  embodied   militia,   the  experianee  of 
which  has  been  most  satisfactory  to  the 
country,    and   of  other   systems.      I    do 
know  anything  that  would  be  more  likely 
to  be   valuable  as  a   means  of    defence 
than  the  formation  of  volunteer  eorpe  of 
artillery,  while  I  believe  that  rifle  eorpe 
will  afford  considerable  assistance.    It  will 
also  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
consider  how  far  they  can  enconragte  the 
formation  of  a  reserve.     I  beg,  however, 
to  state  explicitly  that  no  person  in  this 
House  is  more  convinced  of  the  neeessity 
of  putting  our  national  defeneea  in  proper 
order  than  is  every  Member  of  herMajesty's 
Government.     There  is  no  desire  on  our 
part  to  conceal  our  preparations  from  fo- 
reign nations.     We  have  no  reaaon  to  be 
'  reluctant  to  explain  to  them  that,  however 
I  much  we  may  deplore  that  all  Borope 
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shoald  be  arming,  jet  when  all  Europe 
does  ami,  we  cannot  be  left  entirely  be- 
htiulhand  in  the  race,  and  that  we  require 
to  be  placed  in  such  a  position  as  simll 
give  08  the  influence  which  we  ought  to 
have  IB  the  counsels  of  Europe  when  the 
proper  opportunity  comes  for  restoring 
peace,  and  shall  enable  us  to  ensure  the 
eonditions  most  faTourable  to  the  happiness 
and  interests  of  all  who  are  concerned. 
Bat  while  we  are  engaged  in  this  difficult, 
thia  responsible,  and  this  all- important 
taak — while  you  allow  us  to  retain  our 
•eata  on  thia  bench — I  think  we  may  with 
eonfldence  ask  your  Lordships  to  give  us 
your  support  and  your  assistance,  and  not 
lo  any  way  to  embarrass  us  —  a  result 
which,  I  think  it  will  appear  to  your  Lord- 
■liipa,  on  cool  reflection,  cannot  be  secured 
if  on  every  occasion  of  our  meeting  we 
nuh  tnmultuously  into  the  consideration 
and  discussion  of  questions  of  the  most 
delicate  character. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE  said,  he 
had  listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  which  he  concurred  with  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stratford  de  Redclifle)  in  think- 
ing was  as  patriotic  and  useful  as  it  was 
important;  and  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  pleasing,  not  only  to  their  Lordships' 
House,  but  to  the  public  at  large,  from  its 
ealm  and  dispassionate  review  of  the  con- 
dition in  which,  under  present  circum- 
stances, wo  might  be  placed,  and  which  we 
had  a  right — not  he  trusted,  to  anticipate 
as  rapidly  approaching,  but  at  least  to  con« 
template  as  possible.  When  we  considered 
that  the  Britisn  empire  composed  of  numer- 
oos  and  detached  portions  of  the  globe — 
separated  by  the  ocean,  the  common  high- 
way of  all  the  world,  and  that  if  the  forces 
of  the  two  great  maritime  nations  should  by 
anj  accident  be  combined  against  us,  they 
were  not  in  a  condition  to  satisfy  tiie  pco- 
plo  of  this  country  that  they  were  secure, 
natters  assumed  a  serious  aspect.  We 
were  an  unaggressive  power,  thinking  of 
defence  and  not  of  offence;  and  he,  for 
his  pari,  desired  to  speak  only  in  terms  of 
high  respect  for  the  man  who  ruled  the 
great  French  nation.  But  there  was  no- 
thing improper  in  a  Member  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  calling  the  attention  to  the 
defensive  condition  of  the  country  at  a  time 
like  the  present;  but  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Oranville)  instead  of  pursuing  the  patriotic 
course,  seemed  to  be  desirous  to  divert  the 
debate  into  a  mere  party  question,  whether 
a  ship  more  or  less  was  built  during  the 


late  Administration — instead  of  addressing 
himself  to  the  great  question,  the   noble 
Earl  seemed  to  consider  himself  in  the  light 
of  a  crimiual,  and  that  he  was  obliged  to 
raise  party  questions   in  order  to  defend 
himself;    when,    in    fact,    the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  not  meant  to  throw  the 
slightest  reflection  on  him  or  the  Govern- 
ment.    The  noble  Earl  had  described  him 
(the  Earl  of  Hardwicke)  as  one  who,  when 
the  drag-chain  of  office  was  on,  had  been 
steady  and  quiet;  but  having  got  rid  of  it, 
galloped  here  and  there  until  he  at  last  got 
so  far  as  to  say,  that  the  boundary  of  this 
country  was  the  low-water  mark   on  the 
French  coast.     He  would  recommend  the 
noble  Earl  to  gallop  to  the  same  conclusion 
as  fast  as  he  could  for  purposes  of  defence; 
the  power  of  shutting  up  the  French  fleet 
in  their   ports,   or  of  making  them  fight 
on  their  own  coast,  and  not  on  ours,  was 
what  he   meant   and  not  that  which  had 
been   attributed   to  him,    that  he  was  so 
foolish  as  to  say  that  the  British  Channel 
should   be  the  property  of    this    country. 
If  any  French  naval  officer  thought  that 
England  was  an  aggressive  power,  would 
he  not  recommend  that  if  possible  the  Bri- 
tish   Channel   should    be    considered    the 
French   Channel,  and  that  the  low-water 
mark  of  England  should  be  the  frontier  of 
France  ?  It  was  to  the  importance  of  put« 
ting  our  navy  into  such  a  position,  that  at 
the  breaking  out  of  a  war  it  might  be  able 
to  blockade  the  enemy's   ports,  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  addressed  him- 
self when  he  spoke  of  the  necessity  of  our 
having  ready  an  overwhelming  naval  force. 
Were  they  going  to  wait  until  there  ac- 
tually was  war  ?  The  time  to  prepare  was 
now,  when  we  were  at  peace,  by  building 
and  manning  our  ships;  for,  otherwise,  in- 
stead of  our  being  able  to  drive  the  enemy 
to  the  opposite  shores,  we  should  be  com- 
pelled to  retreat  into  our  own  ports  and  in- 
cur the  chance  of    the   war  arriving   to 
this  country  in  another  shape.     As  to  the 
party  question.    What  the  noble  Earl  said 
in  reference  to  the  condition  of  the  fleets 
of  England  and  France  when  Sir  Charles 
Wood    was  in   office   was,   as  he   under- 
stood, that  we   had   something   like   160 
or  200  vessels  more  than  Fronce  ;   and 
no  doubt  it  was  true  if  you   took  every 
vessel  propelled  by  steam,  without  regard 
to  quality  or  size,  to  say  that  the  excess 
WAS  140  or  150,  but  it  was  made  up  of 
gunboats,  of  which  France   had   twenty- 
eight,  and   England    160.      As  regarded 
line-of-battle  ships  we  had  been  reduced 
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to  li  oondition  whioli  wo  Imd  novcr  bcforo 
W«Mi  rodiUMMl  to  witliin  tbo  memory  of 
liviiiji  mcMi-  tlmt  of  Imving  two  or  tlirce 
ikliipri  of  tho  lino  Iohh  tlmii  was  possessed 
hv  Kfftnoo,  nml  being  very  considerably 
wVnkor  in  tbo  nmttor  of  frigates.  It  was 
porfootlv  trno  tbnt  tiic  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Aduuniity  of  tbo  lato  Uovornment  did  otFor 
to  roduoi*,  or  did  actually  reduce,  tbe  Navy 
KAtinmtoA  by  a  small  amount,  but  as  soon 
Ail  tbat  OoVornmont  became  acquainted 
witb  tbo  real  «tato  of  tbo  navy  tbeir 
mind*  xvoro  directed  to  its  improvement. 
Tbov  found  tbat  tbo  wav  in  wbicb  tbe 
oon»ttuotion  of  tbo  navv  bad  been  conduct* 
od  by  tlioir  prinbH^e^sora  was  tbis :  tbey 
bad  taken  from  rarliament  certain  Votes 
tor  tbo  oonstruetion  of  sbips,  but,  instead 
of  applviuj*  it  to  tbat  purpose,  tbey  applied 


moasuceB  of  his  predeceBSort  the  coantry 
might  depend  on  having  a  powerful  navy 
forthcoming  whenever  an  emergency  arose., 
lie  advised  the  present  Oovemment  to  let 
no  time  be  lost  in  raising  their  fleet  to  100 
sail  of  the  lino,  and  not  to  grudge  the  cost, 
for  tbey  might  depend  upon  it  thtt, 
although  such  force  -might  not  be  needed 
tbey  would  be  laying  out  the  money  in  the 
best  possible  manner.  They  would  by  bo 
doing  strengthen  our  alHancet ;  they  would 
greatly  assist  the  Foreign  Minister  in  his 
communications  with  other  countries  ;  they 
would  render  commerce  secure  wherever 
tbe  British  flag  floated  ;  the  fluctuations  in 
tbe  price  of  funds,  in  consequence  of  the 
slightest  breeze  on  the  other  side  of  the 
water,  would  cease,  and  thej  would  im- 
prove tbeir  position  in  the  opinion  of  the 


|Mivl  of  tbo  money  to  shipbuilding  and  tbe  great  man  that  now  ruled  France.  He 
it^»t  to  oibor  purpofto»  in  tbe  dockyards.  -  was  firmly  convinced  that  the  Emperor  of 
Ho  did  not  «ay  ^bother  it  was  necessary  <  the  French  would  rejoice  at  a  considerable 
or  not  xUaX  tbey  »bould  do  so — that  was  ■  augmentation  of  our  naral  strength,  be- 
nol  the  points  but  tbo  otTooi  produccil  was  cause  it  would  furnish  him  with  a  powerfal 
I  It  At  tbo  public,  believing  that  tbe  navy  |  argument  against  sueh  of  his  subjects  u 
WA«  incix'A^iu];  in  pivportiou  to  tbe  money  '  desired  an  invasion  of  this  country  by 
\ot<s!.  wt-ro  «Us,viu\l  bv  tbe  money  toeing  France.  lie  believed  that  that  ruler  would 
14%)  o»i  for  other  purpo^^ed^.  What  course  much  rather  quiet  than  stimiilate  that  de- 
d%)  tbe  'Ato  iioxernmeni  take  r  Tbey  de-  »ire  of  invasion,  and  would  be  glad  to  see 
tev.vv.)e\l  to  pivslu^v  a»  v.^ueb  as  t*u\v  could  (be  maritime  power  of  this  coniitry  raised 
f\Nr  ibe  n%o»ev,A*.id  i.- stead  of  Mltseiin^  aw^^y  to  a  considerable  pitch,  that  the  question 
A  xv;t;.v\  ot'  :V.e  txrvl  vi  re:vAT:nj;  pAudlo-  might  rot  be  pressed  upon  him  as  to 
>:ii>A'^*c*^.  *r..;  Al:er»i;  sV.^os  whvb    v lusher  Le  s!.ould  make  war  upon  Eng- 


« 

«  ^  4    *        %   «    *•  « «l 


>>".■*»  A".". 


So  %^:*  ,<^^T  u*t\  th^\   devcttvt 


•  4       «»       « 


*     •■* 


iV  ^^,^e 

^<  ^^**»'  :♦  •  .* , ."  >iwvA".*.  X  i-iiif  **.    T  At  <Nr  ::T*e 
<i'*yvaV\v  tVew  /•.  A  w^-v  *>tvrt  t'r.^e  :o  *jiu:'c*". 


;>.:*  xca:  T'-fv  ^o- 


*f»%sY  ,v  ^^'V;  *>r*sAv 


*^^>^^>  ri      k,- 


^•> 


ML 


V  A^ 


^^A*,' 


.*:.' 


.*'» 


^v<s*r«i>    ?/    K'    ^M    ;    Jx    ,•»,.?    s:  . 

llwJk  >Mi«»K  /wc  .Ki-  ♦  !  4Nif  ,*•.  J  '   -^  ,-11     : .' 


.ana  or  not. 

Tns  Pn^c  of  SOMERSET  nut  ex- 
rr>CJ4  bis  refvvt  tbat  a  qoestioB  of  sueh 
crave  ::i^;K>nar^ee  as  tint  of  the  navBl  de- 
:>r.<.v^  of  tb.:s  coactrr  bad  been  treated  u 
::  :.Ai  ^<^k  It  ;be  bc^  and  leaived  Lord. 

i::'  c^s^nalI:os  whkii  be  bi»telf  made 
::f  j:bfr  crfi.irx  c»a  ti^  saljeeC  be 
: X -."'«  ' T  j^y^x. Tdi  fr^oa  saTia^  aa jtfaiag 
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the  infonnation  relntivo  to  the  growing  su- 
perioritj,  or  rather  great  increase,  of  the 
French  naTj  had  been  received  here  at  the 
eommencement  of  July,  1858.  There  was 
plenty  of  time  to  have  come  down  to  Par- 
liament that  Session  and  ask  for  increased 
Eatimates ;  but  nothing  of  the  kind  was 
done  ;  but  on  the  contrary,  the  works  in 
the  dockyards  were  reduced,  and  the  order 
went  forth  to  stop  the  extra  jobwork.  But 
he  admitted  that  at  last  the  late  Govern- 
ment did  come  to  Parliament  and  state  the 
growing  increase  of  the  French  navy,  and 
that  they  vigorously  set  to  work  to  im- 
prove the  state  of  our  own  navy.  He 
greatly  regretted  the  exciting  language 
which  their  Lordships  had  just  heard.  If 
such  language  were  persevered  in  it  would 
be  necessary  to  have  not  only  a  peace  but 
a  war  establishment.  There  was  no  peace 
whatever  in  the  language  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  All  he  said  was  for  war. 
That  language  was  calculated  to  excite  the 
passions  of  England  and  France,  and  he 
thought  it  most  unwise  to  talk  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  done  of  two  great 
nations.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
might  have  done  good  service  if  he  had 
simply  shown  the  present  position  of  afifairs, 
and  had  urged  upon  the  Government  the 
necessity  of  increasing  our  naval  force  and 
the  land  fortifications  of  the  country  ;  but 
instead  of  doing  so  he  had  used  exciting 
language  which  would  spread  throughout 
the  country,  and  which,  as  it  came  from 
a  man'  of  so  much  eminence,  and  from  a 
man  who  had  recently  taken  so  distin- 
guished a  part  in  foreign  policy,  would 
have  a  very  bad  effect.  He  well  remem- 
bered the  strong  language  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  used  not  long  ago  wlien 
pleading  the  cause  of  Italy.  His  sympa- 
thies were  then  with  Italy,  but  they  were 
now  utterly  gone,  and  nothing  remained 
but  his  anger  with  France.  During  the 
short  time  that  he  (the  Duke  of  Somerset) 
had  heen  in  o£Sce  he  had  done  everything 
in  his  power  to  increase  the  power  of  tliis 
Coxmirj  by  sea.  He  had  thought  it  his 
duty  to  continue  works  in  the  dockyards 
which  had,  indeed,  been  begun  by  the  late 
Government,  but  as  they  had  only  taken  a 
Vote  for  six  months,  they  most  have  been 
chscontinued  had  the  late  Government  con- 
tinued in  office,  and  3,000  workmen  would 
have  been  dismissed  from  the  dockyards 
next  autumn.  He  (the  Duke  of  Somerset) 
on  the  contrary,  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  take  an  additional  sum  for  the  works 
now  in  progress,  in  order  that  they  might 
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be  carried  on  until  the  commencement  of 
the  next  financial  year.  He  hoped  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  not  be  in- 
duced by  exciting  language  to  demand  ar- 
maments on  a  war  scale,  for  the  putting  of 
armaments  on  that  scale  led  to  war.  He 
thought  it  was  our  duty  to  steadily  increase 
our  armaments,  but  he  would  not  adopt 
the  language  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  said  that  we  must  at  once  pre- 
pare for  defence  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe  where  the  English  flag  floated. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  they  seemed 
agreed  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  with- 
out one  single  exception,  as  to  the  ex- 
pediency, or,  indeed,  the  necessity,  of  de- 
fensive preparations.  In  that  there  was 
nothing  invidious  either  towards  foreign 
nations  or  their  rulers  ;  but  it  was  simply 
caused  by  the  posture  of  affairs  in  Europe, 
where  the  different  countries  were  swarm- 
ing with  great  armies  under  the  control  of 
a  few  individuals  possessing  absolute  and 
unlimited  power,  and  whose  caprices  might 
any  day  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace. 
Under  such  circumstances  we  were  bound 
to  stand  prepared  in  our  own  defence  for 
whatever  might  happen,  without  expecting 
anything  to  happen,  or  dreading  anything 
that  might  happen.  He  deeply  lament- 
ed what  hod  been  said  by  his  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  (Lord  Howden)  who  was 
not  in  his  place,  in  reference  to  the 
feelings  of  the  French  people  with  regard 
to  the  invasion  of  England.  He  (Lord 
Brougham)  positively  denied  that  the  feel- 
ing was  such  as  had  been  represented. 
There  was  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
French  people  to  engage  in  war  with  this 
country  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  there  was 
an  almost  universal  desire  to  maintain 
peace.  With  respect  to  the  rulers  of  Rus- 
sia, of  Austria,  and  of  France,  it  was  not 
safe  to  allow  either  of  them  to  encroach 
ever  so  little  upon  the  rights  of  others. 
There  was  an  old  maxim  to  the  effect  that 
they  whom  you  allowed  to  go  but  a  very 
little  beyond  the  line  which  divided  right 
from  wrong,  were  very  apt  to  go  a  great 
deal  further  without  your  leave,  cui  plus 
licet  qiMtn  debet  eum  semper  plus  velle 
guam  licet.  If  you  gave  them  an  inch 
they  would  take  an  ell.  He  had  confi- 
dence in  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  but 
whether  we  trusted  him  or  mistrusted  him 
we  certainly  ought  to  trust  to  ourselves  ; 
and  without  expecting  war  or  dreading 
war  we  ought  to  be  prepared  for  our  own 
defence  whatever  might  happen.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst) 
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and  his  noblo  and  gallant  Friend  (Lord 
Uardwicke)  seemed  to  ha?o  performed  the 
proverbially  superfluous  office  of  ])reach- 
ing  to  tiiose  already  converted,  for  no  one 
denied,  or  even  doubted,  tbat  we  should  be 
fully  prepared  for  all  accidents.  As  to  the 
French  people  we  had  no  mistrust  of  them; 
but  there  existed  but  one  opinion  as  to  the 
absolute  necessity  of  our  being  fully  pre- 
pared in  the  present  state  of  Europe.  We 
had  no  distrust  of  foreign  nations  ;  but  on 
the  other  hand,  they  had  no  right  to  com- 
plain of  our  being  prepared  when  they  had 
proved  themselves  to  be  prepared. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  only  a  very  few  words  to 
offer,  but  I  cannot  leave  the  House  with 
satisfaction  to  myself  without  takin^^  the 
opportunity  of  expressing  to  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  my  most  grateful  thanks 
for  the  great  service  which,  in  my  opinion, 
he  has  performed.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  put  an  end  to  that  fatal  course 
of  self-deception  in  which  this  country  has 
for  so  many  years  been  indulging.  He 
has  distinctly  placed  before  the  House  and 
the  public  the  picture  of  what  we  were 
and  what  we  are— of  what  we  are  under 
circumstances  the  most  perilous  which  have 
occurred  for  the  last  half  century.  I  feel 
convinced  that  upon  the  most  mature  after- 
reflection  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  will 
not  find  one  word  in  the  great  speech 
which  he  has  delivered  to-night  which  he 
would  desire  to  alter.  Mv  Lords,  the 
people  of  this  country  have,  by  almost  all 
who  have  been  in  the  habit  of  adOressing 
them,  both  within  the  walls  of  Parliament 
and  at  public  meetings,  been  led  to  think 
much  more  of  the  past  than  of  the  pre- 
sent, and  not  at  all  of  the  future.  Thev 
have  been  resting  upon  the  memory  of  past 
glories,  and  the}'  have  been  imngining 
thov  were  onlv  on  the  morrow  of  Waterloo  ' 
and  Trafalgar.  That  is  not  my  feeling, 
and  it  is  now  twelve  years  since  I  took  the 
opportunity  of  calling  attention  to  the 
great  changes  which  had  then  taken  place 
in  the  ci.cumstnnces  of  Europe  s^ince  the 
year  ISlo.  and  urging  upon  the  House  the 
adoption  of  some  other  measures  than  the  ' 
mere  law  for  ballotting  for  the  militia,  now 
enforced  for  the  pnrpo>e  of  giving  us  the 
requisite  security.  I  have  since  nj>on  . 
several  occasions  pressed  the  same  eon  side-  : 
rations,  as  far  as  I  could,  upon  1)1  e  public  j 
miud.  Of  all  the  nations  of  EurofK?  we 
■re  the  most  mlnerable  at  sen.  because 
we  Lave,  in  addition  to  our  owl  .trrit:-rT, 
our  CuluDies  aud  onr  great  co'Lmevce  to  | 
Lord  Bnmgham 


defend  ;    and  if  we  hare  not  tuperioritT 
at  j^ea  we   are  more   Tulaenkble  thtn  iS\ 
other   nations  on  land,  because  we  hive 
a   much   larger  frontier,  and    one  nmeh 
more  exposed  than  any  other  nation.     On 
all  sidea  we  are  expoied  to  attack,  if  we 
hare  not  a  naTcl  saperioritj  to  proicet  u. 
My  Lords,  we  have  been  deaired  to-iugbt 
to  change  the  language  which  ■ome  are 
disposed  to  use  with  respect  to  the  ar- 
maments and  oouneils  of  onr  neighboan. 
My  Lords,  were  we  to  do  so,  it  appears  to 
me  that  we  should  adopt  a  coarse  of  eon- 
duct  very  inconsistent  with  onr  doty  as 
Members   of  the   Legislatnra.      In  wbat 
part  of  the  world  wSl  liberty  of  speeek 
take  refuge  if  it  is  not  to  he  pwuittad 
to  take  refuge  in  this  Honee  ?     what  are 
the  circumstances  of  the  war.  and  how  hu 
that  war  been  described  on  both  sideiflf 
the  House  ?     I  beliere,  since  we  net  afttf 
the  dissolution,  I   have  heard   the  wod 
'*  iniquitous '*  applied  to  it.     Xo  ene  hu 
questioned  the  correetuess  of  that  dearri^ 
tiou.     It  is  certainly  a  war  withoat  jostifi- 
cation.     Even  if  the  object  he  a  good  one, 
it  is  not  justifiable  by  wrong  and  bad  mean 
to  attempt  to  accomplish  it.     But  I  do  not 
believe,  nor  do  I  think  any  one  hdiersit 
that  the  pretended  object  of  the  war  b  tha 
real  one.    We  see  a  war,  which  is  declarei 
to  he  iniquitous,  entered  into  for  die  pa^ 
pose  of  changing  the  existing  distribntios 
uf  Power  in  Europe,  and  the  aettleoMBt 
made  in  the  vear  1815,  wUch  has  lasted 
untouched  from  the  Treaty  of  Yieana  ts 
the  present  time.     We  are  deaired  to  re- 
gard that  war,  conducted  aa  it  is  hj  seek 
an  extraordinary  force,  as  if  it  were  sa 
event  which  could  not  in  any  manner  pio- 
duce  alarm  in  the  mind  of  any  nan  in  (Us 
country.     My  Lords,  France  in  this  war 
appears  almost  as  a  new  Power  in  Earope. 
If  it  be  true — and  I  accept  the  declaratJoi 
(if  the  Emperor  that  he  made  no  prepara- 
tions— it  is  on  that  account  I  cn(art«atli6 
greater  alarm.     If,  without  any  piefioas 
preparation,  the  Emperor  of  France  flsa 
in  six  or  eight  weeks  place  200.000  men, 
perfectly  equipped,  for  niilitaij  operations 
in  the  centre  of  Northern  Italy — if  he  can 
send  80,CK>0  of  these  men  bj  sea  most  r^ 
pidly.  with  most  perfect  arrangements^  with 
all  that  is  required  of  mnnitooiis  of  war 
and  provisions  carefully  packed  aa  if  there 
had  been  forethought^  and  as  if  intended 
iur  transmission  by  sea — il^  in  addition  to 
that,  in  a  small  space  of  time,  he  eaa  pbco 
from  3(i.C»CK)  to  40,000  men  in  a  power- 
ful fioot  in  I  he  Adriatic,  and 
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a  deseenfc  and  a  rehearsal  of  the  iovasiou 
of  this  country — when  I  sec  these  things 
done,  when  I  see  the  diminished  force  of 
this  country,  as  detailed  hy  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  in  comparison  with  the 
force  of  France,  I  do  feel  apprehensive, 
and  I  do  feel  that  it  is  the  bounden  duty 
of  GoTomment  and  of  Parliament  to  place 
thia  coantry  in  a  state  of  unattackable  se- 
earily.  I  am  not  satisfied  with  the  expres- 
liona  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville).  I 
IJU  not  satisfied  that  merely  ordinary  means 
should  he  adopted,  that  *'  what  is  proper  " 
shookl  be  done.  What  I  desire  is  that 
the  country  shall  be  placed  in  that  degree 
of  unattackable  security,  that  strength  shall 
ha  restored  to  our  diplomacy,  that  we  may 
be  able  really  to  interfere  with  effect  in 
potting  an  end  to  this  war  and  preventing 
tbe  commencement  of  any  general  hostili- 
tiea.  Until  we  do  that  all  our  diplomacy 
14  Talueless.  I  have  often  heard  of  "  moral 
influence."  Moral  influence  varies  exactly 
M  th0*  amount  of  physical  force  behind  it. 
No  one,  I  think,  unless  inspired  with  a 
feeling  hardly  English,  can  speak  of  the 
present  ruler  of  France  as  one  calculated, 
of  himself  and  by  himself,  without  any  as- 
soeiation  of  force,  to  exercise  moral  in- 
fluence in  Europe  ;  yet  no  man  in  Europe 
lias  more  moral  influence,  because  no  man 
commands  greater  force.  And  noble  Lords 
cmposite  may  depend  upon  it  that,  until 
uey  place  this  country  in  a  degree  of  se- 
enntj  which  renders  it  hopeless  for  France 
or  any  other  Power  to  attempt  to  attack 
our  shores,  all  efforts  to  terminate  the  war 
by  intervention  and  negotiation  will  be  en- 
Ufely  without  avail.  During  the  last  eleven 
years — since  1848— all  the  Powers  of  Eu- 
rope have  been  endeavouring,  partly  from 
distrust  of  each  other,  and  partly  from 
distrust  of  their  own  subjects,  to  increase 
their  military  force.  They  Imvo  effected 
that  object ;  tliey  have  effected  it  by  great 
financial  sacrifices.  I  dread  both  their  finan- 
cial weakness  and  their  military  strength, 
because  I  knovv  that  against  the  burdens 
to  which  they  have  been  submitting  their 
only  hope  of  remedy  and  relief  is  by  a 
combined  war  on  this  country.  My  Lords, 
it  is  not  safe  for  this  country  to  remain 
unarmed  in  the  midst  of  armed  nations. 
When  of  two  neighbouring  nations  who  have 
eTcr  been  rivals,  and  have  often  been  en- 
gaged in  desperate  hostilities  against  each 
other,  one  determines  to  apply  all  her  ener- 
gies to  making  money,  and  the  other  to 
making  preparations  fur  war,  it  is  obvious 
enough  with  which  of  the  two  nations  all 


the  money  must  ultimately  remain.  Our 
only  security  is  in  our  own  energies,  and 
I  trust  the  Government  will  adhere  pre- 
cisely to  those  expressions  of  firm  resolve, 
and  will  follow  out  that  decided  course 
which  in  the  first  instance  -  they  seemed 
determined  to  adopt.  But  I  confess  I  am 
not  perfectly  satisfied  with  what  fell  from 
the  noble  Earl  to-night.  I  fear  there  is  a 
slight  variation  from  the  decided  course 
which  in  the  first  instance  they  said  they 
were  fully  determined  to  pursue.  I  trust 
they  will  adhere  absolutely  to  that  course, 
as  I  believe  it  is  by  that  only  tbey  will  se- 
cure the  confidence  of  Parliament  and  the 
safety  of  the  country. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  I  can  as- 
sure the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down 
that  the  fear  he  has  now  expressed  is  en- 
tirely without  foundation.  No  such  change, 
as  he  appears  to  suspect,  has  come  over 
the  intentions  of  the  Government ;  but  the 
demands  made  upon  the  Government  and 
noble  Lords  opposite  are  daily  rising.  The 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Hard- 
wicke)  told  us  a  few  nights  ago,  that 
seventy  sail  of  the  line  would  be  the  requi- 
site provision  for  the  defence  of  our  shores; 
hut  to-night  his  estimate  has  risen  to  100. 
And  if  the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to-night— a  speech  remarkable  for 
dignity  and  eloquence — were  to  be  taken 
as  indicating  the  overture  now  put  forward 
upon  this  subject,  it  would  follow  that  the 
Government  must  at  once  produce  a  war 
Estimate,  and  provide  for  war  taxation. 
That  doctrine  was  neither  more  nor  less 
than  this — that  we  must  at  all  times  main- 
tain a  naval  force  that  shall  be  equal,  to 
the  combined  navies  of  the  rest  of  the 
world.  I  believe  such  a  course  would  be 
productive  of  the  most  mischievous  results. 
It  might  be  possible  in  a  time  of  general 
suspicion  and  alarm  to  jiropose  such  mea- 
sures with  success.  They  might  even  bo 
received  with  popular  satisfaction  for  the 
moment;  but  a  re-action  would  inevitably 
follow  :  the  Opposition  would  take  the  ad- 
vantage of  that  re-action,  as  Oppositions  al- 
ways did,  and  then  would  follow  a  clamour 
for  reduction  of  expenditure,  leaving  us, 
probably,  in  a  worse  position  than  before. 
This  has  been  the  usual  order  of  events  ; 
and  in  so  far  as  we  can  be  said  to  be 
suffering  at  all,  we  are  suffering  from  tho 
cause  at  the  present  moment.  I  very  well 
recollect  that  when  the  Government  of 
Lord  Aberdeen  was  first  formed,  it  was  a 
period  of  popular  alarm  about  invasion : 
and  the  earlier  meetings  of  his  Cabinet 
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wore  much  occupied  by  the  Buhject  of  the 
national  dcfonccs.  The  Estimates  of  our 
predecessors  wero  increased.  The  noble 
Karl  at  the  head  of  that  Government  was, 
with  his  usual  strong  sense,  the  first  to 
call  a  halt  in  the  measures  pointed  at  by 
tho  general  feeling  of  the  time.  Then 
followed  soon  after  tho  Russian  war.  Our 
navy   was  raised  to  a  position   of  groat 

Sower — involving,  of  course,  large  expen- 
ituro,  and  corresponding  taxes.  What 
happened  on  tho  peace  ?  A  cry  for  imme- 
diate reduction  ;  and  at  the  beginning  of 
1857,  we  could  not  reduce  rapidly  enough, 
or  to  a  sufficient  extent  to  meet  the 
urgent  demands  of  the  Opposition.  Very 
unjust  complaint  is  now  made  against  Sir 
C.  Wood,  on  tho  opposite  ground  that  he 
allowed  tho  navy  to  fall  too  low.  Yet, 
what  are  the  facts?  His  Estimates  for 
(1858)  were  accepted  by  the  Government 
of  tho  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  not  only  without  complaint  that 
they  wore  inadequate,  but  with  many  apo- 
logies and  excuses  for  adopting  Estimates 
so  verr  high.  Sir  J.  Pakington  explained 
that  they  were  so  high,  that  ho  must  ask 
time  to  consider  whether  ho  could  not  re- 
duce them  ;  and  at  the  end  of  a  month  he 
came  down  to  tho  House  of  Commons,  ex- 
plaining that  he  could  only  effect  a  com- 
paratively small  reduction — that  reduction 
being  principally  in  the  very  item — steam 
machinery  —  in  which  our  comparative 
backwardness  is  now  laid  at  the  door  of 
Sir  C.  Wood.  Depend  on  \u  my  Lords,  if 
we  were  now,  on  the  ground  of  vag^e  sus- 
picions merely,  to  ask  for  war  taxation  to 
cover  war  expenditure,  there  would  be  a 
speedy  re-action,  leaving  us,  probably,  in 
a  worse  position  than  we  were  before. 
There  is  another  point  with  respect  to 
which  I  wish  to  sar  a  few  words  before  I 
resume  my  scat.  The  present  war  had 
boon  doscribod  by  tho  noble  Earl  ^the  Earl 
of  Ellonborough)  as  an  iniquitous  war  on 
the  part  of  France  and  Sardinia.  I  can 
assuTx^  the  House  that  it  was  with  the  ut- 
most reluctance  that  he  had  sat  silent  dur- 
ing the  recent  discussions  which  had  taken 
place  on  the  subject.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  circumMancos  of  very  grave  anxiety 
with  re$poot  to  the  origin  of  the  war  did 
not  exists  but  I  beg  most  decidedly  to 
dittent  from  the  opinion  which,  without 
arsQin«nt,  would  assume  that  the  present 
war  was  one  of  an  iniquitous  ch.iraetor.  so 
Ht  as  France  and  Sardinia  wore  con  corned 
Such  an  opinion  would  be  inconsistoni 
with  tbe  lanpia^  held  by  the  late  Go- 
ne IhJ»  <f  Ar^J  ' 


vcmment,  for  it  would  be  found  in  tbe 
papers  which  wero  to  be  discussed  ou 
Friday  next  that  the  war  had  been  de- 
nounced in  language  stronger  than  1 
should  bo  disposed  to  use — by  the  noble 
Earl  tho  late  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
— as  resting  entirely  on  the  head  of  Austria, 
which  it  certainly  did,  in  so  far  at  least 
as  that  it  was  she  who  took  that  last  step 
which  had  led  to  the  immediate  commeDce- 
ment  of  hostilities. 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND    said,   he 
thought  their  Lordships  owed  a  great  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  noole  and  learned  Lord 
who  had  brought  the  subject  under  discos- 
sion  before  tho  Hoase.    It  was,  he  thought, 
of  tho  utmost  importance  that  the  country 
should  be  placed  in  such  a  position  of  de- 
fence as  that  we  need  not  be  under  the 
necessity  of  relying  for  oar  seenrity  on  any 
man  or  any  nation,  and  he  could  aasnre  the 
noble  Duke  who  had  just   spoken,  that 
there  was  no  occasion  to  be  alarmed  at  any 
reaction  on  the  score  of  expenditnre  for 
that  purpose  taking  place  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  England,  so  long  as  great 
armaments,   such   as   at  present  existed, 
were  maintained  on  the  Continent  of  En- 
rope.     When  the  war  in  Italy  came  to  a 
termination,   and  those  armaments  were 
decreased,  it  wonld  be  time  enough  to  look 
for  that  change  of  public  opinion  which  the 
noble  Duke  seemed  to  apprehend.     He  did 
not  mean  to  contend  that  this  country  was 
likely  to  be  invaded  by  Franee ;   but  he 
thought  it  right  we  should  be  prepared. 
He  could  remember  when  the  other  House 
was  considering  whether  it  was  advisable 
to  adopt  the  principles  of  Free  Trade,  they 
(the  House  of  Lords)  ventured  to  remind 
them  that  by  possibilitTt  although  we  hid 
been  thirty  years  at  peaee,  war  miglit  again 
breakout.     And  what  was  their  answer  ? 
They  said  that  war  was  now  an  imposn- 
bility,  with  the  advancement  and  enfigfat- 
nient   of  the  age.     And   what  ensued? 
First,  in  1851,  we  engaged  in  a  war  with 
Russia.     That  was,  in  his  opinion,  and  he 
said  so  at  the  time,  a  most  niibrtnnate  war. 
It  was  of  the  most  sanguinary  character,  and 
it  was  in  the  contest  then  carried  on  tliat,  m 
his  opinion,  the  seeds  of  the  present  hos- 
tilities were  sown.     Who,  then,  would  he 
so  l»old  as  to  tell  them  that  thin  country 
would  never  be  invaded,  and  that  therefm 
thoy  should  not  he  prepared  lor  aueh  an 
event  r     He  for  one  would  not  be  so  rash 
as  to  arrive  at  any  such  ooacIosioB.     But 
Lis  principal  object  in  rising  was  to  point 
out  10  the  noble  Duke  at  iSe  iMadof  the 
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Admiralty  (and  who  he  was  sorry  to  say 
had  now  left  the  House)  what  he  believed 
had  not  heen  alluded  to  by  any  noble  Lord 
who  had  addressed  the  House  that  evening. 
Hit  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lynd- 
horst)  had  said  that  very  much  of  the  de- 
fenees  of  this  country  must  depend  on  the 
"wooden  walls  of  Old  England  ;"  and  he 
added,  what  was  more  important,  the  spi- 
rit and  efficiency  of  our  seamen.  Now,  he 
ee  Duke  of  Rutland)  must  remind  their 
rdahips  that  the  Navigation  Laws  had 
been  repealed.  He  was  not  going  to  argue 
the  policy  of  that  measure,  but  only  to  say 
that  before  it  was  passed  it  was  necessary 
that  the  master  and  three-fourths  of  the 
erew  of  each  merchant  ship  should  be  Brit- 
iah  aeamen,  and  from  whom  the  Royal 
NaT  J  was  largely  recruited;  but  the  repeal 
of  Uie  Navigation  Laws  had  done  away 
with  that,  and  left  the  British  shipowner 
in  competition  with  all  the  world.  But 
when  the  Legislature  exposed  the  British 
shipowner  to  competition  with  the  world* 
they  very  properly  and  justly  felt  that  it 
was  only  fair  to  take  off  all  restrictions 
from  him  ;  previously  every  ship  or  vessel 
of  80  tons  and  under  200  was  obliged  to 
carry  at  least  one  apprentice; 

200  and  under  400  2  apprentioos; 

400         „        500  3 

500         „        700  4 

700  and  upwards      5 

bat  this  was  done  away  with  when  the 
Navigation  Laws  were  repealed,  and  there 
is  now  no  nursery  for  seamen.  Ho  believed 
it  to  be  expedient  that  if  a  supply  of  effi- 
eient  seamen  was  to  be  secured,  that  an 
alteration  of  the  existing  rules,  as  to  man- 
ning the  mercantile  navy,  should  be  effect- 
ed, and  his  object  in  rising  was  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Duke  to  the 
Bobject.  For  his  own  part,  he  would  not 
be  80  rash  as  to  arrive  at  any  such  conclu- 
rion,  and  he  should  therefore  earnestly  im- 
preai  upon  his  noble  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  the  necessity  of  rendering 
as  efficient  as  possible  those  "  wooden 
walla"  which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  opened  the  discussion  had  so  justly 
designated  as  the  main  defence  of  the  coun- 
try. In  order  to  secure  that  object  it  was 
expedient,  as  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  suggested,  that  there  should  bo  an 
ample  supply  of  efficient  seamen,  and  he 
therefore  trusted  the  existing  rules  in  rela- 
tion to  employment  in  the  merchant  scr- 
Tice  would  be  so  far  modified  as  to  attain 
that  end. 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clook  till 
To-morrow,  half-past  Ten  o'clock. 
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Tuesday,  July  5,  1859. 

Minutes.]  Nbw  Membebs  Sworx. — For  Mon- 
mouth County,  Poulett  George  Henry  Somer- 
set, esquire ;  for  Clonmel,  John  Bagwell,  es- 
quire. 

Public  Bills. — !<>  Admiralty  Court  ;  Salmon 
Fishery  ;  Tramways  (Ireland)  ;  Boman  Catho- 
lic Relief  Aot  Amendment ;  Church  Rates 
Commutation. 

3°  Jury  Trial  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment. 

aRElVES'S    DISABILITIES    REMOVAL 

BILL. 

FIRST  BEADING. 

Order  for  First  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,— 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  first 
time.*' 

Mr.  STEUART  said,  he  would  explain 
the  reasons  which  induced  him  to  take  the 
unusual  course  of  moving  that  the  first 
reading  of  this  Bill  be  postponed.  He  had 
less  difficulty  in  doing  so,  because  an  ob- 
jection of  the  same  kind  had  been  taken 
to  Bills  of  this  kind  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests  (Mr.  FitzRoy).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  took  that 
objection  at  the  second  reading,  and  it  was 
then  said  that  he  should  have  taken  the 
objection  earlier.  This  Bill  was  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  a  clergyman  of  the 
Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland  to  hold  a 
benefice  and  officiate  as  a  clergyman  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  he  objected  to 
it  because  it  was  doing  away  by  a  private 
Bill  with  the  public  statutes  for  the  regu- 
lation of  these  matters.  A  private  Bill 
of  this  character  was  exceptionable  in 
itself,  but  in  the  present  instance  there 
were  peculiar  circumstances  why  this  mode 
of  obtaining  relief  from  disabilities  ought 
not  to  be  resorted  to.  The  relief  had 
been  generally  granted  on  the  belief  that 
the  doctrines  of  the  Episcopal  Church  of 
Scotland  and  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland  were  the  same.  Whether  that 
were  so  or  not  he  would  not  attempt  to 
discuss,  but  circumstances  of  a  very  pain- 
ful character  occurred  last  year,  in  which 
tho  promoter  of  the  present  Bill  was  to  some 
extent  concerned.  A  case  was  raised  ogainst 
the  Rev.  Patrick  R.  Cheyne,  a  clergyman  of 
the  Scottish  Episcopal  Church,  for  erroneous 
doctrines,  and  in  the  course  of  that  case 
it  came  out  that  there  was  a  party  in  thot 
Church  which  held  doctrines  widely  difler- 
eut  from  those  of  the  Church  of  England. 
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Tho  Rev.  Patrick  Ohejoe  held  doctrines 
which  were  condemned  by  all  the  Bishops 
of  the  Scottish  Episcopal  Church,  except 
one,  he  believed,  who  took  a  modified  view 
of  the  subject.  It  was  true  Mr.  Greives, 
who  promoted  this  Bill,  was  not  Mr. 
Chejne,  but  he  had  publicly  and  dis- 
tinctly by  his  acts  countenanced  the  erro- 
neous doctrines  held  by  that  gentleman  ; 
and  now  he  came  to  that  House,  and  hoped 
per  incuriam  to  be  allowed  to  slip  into  the 
Church  of  England,  as  tho  House  generally 
could  not  be  aware  of  the  circumstances. 
He  believed  Mr.  Greives  was  of  an  ex- 
cellent private  character,  but  it  was  notori- 
ous that  his  congregation  in  Scotland  had 
been  scandalized  by  his  introducing  rites 
and  ceremonies  of  a  very  extraordinary 
kind.  He  (Mr.  Steuart)  had  himself  been 
in  his  church,  and  had  witnessed  the 
burning  of  incense,  the  decoration  of  the 
pulpit  with  flags  and  banners,  and  cere- 
monies of  a  nature  such  as  he  had  never 
before  witnessed,  and  hoped  he  never 
should  witness  again,  in  a  Protestant  place 
of  worship.  He  would,  therefore,  move 
thot  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill  be  now 
postponed,  and  he  also  wished  to  give 
notice  that  before  the  first  reading  ho 
would  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  general  question  of  the  admission 
of  Scottish  Episcopalian  clergymen  to  the 
Church  of  England,  and  that  this  particu- 
lar case  should  be  referred  to  that  Com- 
mittee. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
that  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned. 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY  said,  there  were 
certainly  great  objections  to  Bills  of  this 
kind,  enabling  individuals  who  could  afford 
the  expense  to  avail  themselves  of  excep- 
tions to  the  general  rule.  IIo  thought 
that  in  all  such  cases  as  these  admission 
should  be  given  to  the  Church  under  a 
general  law,  and  not  by  private  Bill.  But 
he  would  beg  leave  to  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  that  he  should 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  a  read  a  first  time,  pro 
formd,  as  was  usual  with  Bills  that  came 
down  from  the  Lords,  and  take  the  course 
he  now  proposed  as  to  a  Committee  of 
inquiry  on  the  second  reading,  when  the 
House  would  have  full  notice  of  his  in- 
tentions. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  it  was  high  time 
that  all  the  distinctions  which  rendered 
Bills  of  this  kind  necessary  should  cease. 
It  was  but  another  evidence  of  the  evils 
arising  from  a  State  establishment  of 
religion. 

Mr,  Steuart 


Mr.  BLACKBURN  expressed  m  hopb 
that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Steuart)  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  and  take  the  subjeot 
up  again  on  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  he  had  some  years 
ago  expressed  the  views  now  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  on  this  subjeet, 
and  still  held  that  relief  shonld  in  all  these 
cases  be  given  by  a  general  Act. 

Mr.  EINNAIRD  said,  he  also  concurred 
in  recommending  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Motion  on  the  terms  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  observed,  that 
there  appeared  to  be  no  father  to  this 
Bill.  He  could  not  discover  who  had  the 
charge  of  it  in  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
would  only  consent  to  the  first  reading  oa 
the  understanding  that  it  was  merely  pro 
formd,  and  must  protest  against  it  being 
supposed  that  by  so  doing  he  was  pre- 
cluded from  opposing  a  general  meaaure 
having  the  same  object  as  this  private 
Bill. 

Mr.  steuart  said,  that  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion,  and  gave  notice  that 
on  the  second  reading  he  would  moTC  for  a 
Select  Committee  on  the  subject. 

Motion  by  leave  toithdraum. 

Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  P. 


ORGANIZATION  OF  THE  INDIAN  ARMT. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  TORRENS  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  whether. 
with  reference  to  the  report,  dated  the  7tli 
of  March  last,  of  the  Commissioners  ap« 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  organisation  of 
the  Indian  Army,  any  steps  have  heea 
taken  to  effect  tho  formation  of  a  perma* 
nent  local  army  in  Bengal,  and  for  the 
gradual  disbnndmcnt  or  reduction  of  the 
levies  temporarily  taken  into  British  pay 
during  the  mutiny  of  the  Native  troops  in 
that  Presidency  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  he 
could  not  say  that  any  practical  steps  had 
been  taken  for  tho  organization  of  a  local 
Bengal  army,  the  question  involving  a 
great  number  of  considerations  and  mat- 
ters of  detail.  With  regard  to  the  other 
question  asked,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
state  that  any  of  the  levies  in  question  had 
been  discontinued  or  disbanded.  Any  mea- 
sure on  that  subject  must  be  taken  with  all 
due  regard  both  to  the  interests  and  the 
feelings  of  the  men  who  stood  by  ns  so 
gallantly  during  the  matiny. 


Tk$  Oahoay               {July  5,  1859 1  Ccntrael'-Queition.        654 

THE  LATE  EAST  INDIA  COMPANY'S  Company  to  carry  the  mails  between  6al- 

EUROPEAN  REGIMENTS.  way  and  the  United  States,  and  whether 

QUESTION.  ^^*^J  consider  it  advisable  in  the  interest  of 

\r^  iTAwaTrnmADm       'j     i               ^  ^^^  public  that  the  said  contract  should, 

Mb  VANSITTART  said    be  ro.o  to  u„der  certain  conditions,  bo  cancelled  ? 

u  .V      .  ^~       "^  ?^  Z**'®.  7    ^»?'*  The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 

wbeUier  he  has  received  any  infom.at.on  q^er  gaid,  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 

renting  the  excitement  which  has  pre-  Government  had  been  called  to  the  contract 

Tailed  among  the  late  East  India  Com-  ^^    ^^  ;       ^j  ^  ^    ^  ,      ;    g          ^ 


panjr  B    Bupopean  regiments    consequent  ^.      .^^  Company  for  carrying  the  mails 

nponthe  wuhholdnig  of  the  alternative  of  between  Galway  and  the  United  States; 

re-enl.st.ng  with  new  bounty  or  of  being  y^^^  j,,^  Government  had  not  arrived  at  any 

diaeharged.  on  the  occasion  of  the  transfer  „„„,i„,i„„  ^i^^  regard  to  the  latter  part  of 

of  their  services  to  the  Crown  ;   and  if  so,  „. ^  „.,„... ».     ,.  _i,„*u..  .uL 


.   ,.      ,     .                  X    u  >•  '    .1.  X       t!  the  question,  namely,  "  whether  they  con- 

"wltimellt  Jo  kT^'eiist    ^^""^         '  "''^'""^  '*  advisable  in  the  interest  of  the 

"'sa'cHARLES  WOoVsaid,  the  Honse  P""'?  "'*M!'*  said  contract  should  under 

„  ^,    ...   v/x^    oo  u,  vu,.  iiwuoc  certain  conditions,  be  cancelled.       But  in 

waa  aware  that  information  had  reached  ^ding  this  question,  Hor  Majesty's  Go- 

*"  «"'"*'7  ***  *  .''f  **'"  .l^g--^"  i.  «-   verament  had  necessarily  had  Ldlv  their 
dtement  prevailed  at  two  or  three  stations,    ^.^^  ^^^^^  proceedings  with   respect  to 

and  some  discontent  more  generally,  on  ^„„t„_4.  .„5  ;_j»„j  iu_  _.i,«i»  -;.,_.-.* 

..  t    «  iL       ij-        e  Ai.     -o    X  T  J-  contracts,  ana  indeed  the  wiiolo  course  of 

fbe  part  of  the  soldiers  of  the  East  India  <•  '.v  x  ^    ^i.  >     > 

iTL^  u  •       X      "'  •  •"  ^    xt.  proceedings  with  respect  to  these  contracts 

Company,  on  being  transferred  to  the  ser-  ;;y^i,   ^^^  imperceptibly   into  a 

Yiee  of  the  Queen  without  any  fresh  bounty  ^^^      ^K    ^^    Government  were  of 

a  transfer  which  they  regarded  in  the  light  J.^.^^  ^^^j  ^j^^  ^  t^  ^^^^  ^  .^ 

of  a  nMmhstmcnt.     He  bel.eyed  that  the  /^„,j  ^^  ^^^.^^^^  ^^^^  j^  ,^    ,j  ^^ 

elaim  was  totally  unfounded,  and  that  from  ^        ^^^  f„„/„„der  the  impartial  view  of 

tbe  mTestigation  which  was  now  going  on  ^^^^  ^^^^^  of  Commons,  and  that  the  House 

It  appeared  that  those  men  had  all  forgot-  g^^„,j  ^j^^^^j  ^y^^  ,^,,1^^^        j„ji^^  ^ 
ten  the  oath  they  had  taken      On  one  oc-  particular  instance,  have  an  oppor- 

«»8ion  when  that  oath  was  shown  to  one  of  j^^jt^^f  ciaminiug  the  whole  matteV  for 

them  he  declared  that  he  had  no  reason  to  ^j,^  •'^  ^j    i,f     ^^^.^  ^^^^^  .^ 

rt'Ti^^.u^       ^^  J      Tl   /^™"  He  would,  therlforefgive  notice  that  on 

be  should  not  have  acted  as  he  had  done.  Thursday  he  would  move  the  appointment 

The  matter  was  the  subject  of  an  inquiry  „f  ^  g^^^  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 

ab-n  pending.     He  was  happy  to  say  that  „^„„^^  ;„  ^^j^^  contracts  extending  over 

iho  di«5ontent  on  the  part  of  the  men  was  .^^  „f             ,,^j  ^^^^   ^i^^  ^  ^.^^ 

very  mnch  subsiding,  but  he  could  give  no  g^^„  f^^^^  ^^  ^^jjg^j  ^    g^.  Majesty's 

more  decisive  answer  until  he  Itnew  the  Govemn-e.it  with  various  Steam   Packet 

rasnlt  of  that  inqmry.  Companies  for  carrying  the  mails  beyond 

tbe  limits  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  likewise 

THE  SERPENTINE. — QUESTION.  to  irquire  into  any  agreements  or  other 

Sib  MINTO   FARQUHAR    said,   he  frrangements  which  had  been  adopted  at 

wonid  beg  leave  to  ask  the  First  Commis-  ^J"^  P"*''"'  <'^"«?•  **'*"*?  *>'  prospective. 

aioner  of  Works  whether  he  proposes  to  ["'  P"^*^''  "^  telegraphic  communication 

cany  out  the  intentions  of  his  {reSccessor  ,\«y""'<*  f  "I'u^'i  "*  report  their  onmion 

in  oiSce,  as  expressed  on  the  iSth  of  last  *«'^<"'  *"  *^«  H"""®'  ^e^®**"^' ^l*'*  •"? 

March,  by  taking  a  Vote  in  the  Estimates  '-coirmendations  m  to  rules  to  be  observed 

for  the  puriBcation  of  the  Serpentine  dui-  '"»'^''  'f  ^  '^*  Government  in  making 

ing  the  autumn  of  this  year  ?  contracts  for  services  which  had  not  yet 

If B.  FITZROY  was  understood  to  say  •'«f  "anctioned  by  Parliament,  or  which 

L%^r?oi7„r;:h:li^slT£sr"  'TH'lA7iEr.:td:Ursbed  to  a.k 

in  qnc6tion  dunnir  the  present  oession.  ,     .  ^j  ^  u  i.     x  i        •     x\ 

^  or  whether  any  Vote  would  be  taken  m  the 

present  Session  ? 
THE   GALWAY    CONTRACT.— QUESTION.        The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE- 

Mb.  BAXTER  said,  ho  had  to  ask   if  QUER  said,  that  did  not  form  any  part  of 

the   attention  of   Her  Majesty's  Govern-  the  plan.     Under  the  plan,  ns  it  stood*  it 

sent  had  been  called  to  the  contract  entered  would  be  the  first  vote  that  would  bo  asked 

into  with  tho  Atlantic  Steam  Navigation  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
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Ma.  MONSCLL  said,  lie  wiblicd  to  ask 
whether  it  was  any  part  of  the  condition 
on  which  this  contract  was  made  that  any 
portion  of  the  subscribed  capital  bhould  be 
paid  up  ;  if  so,  what  amount,  and  whether 
the  condition  had  been  complied  with  ? 

Mr.  LAING  said,  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment, before  they  entered  into  the  contract 
with  the  Gal  way  Company,  had  made  a  con- 
dition that  a  certificate  should  be  supplied 
shewing  that  the  whole  capital  of  the  un- 
dertaking and  the  amount  was  paid  up. 
The  whole  capital  was  £500,000,  and  they 
had  received  a  certificate  from  tho  secre- 
tary of  the  company  that  a  capital  of 
£212,490  had  been  Bubscribed,  of  which 
£169,447  had  been  paid  up.  Of  that 
amount  £151,000  consisted  of  paid-up 
shares,  taken  in  part  payment  of  ships  pur- 
chased by  or  to  bo  built  for  the  company. 
This  left  an  amount  of  £61,450  of  sub- 
scribed capital,  of  which  £18,447  was  paid 
up  as  representing  the  money  subscription 
at  the  date  of  that  certificate,  namely,  tho 
15th  of  April  last.  What  had  been  done 
since  that  date  he  had  do  means  of  know- 
ing. 

POOR  LAWS. 

WITHDRAWAL  OF  NOTICE. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  had  given  noiico 
of  his  intention  to  move  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  operation  and 
administration  of  the  laws  for  tho  relief  of 
the  poor  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
Tho  late  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
had  also  moved  for  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  certain  Acts  for  the 
relief  of  tho  poor.  The  Committee  was 
appointed,  but  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  im- 
possible to  proceed  with  that  inquiry  satis- 
factorily under  tho  terms  of  tho  reference. 
When  Parliament  was  dissolved  tho  labours 
of  that  Committoe  came  to  an  end.  As 
the  present  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  was  only  appointed  two  da^'s  ago,  he 
should  not  be  doing  him  justice  in  proceed- 
ing with  the  present  Motion.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Yilliers)  was  ono  of 
the  most  Liberal  Members  of  tho  House  of 
Commons,  and  ranked  with  those  who  ro- 

g resented  tho  enlarged  opinions  ascribed  to 
on.  Gentlemen  who  sat  below  tho  gang- 
way, and  who  were  called  "advanced 
Liberals."  He  trusted  therefore  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bo  of  opinion 
that  tho  Committee  ought  to  address  itself 
to  the  whole  subject  of  tho  Poor  Laws, 
and  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Poor  Laws 
were  administered.     If  it  wero  proposed 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


that  a  Committee  should  be  re  appointed 
during  the  present  Session  to  conduct  so 
limited  an  inquiry  he  should  move  his  pre- 
sent Resolution  as  an  amendment.  If  the 
Committee  were  postponed  until  next  Ses- 
sion he  should  bring  forward  his  Motiou 
then.  For  the  present  he  should  withdraw 
his  notice. 

THE  CASE  OF  MR.  0.  H.  RYLAND. 
COMMITTEE  MOVED  FOR. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  rose  to  move 
for  "a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  arrangements  under  which  Mr.  G.  H. 
Ryland  was  induced  to  resign  the  patent 
office  of  Clerk  of  the  Council  in  Canada ; 
whether  that  step  was  taken  under  a  dis- 
tinct guarantee  from  the  Imperial  Lord 
High  Commissioner,  Lord  Sydenham;  and, 
if  so,  whether  that  guarantee  had  ever 
been  fully  and  fairly  carried  out  bj  the 
Imperial  Government. "     He  regrettdl,  for 
the  sake  of  Mr.  Ryland,  that  it  had  fiollen 
to  his  (Mr.  Gregory's)  lot  to  bring  the  pre- 
sent Motion  before  the  House,  as  it  would 
have  been  more  satisfactorily  dealt  with 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  Session 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject,  but  who,  he  regretted  to  say,  was 
not  a  Member  of  the  present  Parliament 
There  wero  many  present  who  recollected 
the  industry  and  perseverance  with  which 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  exerted  himself 
in  that  matter.     He  referred  to  Captain 
Vivian.     The  way  in  which  the  Motion 
came  into  his   hands  was,  that  his  gal- 
lant Friend  had  requested  him  to  look  into 
the  papers  connected  with  the  case*  and 
begged  of  him,  if  ho  thought  it  one  of  ex- 
treme hardship,  he  would  act  for  him  and 
bring  it  before  the  House.     At  that  time 
ho  knew  nothing  of  Mr.  Ryland,  but,  as 
requested  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
he  looked  over  every  ono  of  the  papers, 
and  could  not  but  come  to  the  oonclaiion 
that  the  case  was  one  of  extreme  injustice; 
and  although  he  was  averse  to  bringing  in- 
dividual cases  before  the  House,  yet  when 
a  denial  of  justice,  such  as  met  him  here, 
was  persevered  in  for  so  long  a  time,  and 
when  it  was  impossible  to  have  recourse  to 
any  other  tribunal  than  Farliament|  he  felt 
bound  to  conquer  his  reluctance,  and  con- 
sidered  he  was  justified  in  asking  for  a 
Committee,  to  inquire  into,  give  a  yerdiet 
on,  and  effect  a  settlement  oiP,  this  distress- 
ing case.     lie  would  enter  as  briefly  as 
possible  into  the  circumstances  of  the  ease, 
but  as  they  extended  over  a  period  of  eigh- 
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teen  years  he  hoped  the  House  would  bear 
with  him  while  he  enumerated  them.     In 
tbe  year  1841  Lord  Sydenham,  the  then 
Xiord  High  Gom^nissioner  of  Canada,  being 
intent  on  effecting  admin istro tire  reform 
and  the  union  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada, 
communicated  to  Mr.  Ryland,  who  then 
beld  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  Council,  his 
desire  that  he  should  surrender  his  office. 
It  was  a  patent  one  worth   £]:,030  per 
annum,  with  a  retiring  allowance  of  £515 
per  annum,  hy  the  proYisions  of  the  4th  and 
5th  of  William  IV.     Mr.  Ryland,  in  the 
handsomest  manner,  replied  that  he  wished 
to  he  00  impediment'  in  the  way  of  Lord 
Sydenham's  reforms.    He  stipulated,  how- 
evoTy  in  surrendering  his  place,  either  that 
he  should  he  proTided  with  an  office  equal 
in  amount  to  the  emoluments  of  his  o\Yn, 
or  that  ho  should  receive  compensation. 
Lord  Sydenham  offered  him  in  return  the 
regiatrarship  of  the  district  of  Quebec,  but 
intimated  to  him  that  he  was  willing  to 
guarantee  to  him  such  an  income  only  as 
would  make  up  the  amount  of  his  retiring 
allowance  £515 ;  but  he  added,  at  the  end 
of  his  letter,  that  should  the  emoluments 
from  his  employment  exceed  that  amount  he 
would  of  course  be  entitled  to  the  excess. 
-Lord  Sydenham  made  that  stipulation,  as 
the  new  office  was  one  which,  if  it  continued 
in  the  condition  in  which  it  was  given  to 
Mr.  Byland,  would  have  proved  a  remu- 
nerative one.     The  emoluments  were  de- 
rived from  fees,  and  had  the  office  been 
eontioued  to  Mr.  Ryland  in  tho  position  in 
which  he  received  it,  it  was  calculated  that 
it  would  have  yielded  him  £20,000.     One 
thing  was  perfectly  clear,  that  if  Mr.  Ry- 
land had  stood  upon  his  right,  he  might  at 
that  moment  have  called  on  Lord  Sydenham 
to  dismiss  him  from  his  office,  and  thereby  he 
-would  have  been  entitled  to  retire  on  £515 
per  annum  for  the  rest  of  his  life.  But  upon 
the  proposition  being  made  to  him  he  ac- 
cepted the  office  of  Registrar  of  Quebec  on 
the  nnderstanding  that  if  it  did  not  prove 
equal  to  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  Council, 
it  should  not  be  considered  as  compensation 
in  full,  and  should  not  bar  his  claim  on  the 
Government.    It  turned  out,  however,  that 
the  new  office  was  not  such  as  would  form 
a  foil  compensation  for  the  office  he  had 
surrendered,  and  he  wrote  to  that  effect  to 
Lord  Sydenham.     No  reply  was  given  to 
that  letter,  but  it  was  evident  from  the  be- 
ginniog  that  it  was  Lord  Sydenham's  in- 
tention, in  return  for  Mr.  Rylaud's  obliging 
disposition   to  serve  the   Government,  to 
plaee  him  in  an  office  that  would  compen- 


sate him  fully.  Accordingly  a  letter  was 
received  by  him  from  the  secretary  of  Lord 
Sydenham,  stating  that  until  he  had  enter- 
ed into  his  new  office  he  should  receive  the 
full  salary  of  tho  ono  which  he  had  rolin- 
quished.  Whilst  these  things  were  going 
forward  Lord  Sydenham  died,  and  was  suc- 
ceeded by  Sir  Richard  Jackson,  and  after- 
wards by  Sir  Charles  Bagot.  Mr.  Ryland 
made  the  same  claiui  upon  his  two  suc- 
cessors as  he  had  made  on  Lord  Sydenham; 
and  again  no  objection  was  made  to  his  pro- 
test. He  had  hardly  entered  upon  his  new 
office  when  he  found  that  the  condition  of 
it  was  entirely  changed,  and  that  the  clause 
upon  which  ho  had  relied  to  produce  the 
emolument  calculated  was  repealed  by  the 
Legislative  Assembly,  taking  away  fees 
which  had  previously  been  payable  ;  and 
in  1843,  by  an  act  of  the  Colonial  Legis- 
lature, the  registrarship  was  reduced  from 
that  of  a  district  to  the  registrarship  of  the 
county  of  Quebec.  From  1841  to  1850  he 
continued  to  make  his  claim,  and  to  protest 
against  the  injustice  ;  and  the  Colonial 
Government  acknowledged  he  had  claims, 
but  threw  the  responsibility  on  the  Impe- 
rial Government,  and  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment  u;^on  being  appealed  to  also  admitted 
the  inj.istice,  but  threw  back  the  respon- 
sibility on  the  Colonial  Government.  In 
the  meantime  Mr.  Ryland  found  bis  in- 
come from  his  office  exceedingly  small,  and 
in  some  years  actually  below  the  expenses 
of  his  office.  The  matter  was  brought 
before  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  in  1846 
the  Colonial  Government  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  his  claims,  and  that 
Committee  reported  in  favour  of  them.  The 
Assembly,  however,  denied  this  responsi- 
bility in  the  matter,  and  refused  to  com- 
pensate him,  but  they  passed  a  unanimous 
resolution  in  favour  of  his  claims  and  the 
hardship  which  he  had  sustained.  Lord 
Grey,  at  that  time  Colonial  Secretary, 
sent  back  a  despatch  combatting  the  rea- 
soning of  the  Assembly.  In  that  way  Mr. 
Ryland  was  driven  from  pillar  to  post  till 
1850.  In  that  year  his  case  wns  taken  up 
very  warmly  by  Lord  Lyndhurst,  but  being 
prevented  by  indisposition  from  carrying 
out  his  intention  of  bringing  it  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  of  Lords,  tho 
task  was  undertaken  by  tho  Duke  of 
Argyll.  Upon  that  occasion  the  Earl  of 
Derby,  Lord  Brougham,  and  Lord  Glenelg 
spoke  in  favour  of  Mr.  Rylaud's  claims. 
On  tho  10th  May,  1850,  the  House  of 
Lords  adopted  a  series  of  three  Resolu- 
tionsi  notwithstanding  the  opposition  of 


659 


Tke  Ctue  of 


{COMMONS} 


Mr.  Q.  H.  Roland. 


660 


the  GoTernmcnt,  in  which  they  say  that 
the  case  was  one  of  groat  hardship  and  in- 
jastice  ;  that  it  appeared  by  the  papers  on 
the  table  of  the  House  that  the  hardship 
and  injustice  of  the  case  liad  been  acknow- 
ledged, both  directly  and  indirectly,  by  tho 
successive  Governors-General  of  Canada, 
as  well  as  by  the  Colonial  Legislature  and 
the  Imperial  Government ;  and  that  it  was 
tho  opinion  of  their  Lordships  that  those 
claims  ought  not  to  bo  avoided  or  over- 
looked, and  that  the  agreement  made,  of 
which  Mr.  Ryland  had  performed  his  part, 
should  be  performed  ;  or,  if  that  was 
impossible,  that  compensation  should .  be 
awarded.  But  as  Earl  Grey  still  con- 
tinued Colonial  Secretary,  nothing  came  of 
these  Resolutions.  In  1852,  with  the 
change  of  Government  came  tho  right  hon. 
Member  for  Droitwioh  (Sir  John  Paking- 
ton)  to  tho  Colonial  Office,  and  a  corre- 
spondence ensued  between  him  and  the 
Duke  of  Argyll.  The  letters  of  the  Duke 
were  worthy  of  perusal — they  were  mo- 
dels of  perspicuity  and  close  reasoning. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  after  think- 
ing thero  were  insuperable  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  Mr.  Ryland,  at  last  conceded 
the  claims  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll  in  fa- 
vour of  that  gentleman,  but  was  of  opi- 
nion that  these  claims  were  properly  due 
in  respect  of  the  Colonial  Government. 
That  Grovemmcnt,  however,  in  consequence 
of  what  was  known  as  the  Pension  Fund, 
amounting  to  £5,000,  having  been  sur- 
rendered to  them  unconditionally  and  with- 
out reservation,  contended  that  they  had 
nothing  further  to  do  with  Mr.  Ryland's,  or 
any  similar  case.  Nothing  came  of  it  till 
1854,  when  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  succeeded  to  the  Colonial  Office,  and 
he  determined  to  act  in  this  case  with  promp- 
titude. Ho  at  onco  wrote  a  despatch  to 
Sir  Edmund  Head,  in  which  he  conceded 
tho  whole  of  the  position  whioh  it  was 
desirable  to  establish  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Ryland.  The  noble  Lord  wrote  that,  con- 
sidering tho  peculiar  circumstances  under 
which  Lord  Sydenham  was  sent  as  Governor 
General  to  Canada,  and  the  large  powers 
with  which  he  was  invested  by  the  Govern- 
ment, it  was  but  proper  to  admit  that  the 
promise  whioh  had  been  made  by  him  was 
covered  by  his  authority,  emanating  from 
the  Imperial  Government  ;  and  the  noble 
Lord  aaded,  that  he  believed  tho  position 
of  Mr.  Ryland  to  be  hard  and  unfortunate. 
Mr. Ry land's  case,  he  added,  did  not  merely 
depend  on  the  specific  written  promise 
given  by  Lord  Sydenham.  It  was  distin- 
Mr,  Gregory 


guished  by  tho  circomstance  that  that  pro- 
mise was  given  in  order  to  induce  Mr. 
Ryland  to  take  a  step  whioh  on  the  faith 
of  that  promise  he  did  take,  and  which 
otherwise  he  would  not  hare  taken.  He 
was  induced  to  resign  an  office  of  which 
ho  was  in  actual  possession  at  the  time. 
That  the  loss  to  which  ho  had  since 
been  exposed  has  arisen,  not  merely  from 
disappointed  expeotatious,  bat  from  the 
sacrifice  voluntarily  made  of  advantages 
which  he  had  actually  enjoyed,  and  of 
which  ho  might  have  retained  possession. 
Lord  John  Russell  therefore  reoomraended 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted  at  once. 
Immediately  after  that  Chief  Justice  Carter 
was  appointed  for  that  purpose,  and  he 
reported  that  there  was  due  to  Mr.  Ry- 
land,  up  to  the  date  of  his  report,  a  sum 
of  £9,000.  There  was  thus  proof  of 
the  greatest  hardship  and  injostioe  having 
been  endured  for  fourteen  years  by  this 
gentleman  owing  to  a  request  and  promise 
made  to  him  by  the  Lord  High  Commis- 
sioner. From  this  date  the  case  aasumed 
a  different  aspect.  The  sum  of  £9,000 
was  at  last  paid  him.  But  Mr.  Ryland 
said  on  that  point,  *'  Ton  hare  made  one 
restitution,  but  you  have  not  given  me  my 
right,  because  but  for  the  step  I  was  in- 
duced to  take  I  should  at  this  moment 
have  been  in  the  enjoyment  of  my  retiring 
allowance  of  £515  per  annum,  for  it  can- 
not be  supposed  that  I  should  have  under- 
taken the  responsiblity  of  a  far  more 
onerous  office  unless  I  had  had  reason  to 
beliove  that  I  should  have  been  remu- 
nerated accordingly."  Mr.  Ryland  took 
tho  same  view  as  Chief  Justice  Carter 
himself  did,  as  to  his  not  being  an 
umpire  but  a  Commissioner  acting  on 
certain  instructions.  He  demurred,  how- 
ever, to  the  basis  upon  whioh  the  re- 
port of  Chief  Justice  Carter  was  founded. 
Mr.  Ryland  contended  that  he  ought  to 
have  based  his  calculations  upon  the  full 
^alue  of  the  office  whioh  he  had  snrren- 
dered.  It  was  perfectly  olear,  from  the 
fact  of  Lord  Sydenham  having  oontinued 
to  Mr.  Ryland  the  full  salary  from  the 
time  of  relinquishing  tho  first  offiee  to  his 
taking  the  second,  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  guarantee  the  whole  amount.  It  was 
also  perfectly  clear  that  no  one  would  have 
surrendered  an  office  of  £515  a  year,  with- 
out anything  to  do,  to  take  upon  himself  a 
responsible  and  laborious  ofl^ra  of  merely 
equal  value  for  the  rest  of  his  days.  He 
would  put  tho  case  of  a  private  individual 
coming   into  tho   possession  of    property 
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whieh  wu  subject  to  a  rent  charge,  and 
his  going  to  the  owner  of  tho  rent  charge 
and  asking  him  to  surrender  it,  and  offer- 
ing, in  return,  to  give  him  a  laborious 
office  of  the  same  amount  for  the  rest  of 
his  life.  Was  it  probable  that  such  an 
offer  would  be  accepted  ?  And  this  was 
preeiselj  tho  case  of  Mr.  Rjland.  In 
support  of  the  case  of  Mr.  Rvland,  he  was 
prepared  to  bring  before  them  the  evidence 
of  a  gentleman  who  was  a  witness  to  the 
whole  of  these  transactions.  He  referred 
to  Mr.  Murdoch,  tho  colonial  secretary  to 
Lord  Sydenham.  The  judgment  of  that 
gentleman  was  perfectly  impartial,  and  had 
no  leaning  whatever  in  favour  of  Mr.. 
Ryland.  That  gentleman  was  prepared  to 
testify  that  Mr.  Ryland's  view  of  tho  case 
was  perfectly  correct,  and  that  tho  basis 
upon  which  Chief  Justice  Carter  made  his 
report,  for  award  it  could  not  bo  called, 
was  unjust.  On  the  17th  September  1844, 
he  wrote  as  follows  to  Mr.  Ryland: — 

**  I  have  always  thought  and  felt  that  yours  was 
a  ease  of  peculiar  hardship,  and  1  have  never 
ftfled  when  I  hare  had  an  opportunity  to  say  so, 
aad  to  bear  testimony  to  tho  correctness  of  your 
iBtsrpretatlon  of  the  agreement  between  yourself 
aad  Lord  Sydenham." 

He  would  ask  the  House  whether  it  ought 
not  to  hear  the  evidence  of  this  impartial 
gentleman  ?  Mr.  Ryland  had  two  claims 
to  be  inquired  into  in  the  Committee  for 
which  he  now  moved.  The  first  question 
was  as  to  the  proper  view  to  bo  taken  of 
the  original  agreement  made  by  Lord 
Sydenham  ;  and  the  second  question  was 
whether  Mr.  Ryland  was  not  entitled  to  in- 
terest upon  the  sum  of  money  adjudicated 
by  Chief  Justice  Carter  from  the  day  w lien 
that  adjudication  was  made.  Now,  if  that 
adjudication  had  been  but  just  made,  it 
would  clearly  have  included  all  claims  up 
to  that  time.  There  was  another  reason 
why  this  inquiry  should  be  entered  upon. 
Hard  language  had  been  used.  Mr.  Ryland 
had  been  called  pertinacious,  and  he  had 
been  accused  of  making  inordinate  de- 
mands. He  had  been  regarded  as  a  kind 
of  burr  upon  the  Colonial  Office.  But  Mr. 
Ryland  was  an  honest  man,  and  conse- 
quently a  proud  man.  He  was  an  injured 
man,  and  consequently  he  had  spoken  out 
the  opinions  that  he  entertained  of  the 
injury  which  he  had  received,  honestly, 
frankly,  freely.  No  doubt  some  of  his 
expressions  had  not  been  bo  polite  and 
agreeable  as  might  be  considered  proper 
by  the  Colonial  Office  clerks  and  the  petty 
dignitaries  of  Downing  Street.  If  his  hon. 


Friend  tho  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies expected  to  put  Mr.  Ryland  off  with 
compliments  and  condolements  the  people 
of  Canada  would  be  much  disappointed  ; 
what  they  wanted  was  not  compliments 
and  condolements,  but  an  inquiry  into  his 
case.  lie  would  briefly  refer  to  some  of 
the  objections  that  would  probably  be 
raised.  It  would  be  urged,  no  doubt,  that 
the  report  of  Chief  Justice  Carter  had 
completely  settled  the  matter,  and  therefore 
that  nothing  further  could  be  done.  Per- 
haps it  might  be  said  that  Mr.  Ryland  had 
accepted  the  registrarship  at  Quebec  as  a 
speculation,  and  as  that  speculation  had 
turned  out  unfortunate,  Mr. Ryland  was  to  bo 
pitied,  but  nothing  could  be  done  for  him. 
Perhaps  also  it  might  be  said  that  it  was 
purely  a  colonial  question,  and  that  tho 
Imperial  Government  bad  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  First  of  all  he  demurred  to  the 
assumption  that  tho  report  or  award  of 
Chief  Justice  Carter  settled  the  question. 
It  wan  no  recognition  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Ryland  of  his  claims  having  been  satisfied 
that  he  had  accepted  tho  £9,000,  for  Mr. 
Ryland  had  been  ruined  by  the  injustice  to 
which  he  hnd  been  subjected,  and  he  had 
taken  the  £9,000  in  order  to  obtain  tho 
means  of  subsistence.  lie  must  also  say, 
that  nothing  could  less  deserve  to  be  des- 
cribed as  a  speculation  than  this  transac- 
tion, on  the  simple  ground  that  no  man  in 
his  senses  would  have  surrendered  a  pension 
of  £515  in  exchange  for  an  onerous  office 
of  the  same  amount.  He  also  objected  to 
the  award  on  the  ground  that  the  contents 
of  the  letters  which  had  passed  between 
himself  and  Lord  Sydenham  ahowed  what 
was  the  real  nature  of  the  agreement 
entered  into,  and  because  Mr.  Murdoch, 
who  could  give  the  best  evidence,  had  not 
been  called  to  do  so.  As  to  this  being  a 
Colonial  and  not  an  Imperial  question,  he 
could  only  say,  on  Mr.  Ryland's  behalf, 
that  if  a  Committee  were  granted  to  him, 
whatever  might  be  the  verdict  of  that 
Committee,  he  would  be  content  with  it. 
If  they  should  report  that  it  was  a  Colonial 
matter,  then  Mr.  Ryland  could  go  back  to 
the  colony,  and  do  his  best  to  obtain  re- 
dress. Considering  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  he  would  submit  that  it  was 
only  an  act  of  justice  to  Mr.  Ryland  that 
this  Committee  should  be  granted,  in  order 
that  full  inquiry  should  be  made  as  to  his 
rights.  He  believed  that  the  Committee 
would  take  the  same  view  of  the  case  ns 
himself — the  same  view  that  the  Duke  of 
Argyll  had  taken  of  tho  matter.    The  tra- 
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dition  of  the  Colonial  office  might  be  a  tra- 
dition of  stubborn  injustice  ;  but,  although 
Mr.  Ryland  had  no  friends  in  the  country 
beyond  those  who  sympathized  with  him 
in  consequence  of  the  treatment  he  had 
experienced  ;  and  although  he  had  not 
the  assistance  of  the  press  to  put  forward 
his  case,  he  trusted  that  his  reliance  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  assurance 
that  they  would  not  allow  an  injury  to  be 
inflicted  without  affording  the  means  of 
obtaining  redress,  would  not  prove  mis- 
placed. He  hoped  that  by  assenting  to 
this  Motion  the  House  would  remove  the 
impression  which  existed  in  Canada  that 
the  British  Government  in  this  instance 
persisted  in  an  act  of  injustice  solely  be- 
cause they  felt  they  were  the  strong  con- 
tending against  the  weak. 

Mr.  JACKSON  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 

*'  That  a  Select  Cominittco  be  appointed  to  in- 
qniro  into  the  Arrangoments  under  wliich  Mr.  (t. 
U.  Ryland  was  induced  to  resign  the  patent  office 
of  Clerk  of  the  Council  in  Canada ;  whether  that 
step  was  taken  under  a  distinct  guarantee  from 
the  Imperial  Lord  High  Commissioner,  Lord 
Sydenham;  and,  if  so,  whether  that  guarantee  has 
over  been  fully  and  fairly  carried  out  by  the  Im- 
perial Government." 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  thought  the  House  would  agree 
that  his  hen.  Friend  had  done  full  justice 
to  the  very  respectable  gentleman  whom 
he  had  taken  as  his  client,  and  whose  case 
ho  had  brought  under  their  consideration. 
The  hon.  Member  was  quite  right  in  anti- 
cipating that  he  was  likely  to  oppose  the 
renewal  of  this,  which  was  an  old  colonial 
question  well  known  in  the  Colonial  Office, 
well  known  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
well  known  also  to  the  Members  of  that 
House.  But  it  stood,  he  must  beg  the 
House  to  observe,  on  an  entirely  ditferent 
footing  now  from  any  which  it  had  before 
occupied;  and  he  must  say  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  shown  great  gallantry  in  com- 
ing forward  to  take  up  the  case  of  Mr. 
Ryland  at  the  eleventh  hour.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  case  was  now  in  a  totally 
different  position  from  that  in  which  it  was 
at  tho  time  when  the  papers  relating  to  it 
had  been  published,  or  when  the  Resolu- 
tion! had  been  carried  by  a  very  narrow 
m«oritj  in  tho  House  of  Lords  by  the 
Doke  of  Argyll.  A  reference  had  since 
then  been  niado  to  an  impartial  autho- 
ritji  and  an  award  delivered,  which  was 
carried  oat  jointly  by  the  Home  and  Colo< 
nial  Adminifltratiou.  But,  notwithstand- 
ing thaty  that  award  had  been,  he   was 


going    to   say,   assented   to,    but    at    all 
events  accepted,  by  Mr.  Ryland,  he  had 
succeeded  in  persuading  his  hon.  Friend 
to  tako  up  the  case  and  press  for  further 
compensation.     As  regarded  the  original 
transaction,  he  must  say,  that  he  viewed  it 
in  a  different  light  from  that  in  which  it 
was  regarded  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and  from 
that  in  which  it  had  been  placed  before  the 
House.     Mr.   Ryland   was  appointed    by 
Lord  Durham  to  the  office  of  clerk  of  the 
Executive  Council  of  Lower  Canada;  and, 
on  the  union  of  the  Provinces  being  effected 
by  Lord  Sydenham,  the   office  which  he 
had  originally  held  was  absolutely  abolish- 
ed  and   done   away   with  by  an    Act  of 
tho  Imperial  Parliament.    One  Executive 
Council  was   appointed  for  the  entire  of 
Canada,  and  in  the  interests  of  Canadv 
Lord  Sydenham  determined  that  the  new 
office    of    clerk    to    the   United    Council 
should  be  placed  on  a  rery  different  foot- 
ing.    Mr.  Ryland,  he  had  every  reason  to 
believe,  was  a  gentleman  of  the  highest 
character,    possessing    many    friends    by 
whom  ho  was  highly   valued,    and   upon 
whose  character  it  was  impossible,  how- 
ever the  House  might  decide  the  question 
before  them,  that  the  slightest  slur  could 
bo  thrown.     It  was  certain,  howerer,  that 
he  was  a  very  strong  politician  of  that  day, 
and  the  change  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Canadian  Legislature  having  been  made  in 
favour  of  responsible  government^  and  of 
the  party  to  which  Mr.  Kyland  was  strongly 
opposed,  it  was  deemed  advisable  for  Uie 
interests  of  Canada  solely,  that  that  gen- 
tleman should  not  be  reappointed  to  the 
office  of  clerk  of  the  Council.     Lord  Sy- 
denham accordingly  entered  into  negotia- 
tions  with    Mr.    Ryland,   who   consented 
very  willingly  and  gladly  to  accept  another 
office  in  lieu  of  it — that  of  the  registrar 
of  the  district  of  Quebec.    His  hon.  Friend 
had  said  that  no  one  in  his  senses  would 
exchange  the  office  which  ho  held  for  a 
worse  one;   but  he  forgot  that  one  office 
was  to  bo  abolished,  and  that  the  other 
was  expected  by  Mr.  Ryland  to  prove  far 
more  lucrative.     Ho  did  not  say  that  Lord 
Sydenham  shared  those  expectations;  bat 
surely  nobody  could  maintain  that  the  Go- 
vernor  General  was   bound  to  guarantee 
Mr.   Ryland   against  any  changes  which 
the  Provincial  Legislature  might  see  fit 
to  make  in  the  office  to  which  he  was  so 
appointed,  tu  an  extent  beyond  the  terms 
of  the  original  guarantee.     If  Mr.  Ryland 
had    retained   the   office  of  clerk   to  the 
United  Council  of  Canada^  he  moat  have 
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been  content  with  whtterer  salarv  was  «f- 
fixed  bj  the  Liegislatnre.  The  terms  of  the 
original  gnaraDtee  given  by  Lord  Sj-don- 
ham,  were  to  the  effect,  that  the  difrer>:^nce 
between  the  salary  attaching  to  any  office  to 
whieh  Mr.  Ryland  might  be  appointed  and 
the  retiring  allowance  of  £515  currency, 
to  which  he  would  be  entitled,  were  his  em- 
ployment in  the  public  serrice  to  be  wholly 
discontinued,  should  be  made  good  to  him. 
Chief  Justice  Carter,  in  his  award,  declared 
that  the  construction  of  this  guarantee  was 
perfectly  clear  and  that  its  operation  extend- 
ed solely  to  any  deficit  which  might  exist 
beneath  £515  in  the  emoluments  of  any 
pnhlio  office  to  which  he  was  thereafter 
to  be  appointed.  It  was  true,  as  stated  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  that  Mr.  Ryland  had  ac- 
cepted this  guarantee  under  a  distinct  pro- 
test^  that  his  acceptance  of  this  office  must 
not  be  taken  to  bar  any  future  claim  he 
might  hare  ;  hut  there  were  two  sides 
to  erery  bargain,  and  that  protest  could 
not  be  considered  as  iu  any  way  binding 
on  Lord  Sydenham,  whose  silence  with 
respect  to  the  letter  containing  that  pro- 
test, if  it  needed  any  explanation,  was 
to  be  explained  by  the  fact  that  he  was 
at  the  time  suffering  from  the  unfortu- 
nate accident  which  shortly  afterwards 
caused  his  death ;  the  letter  reached  him 
the  very  day  after  the  accident  had  oc- 
enrred,  and  during  tho  week  or  ten  days 
that  elapsed  before  bis  decease  took  place 
no  pnblic  business,  except  that  of  tho  most 
pressing  and  urgent  character,  was  put 
before  him.  Thus  Chief  Justice  Carter 
saidy  and  everybody  admitted,  that  the 
question  at  issue  must  turn  on  the  guaran- 
tee. That  guarantee  however  must  stand 
on  its  own  grounds  ;  no  authority,  provin- 
cial or  Imperial,  could  be  bound  by  any- 
thing but  its  strict  interpretation.  Mr. 
Ryland 's  income  proved  to  be  much  less 
than  he  had  expected,  aud  he  therefore 
urged  his  claim — he  would  not  say  unjustly 
or  improperly,  but  certainly  with  persover- 
aiiee — both  on  the  Home  and  Colonial 
Ooyemments.  He  applied  to  successive 
Governors-General,  and  to  successive  Se- 
cretaries of  State  ;  and,  first,  the  present 
Earl  of  Derby,  then  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
lastly.  Earl  Grey,  had  decided  each  iu 
stronger  terms  than  the  other,  that  the 
responsibility  of  carrying  out  Lord  Syden- 
ham's guarantee  rested  solely  and  entirely 
on  the  Colonial  executive.  Lord  Met- 
ealf  had  expressed  an  opinion  in  which 
ho  entirely  concurred,  that  the  arrange- 


ment was  one  in  whieh  th^  intonMts  \^ 
this  counirv  wore  in  no  wav  involvt\l :  but 
that  it  had  been  ontonsl  into  s«>1c1t  for 
political  puqtosos  connected  with  tho  o^la* 
blishment  of  a  nevr  svstom  of  iiOTomment 
in  tho  colon V,  which  ott<:ht  therefore  to  bo 
responsible  for  the  claim.  It  would  cer- 
tainly have  been  more  generous  on  tho 
part  of  the  Canadian  Parliament  if  thoy  had 
acknowledged  the  claim  for  compensation, 
but  thev  had  always  steadily  rofuse^l  to 
do  so.  The  case  remaineii  in  this  position 
down  to  18^)5,  when  tho  noblo  Lord  tho 
Member  for  London,  who  was  then  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  tho  Colonies,  did 
certainly  stretch  a  point,  and  make  on  tho 
part  of  the  Imperial  Government  a  vory 
handsome  proposal.  That  proposal  was 
that  tho  whole  case  should  be  referred  to 
an  impartial  arbitrator  or  eommissionor, 
who  should  mako  his  award,  and  that 
whatever  amount  ho  might  consider  was 
fairly  duo  to  Mr.  Ryland,  should  bo  liqui- 
dated in  equal  proportions  by  tho  Imporial 
and  Colonial  Govornmcnts.  Tho  quostion 
then,  was  as  to  who  should  bo  tho  commis- 
sioner. It  was  thought  unadvisahlo  that 
ho  should  bo  a  Canadian  ;  it  was  deemed  in- 
expedient that  ho  should  be  an  Englishman; 
and  therefore  it  was  thought  best  that  ho 
should  be  some  distinguished  person  with 
colonial  feelings  and  acquainted  with  colonial 
views  and  interests.  And  accordingly  tho 
noble  Lord  secured  tho  services  of  a  very  omi- 
nent  person — Chief  Justice  Carter,  of  New 
Brunswick — who  in  course  of  time,  roportod 
that  ho  had  made  his  award  to  tho  effect 
that  a  sum  of  £9,000  currency  should  bo 
paid  to  Mr.  Ryland.  Mr.  Ryland,  though 
ho  had  not  given  a  written  promise  to 
abide  by  the  award,  appeared  boforo  tho 
arbitrators  and  furnished  all  the  informa- 
tion he  thought  necessary.  The  Cana- 
dian Government,  which  had  made  no 
promise,  at  first  refused  to  recognize  its 
responsibility,  and  declined  to  pay  its 
moiety  of  the  £9,000,  although  tho 
Home  Government  at  once  paid  its  por- 
tion— namely  £4,500.  Tho  award,  how- 
ever, had  now  been  carried  fully  into  ef- 
fect. His  right  bon.  Friend  tho  Mombor 
for  Taunton  (Mr.  Labouchcre)  used  his  in- 
fluence with  the  Canadian  Government  in 
order  to  induce  them  to  bear  their  part.  Ho 
did  not  succeed;  but  his  successor  was  more 
fortunate  and  induced  them  to  carry  out 
the  arrangement.  Mr.  Rylanl  had  now 
received  the  4,500  from  tho  Canadian  Go- 
vernment, and  therefore  tho  caso  stood  upon 
a  wholly  different  footing  from   what  it 
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did  before  the  reference  was  made  by  restoring  his  own  charooter,  or  to  get  rid 
the  authorities  of  the  Colonial  Office.  It  of  imputations  under  which  he  might  think 
WAS  under  Euch  circumstances  and  in  such  ho  lay  ?  If  that  were  his  opinion,  then 
a  stato  of  things  that  \\U  hon.  Friend  had  he  must  say  he  thought  any  such  course 
the  courage  to  ask  the  Ilouso  of  Commons  was  entirely  needless.  No  tribunal  was 
to  reopen  the  wholo  question.  Upon  needed  for  any  such  purpose,  for  not  the 
what  ground  ?  Could  it  be  on  account  slightest  stain  or  imputation  rested  upon 
of  the  principle  upon  which  Chief  Justice  the  honour  of  Mr.  Ryland.  The  only  hard 
Carter's  award  was  founded.  Tho  Chief  word  that  could  bo  used  of  him  was  that 
Justice  was  instructed  to  confine  himself  he  had  pressed  hia  claim  upon  the  Colonial 
solely  to  the  terms  of  Lord  Sydenham's  Office  with  pertinacity — that  ho  had  been 
guarantee,  and  determine  what  amount  of  a  thorn  in  the  sido  of  the  Colonial  Office — 
compensation  was  duo  thereupon.  His  but  this  could  bo  scarcely  said  to  be  a  very 
hon.  Friend  was,  however,  of  opinion  that  heavy  accusation — such  a  charge  as  could 
the  inquiry  ought  to  range  over  a  much  only  be  cleared  by  the  appointment  of  a 
wider  field.  In  that  opinion  he  could  not  Conimittee.  He  thought  the  gentlemaa 
concur,  and  he  should  like  to  know  what  might  rest  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
information  his  hon.  Friend  could  hope  to  able  statement  made  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
obtain  beyond  that  already  given  in  the  After  a  careful  study  of  the  whole  case,  he 
papers  before  them.  He  spoke,  indeed,  of  felt  satisfied  that  no  useful  or  good  par- 
examining  Mr.  Murdoch,  but  he  was  autho-  poses  would  result  from  the  appoiutment  of 
rized  by  that  gentleman  to  say  that  he  in-  a  Committee,  and  he  therefore  hoped  hit 
terpreted  the  guarantee  as  indeed  any  rca-  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  his  Motion, 
sonable  ordinary  man  would  interpret  it,  Question  put — 

and  had  no  idea  of  any  other  construction  The  House  divided: — Ayes  20  ;  Noes 

being  put  on  it  than  that  which  had  been  235 :  Majority  215. 
applied  to  it.     He  must  say  that  the  Im- 
perial Government  in   their  treatment  of 

Mr.  Ryland  had  gone  even  beyond  the  de-^  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  ARBITRATION, 

mands  of  strict  justice,  and  had  acted  to-  leave. 

wards  him  with  a  generosity  which  they  Colonel    WILSON    PATTEN    said, 

were  not  strictly  bound  to  exercise.     The  ^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ,^^^^  ^^  ^.       .^  ^ 

award  decreed  that  ha  f  the  compensation  35,1  ^^  enable  railway  companies  to  settle 

should  be  paid  by  the  Imperial  and  half  by  ^,,^5^  difl:erences  with  othercompanies  by 

the  Canadian  Governmen  .     That  amount  arbitration.      He  was  quite  reofiy  to  aii- 

Mr.  Ryland  had  receiveil.     The  question  ^^^^           questions  with  respect  to  the 

therefore  now  practically  was.  could  it  be  g-ji^  but  should  at  present  oo^e  himself 

the  duty  of  the  Colonial  Ofiice  to  advise  ^^  ^^^^j       ^^^^  its  object  was  not  to  in- 

the  House  of  Commons  to  reopen  the  whole  ^^^^^^^  ^f^j^  proceedings  in  Parliament,  or 

question   by   tho  appointment  of  a  Com-  ^^j^|^         j^^^-^,^^  ^^^«,    ^  ^^^y^  ^j 

mittee    Such  a  step  would  imply  a  doubt,  companies  to  settle  their  differences  with 

which  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  ^^^^^  companies  by  arbitration,  a  power 

State  did  nut  feel  as  to  the  expediency  ^^j^j^^^  ^,^^  ^^jj  not  possess  under  the  ex- 

of   the   course  which   had  been    pursued  isting  statutes  relating  to  railways. 

Ill  his  opinion  they  had  no  right  to  im-  Leave  given. 

pose   upon    the    tax-payers   of   this  coun-  -..,,  .         ,  1      d  m         n  *       >     a     ^^% 

r               r    xi              X    1    1*        1          1     IT  ^"1  ^o  enable    Railway  ComiMUiies  to  fettle 

try  any  further  contribution  towards  Mr.  their  diflferencoi  with  other  CompSerbj  aAtoi- 

Ryland,  and  he  thought  it  would  bo  un-  tion,  or(^<;(2  to  be  brought  in  by  ColoneL  Wnsev 

fair  towards  Canada,  as  well  as  towards  Pattxn  and  Mr.  Dekdks. 
this  country,  to  consent  to  such  a  course. 

What   would    tho   Canadian   Government  IMPRISONMENT  FOR  SMALL  DKBTS. 

and   Parliament   say  if  they  heard    that  leavb 
the  House  of  Commons  had  consented,  at 

the  wish  of  the  Colonial  Office,  to  reopen  Mr.  COLLIER  said,  he  rose  to  nioTO 

the  whole  question,  the  Canadian  Govern-  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  limit  tht 

mcnt  having  already  paid  £4,500  as  a  power  of   imprisonment   for   small  debts 

final  settlement?      Did  Mr.  Ryland  wish  exercised   by  the  County  Court  Judges: 

for  a  Committoe  for  any  other  purpose  HaYing  been  one  of  those  who  had  as- 

than  with  a  view  to  obtain  further  com-  sisted  in  the  formation  of  County  Coaita» 

]               ^n         p.  for  the  purpose  of  and  who  had  frequently  aAvociMoA  w 
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extension  of  their  jurisdiction,  especially 
in  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  poor,  he 
hoped  that  it  would  not  be  supposed  that 
he  was  actuated  by  a  feeling  of  hostility, 
either  to  those  Courts  or  to  the  Judges 
who  presided  over  them  with  so  much 
learning  and  ability.  Ho  thought  that, 
on  the  whole,  the  County  Courts  had 
worked  extremely  well,  and  with  one 
exception  had  given  general  satisfaction. 
The  power  of  imprisonment  for  small 
debts  had  been  the  subject  of  many 
newspaper  articles  in  the  provincial  press. 
It  had  been  presented  by  grand  juries, 
and  had  been  alluded  to  in  the  charges 
of  Her  Majesty's  Judges.  The  Society 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law,  under  the 
presidency  of  Lord  Brougham,  had  ^iven 
its  attention  to  the  matter,  and  a  Com- 
raittee  of  that  body  had  made  a  Report. 
Under  these  circumstances,  ho  trusted  he 
should  be  pardoned  if  he  detained  the 
House  by  a  brief  statement  of  the  facta. 
The  power  of  imprisonment  under  process 
of  the  superior  Courts  was  very  different 
from  that  exercised  by  the  County  Court 
Judges.  In  the  superior  Courts  imprison- 
ment operated  ns  a  discharge  of  the  debt, 
but  not  so  in  the  County  Courts.  In  the 
superior  Courts  a  creditor  had  two  courses 
before  him.  He  might  take  either  the 
goods  of  the  debtor  or  the  debtor's  body. 
If  he  chose  to  take  the  body  of  the  deb- 
tor, the  law  said  his  debt  was  satisfied ; 
but  not  so  in  the  County  Courts.  In  the 
County  Courts  the  power  of  imprisonment 
was  a  mere  punishment  which  did  not  ope- 
rate as  a  satisfaction  of  the  debt.  It  was 
dear  from  the  wording  of  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament that  this  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Legislature.     The  Act  enacted — 

"  That  if  the  party  so  summoned  shall  not  at- 
tend as  required  hj  such  summons,  and  shall  not 
allege  a  sufficient  excuse  for  not  attending,  or 
shall,  if  attending,  refuse  to  he  sworn,  or  to  dis- 
oloae  any  of  the  things  aforesaid,  or  if  he  shall 
not  make  answer  touching  the  same  to  the  sa- 
tisfaotion  of  such  Judge,  or  if  ho  shall  appear 
to  such  Judge,  cither  hy  the  examination  of  the 
nurty  or  by  any  other  evidence,  that  such  party, 
if  a  defendant,  in  incurring  the  debt  or  liability 
which  is  the  subject  of  the  action  in  which  judg- 
ment has  been  obtained,  has  obtained  credit  from 
the  plaintiff  under  false  pretences,  or  by  means  of 
frana  or  breach  of  trust,  or  has  \dlfully  contract- 
ed tneh  debt  or  liability  without  having  had  at 
tlie  same  time  a  reasonable  expectation  of  being 
M»  to  pay  or  discharge  the  same,  or  shall  have 
made  or  eaused  to  bo  made  any  gift,  delivery,  or 
transfer  of  any  property,  or  shall  have  charged, 
vamoved,  or  concealed  the  same,  with  intent  to 

Mrmad  his  creditors  or  any  of  them 

ttj^bJUl  be  lawful  for  such  Judge,  if  he  shall  think 
40^  Older  that  any  such  party  may  be  com- 


mitted to  the  common  gaol  or  House  of  Correc- 
tion of  the  county,  district,  or  place  in  which 
the  party  summoned  is  resident,  or  to  any  pri- 
son which  shall  be  provided  as  tlie  prison  of  the 
Court,  for  any  period  not  exceeding  forty  days." 
A  subsequent  proviso  enacted  that  impri- 
sonment might  be  awarded  for  new  fraud 
or  subsequent  default.  The  Legislature 
appeared  to  intend,  in  accordance  with 
the  reasonable  interpretation  of  the  clause, 
that,  if  the  debtor  did  not  appear,  the 
Judge  should  institute  some  inquiry  in  his 
absence  as  to  whether  he  was  able  to  pay 
or  not,  and  whether  he  had  contracted  the 
debt  by  fraud ;  and  if  he  were  able  to  pay, 
or  if  he  had  contracted  the  debt  by  fraud, 
then,  and  then  only,  was  he  to  be  puuish- 
ed,  on  his  refusal  to  pay,  by  imprisonment. 
This  was  the  interpretation  adopted  by 
most  of  the  County  Court  Judges.  But 
the  House  would  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
some  of  them  had  put  a  totally  different 
construction  upon  the  Act,  and  had  inter- 
preted it  as  enabling  them  to  commit  a 
defendant  merely  for  not  appearing,  and 
without  satisfying  themselves  that  he  had 
contracted  the  debt  by  fraud,  or  that  he 
was  able  to  pay  and  would  not.  The  con- 
sequence was,  that  sometimes  a  poor  man 
who  was  unable  to  pay  his  debts,  and  was 
prevented  from  appearing  before  the  Judge 
either  by  illness  or  by  poverty — for  the  loss 
of  one  or  two  days  labour  might  involve 
starvation  to  him — was  committed,  with- 
out inquiry,  and  without  proof  that  he  was 
able  to  pay  or  had  contracted  the  debt 
by  fraud.  The  process  was  this — John 
Smith's  name  was  called.  The  officer 
said  he  did  not  appear.  The  Judge 
thereupon  said,  '*  Summons  served  ?  " 
"Yes."  *' Forty  days."— "John  Noakes. 
Does  he  appear  ?  "  **  No."  **  Summons 
served?"  "No."  "  Thirty  days."  Many 
persons  were  sent  to  prison  exactly  in 
this  way.  The  imprisonment  was  order- 
ed without  inquiry,  and  it  was  a  mode  of 
administering  justice,  which  he  was  satis- 
fied the  House  never  intended  to  establish. 
From  a  Return  moved  for  by  the  late  At- 
torney General,  it  appeared  that  in  the 
year  1858  the  number  of  persons  com- 
mitted to  prison  for  not  appearing  pur- 
suant to  summons,  or  alleging  a  sufficient 
excuse  for  not  so  appearing,  without  proof 
of  fraud,  was  no  less  than  8,361.  This 
had  attrr.ctcd  a  good  deal  of  attention. 
The  grand  jury  of  the  county  of  Bedford 
made  a  presentment  on  this  subject,  and 
the  Chief  Baron,  than  whom  a  more  hu- 
mane Judge  could  not  be  found  on  the 
bench,  in  charging  them,  said — 
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"  But  the  point  to  which  special  attention  is 
called  is  the  fact  that,  although  there  is  such  a 
pleasing  decrease  in  the  number  of  criminal  of- 
fences, there  is  a  Tcry  large  number  of  commit- 
tals on  orders  from  the  County  Court.  The  con- 
sequence is,  that  the  expenses  of  the  county,  and 
he  might  add  of  the  country  generally,  are  largely 
increased.  A  man  who  was  taken  into  custody 
once,  was  supposed  to  satisfy  the  debt  he  had  in- 
curred ;  and  it  was  seldom  the  case  that  he  could 
get  out  without  some  liquidation  or  satisfaction  of 
the  debt ;  but  under  this  statute  that  is  not  the 
case,  and  the  number  of  committals  for  debt  has 
very  largely  increased.  The  expense  of  these 
debtors  in  this  county  averaged,  he  understood, 
lOs,  6d,  per  week.  The  Judge  of  the  County 
Court  has  no  power  to  commit  beyond  a  certain 
number  of  days;  but  he  has  this  power,  that 
when  the  debtor  comes  out  and  does  not  pay  the 
debt,  ho  can  again  commit  him  ;  and  there  is  one 
example  of  a  debtor  who  was  first  committed  in 
November,  1856,  and  he  has  been  committed  no 
less  than  eight  times  for  the  same  debt.  Five 
times  he  was  committed  for  periods  of  thirty  days, 
and  three  times  he  has  been  committed  for  periods 
of  forty  days.  During  the  whole  time  of  his  im- 
prisonment the  county  has  paid  lOs.  QcL  a  week 
for  his  support,  and  every  time  he  has  been  taken 
up  the  Treasury  has  had  to  pay  for  his  apprehen- 
sion, lie  (the  Chief  Baron)  believed  that  the 
county  had  better  have  paid  this  man's  debt  ten 
times  over,  and  the  Treasury  had  better  have  paid 
it  twice  over  than  that  such  a  process  of  impri- 
soning  and  paying  out  of  the  publio  funds  should 
have  gone  on.  It  really  is  impossible  to  contem- 
plate such  a  state  of  things  with  any  degree  of 
satisfaction.  The  debtor  referred  to  is  upwards 
of  60  years  of  ago,  it  appears,  and  he  has  been 
altogether  thirty  weeks  in  prison  for  this  debt.  A 
man  might  liave  committed  a  felony  and  had  a 
much  smaller  imprisonment.  The  debt  and  costs 
originally  amounted  to  £2  58.  ;  the  amount  has 
gradually  increased  from  that  sum  in  November, 
1856,  to  £4  lis.  Qd.  in  January,  1859,  when  he 
was  committed,  one  would  hope  for  the  last  time, 
for  forty  days.  But  he  may  be  committed  again, 
and  tlicre  seems  no  end  to  it.  He  found  that 
there  were  many  others  who  had  been  committed 
over  and  over  again.  The  number  of  persons 
committed  from  the  County  Court  on  these  small 
debts  had  increased  considerably ;  and  he  found 
that  in  the  year  ending  last  Michaelmas  there 
were  no  fewer  than  eighty-six  males  and  thirty- 
one  females.  Above  100  persons  were  so  com- 
mitted for  debts  and  costs  which  amounted  al- 
together to  £274  98.  9d.,  the  average  of  that 
being  little  more  than  £2  for  each  person's  debt.'' 

If  this  man,  whose  debt  had  been  originallj 
only  £2  5s.,  had  committed  a  felony  he 
would  have  been  sentenced  to  a  much 
shorter  term  of  imprisonment.  He  might 
add,  however,  that  the  Judge  of  the  County 
Court  thus  referred  to  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  had  taken  the  opportunity  of  re- 
plying, and  giving  him  a  Roland  for  an 
Oliver,  saying  that  the  Chief  Baron  could 
have  had  very  little  to  do  when  ho  made 
so  many  irrelevant  remarks  ;  and  to  show 
his  independence,  when  the  old  man  came 
out,  he  recommitted  him  for  the  ninth  time 

ifr.  Collier 


for  forty  days.  But  the  learned  Lord  Chief 
Baron  was  not  fully  informed  of  the  mag. 
nitude  of  the  evil,  for  he  (Mr.  Collier) 
found  that  one  County  Court  Judge  in 
1857  committed  546  persons,  and  another 
no  less  than  749  persons  in  the  same  year. 
These  committals  were  increasing  in  nam-, 
ber,  so  that  it  was  confidently  expected  the 
committals  for  the  present  year  would  ex- 
ceed by  2,000  those  of  the  year  before. 
He  found  also  that  there  was  a  great  dis- 
crepancy in  the  practice  of  the  Judges. 
While  one  Judge  had  committed  no  less 
than  749  defendants  in  a  year  for  non-ap- 
pearance, another  had  committed  only  ]8o« 
although  the  latter  had  a  greater  number 
of  plaints  by  no  less  than  3,004.  Again, 
another  Judge  who  had  no  less  than  14,293 
plaints  before  him  had  only  committed  85 
persons  in  the  course  of  the  year.  It  seem- 
ed to  him  (Mr.  Collier),  then,  that  as  the 
Chief  Baron  remarked,  this  was  a  state  of 
things  which  could  not  be  contemplated 
with  any  degree  of  satisfaction.  ELe  did 
not  desire  to  abolish  this  power  of  impri- 
sonment, because  he  thought  that  in  many 
cases  it  would  have  a  wholesome  opera- 
tion. He  was  desirous  that  the  Connty 
Court  Judges  should  have  power  to  make 
men  pay  their  debts  ;  and  that  to  this  end 
the  power  of  imprisonment  might  be  ne- 
cessary. But  what  ho  wished  was  leave 
to  introduce  a  Bill  to  confine  their  impri- 
sonment jurisdiction  to  the  cases  which  he 
thought  wcro  originally  contemplated  by 
the  Legislature;  that  no  Judge  should  im- 
prison a  man  merely  for  non-appearaneOt 
or  without  being  satisfied  that  he  had  con- 
tracted his  debt  by  fraud,  or  that  he  had 
the  means  of  paying.  He  contended  that 
the  proper  explanation  of  the  clause  was* 
that  ill  the  defendant's  absence  the  Judge 
should  satisfy  himself  on  these  points  by 
other  means  ;  and  this  was  the  interpre- 
tation put  upon  it  by  some  of  the  most 
learned  of  the  Judges.  One  other  point 
which  he  wanted  to  secure  was  this.  There 
should  be  some  limited  period  of  imprison- 
ment. If  a  man  committed  a  felony  be 
was  imprisoned  for  a  determined  namber 
of  months  ;  but  the  law,  as  interpreted  by 
some  of  the  County  Court  Judges,  gare  no 
limit  to  imprisonment  for  debt.  If  the  old 
man  mentioned  by  the  Chief  Baron  had 
picked  his  neighbour's  pocket  of  proporty 
to  the  value  of  £2,  he  would  probably  hare 
been  imprisoned  for  two  or  tnree  months  ; 
but  because  he  did  not  pay  a  debt  of  that 
amount  he  had  been  imprisoned  for  C^r 
times  that  period.     The  limit  whioh  he 
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would  propose  was  this — that  no  defendant 
should  he  committed  for  moro  than  twice 
forty  days.  [Mr.  Malins  :  Too  long.]  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  observation  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  as  his  own  opin- 
ion inclined  the  same  way,  but  still  this 
would  not  be  a  quarter  of  the  time  this 
poor  old  man  had  already  been  imprisoned. 
He  should  propose  that  term — subject,  of 
course,  to  such  modifications  as  the  House 
approved.  In  conclusion,  he  had  to  thank 
the  House  for  the  patience  with  which  they 
had  listened  to  him,  and  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  malins  said,  he  rose  to  second 
the  Motion.  He  considered  the  House 
was  very  much  indebted  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  for  the 
manne  *  in  which  he  had  brought  the  sub- 
ject forward.  For  himself,  the  practice  of 
the  County  Courts  being  out  of  his  beat, 
unless  he  bad  heard  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qeotleman's  statement  he  could  not  have 
Mivred  that  such  things  were  going  on  in 
this  country.  It  was  ore  of  the  misfortunes 
flf  the  County  Courts  that  the  business  was 
carried  on  without  the  controlling  check  of 
a  bar.  It  was  carried  on  in  the  country, 
and  it  was  therefore  desirable  that  the 
proceedings  should  be  most  vigilantly 
watched.  It  did  excite  his  astonishment 
that  upwards  of  700  persons  should  have 
been  committed  by  one  Judge  in  one  year 
for  non-appearance,  caused  generally  by 
poferty  or  ignorance,  if  the  proposed 
Bill  passed  into  law  it  would  be  a  great 
public  advantage,  although  for  his  part  he 
wont  even  farther,  and  said  that  the  whole 
power  of  imprisonment  ought  to  be  most 
carefully  guarded.  In  1838  he  rejoiced  at 
the  measures  by  which  the  abolition  of 
arrest  on  mesne  process  was  effected.  Up 
to  that  time  a  creditor,  merely  on  an  affi- 
davit of  a  £20  debt,  could  seize  the  body 
of  the  debtor ;  and  he  remembered  hearing 
Gentlemen,  many  of  them  still  living, 
argue  that  if  this  power  were  abolished, 
England's  commercial  greatness  would  be 
at  an  end.  Now,  no  man  would  venture 
to  point  out  a  single  mischief  that  had 
arisen  from  that  abolition  of  arrest  on 
mesne  process.  He  contended  that  the 
abolition  had  been  productive  of  signal 
benefit ;  and  he  desired  to  see  the  day 
when  imprisonment  for  debt  should  be 
abolished  altogether.  Two  courses  were 
now  open  to  a  judgment  creditor  in  the 
superior  courts.  Either  he  could  issue  a 
fi'J^  against  the  goods  of  his  debtor,  or 
a  writ  of  capias  by  which  to  take  his  per- 
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son.  If  he  took  the  goods  he  could  not 
also  seize  the  person,  and  if  he  seized  the 
person,  and  afterwards  let  him  out  of  cus- 
tody, the  debt  was  discharged.  There  was 
no  previous  arrest,  unless  the  creditor 
swore  that  the  debtor  was  about  to  leave 
the  country.  And  this  principle  he  would 
like  to  see  extended  to  all  cases.  A  debtor 
should  not  be  seized  by  a  creditor  as  a 
matter  of  right ;  he  should  only  be  im- 
prisoned on  special  application  to  a  Judge. 
To  give  a  creditor  power  to  seize  all  the 
property  the  debtor  had  was  quite  sufficient. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Collier) 
proposed  to  give  to  the  County  Court  Judge 
power  of  awarding  eighty  days'  imprison- 
ment. That  was  not  a  power  that  he  (Mr. 
Malins)  was  disposed  to  give.  He  would 
much  rather  restrict  this  power  of  im- 
prisonment, and  with  regard  to  the  power 
of  imprisonment  for  non-appearance,  take 
it  away  altogether. 

Captain  STUART  said,  he  also  thank- 
ed  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fly- 
mouth  for  introducing  the  Bill,  as  he  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  hardships  which  were 
inflicted  under  the  present  system.  In  his 
own  county  many  poor  girls  and  women 
were  induced  to  incur  debts  with  travelling 
dealers,  and  some  time  after  were  sum- 
moned, and  failing  to  appear  were  at  once 
committed  to  prison.  As  a  magistrate  he 
could  say  that  great  expense  was  thrown 
upon  counties  by  the  present  system. 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  said,  his  only  fear 
was  that  this  Bill  would  be  totally  inade- 
quate to  meet  the  fearful  tyranny  which 
had  just  been  disclosed  to  the  House.  He 
could  scarcely  believe  that  8,000  persons 
had  been  committed  to  prison  in  one  year 
for  non-appearance.  It  was  true  that  in 
those  cases  the  Judge  ostensibly  commit- 
ted for  contempt  of  Court,  but  then  every- 
thing was  construed  into  a  contempt.  If 
a  debtor  did  not  appear,  it  was  contempt 
of  Court ;  if  he  could  not  pay  the  instal- 
ments which  the  Judge  had  fixed,  that  also 
was  contempt  of  Court.  Years  ago  he 
brought  before  that  House  the  case  of  a 
man  committed  from  a  County  Court,  who 
was  treated  as  a  felon,  and  had  his  head 
shaved,  in  which  condition  he  had  to  re- 
turn to  society  on  his  liberation,  after  an 
imprisonment  of  throe  weeks.  Of  all  ty- 
rannies a  legalized  tyranny  was  the  worst. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  introduce  a  Bill  which  would  con- 
vey more  strongly  than  the  measure  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  disap- 
probation   which    they  must   all  feel  of 
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such  oppression  as  tliat  which  he  had  de- 1  in   matters  of  that  description  ;   and  he 
nounccd.  could  state  that  he  spoke  upon  the  subject 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  prepared  •  from  a  personal  experience  as  one  of  those 
heartily  to  thank  the  hon.  and  learued  Judges,  in  one  of  the  most  populous  dis- 
Gentlemau  ior  having  brought  that  sub-  tricts  in  London,  during  a  period  of  seve- 
ject  under  the  consideration  of  the  llouse.  ral  years.  His  practice,  and  that  of  all 
He  wished,  however,  to  draw  his  attention  the  gentlemen  who  acted  as  County  Court 
to  a  fact  which  seemed  to  have  escaped,  :  Judges  in  the  London  district,  was  very 
not  only  his  notice,  but  also  that  of  the  '  much  of  the  nature  of  that  to  which  the 
Other  hon.  ^Icmber  who  had  spoken.  The  ;  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  had  awarded 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  talked  of  i  some  praise;  but  he  must  say  that  it  would 


*' penal  imprisonment;*'  but  lie  had  not  in- 
formed the  House  that  those  parties  were 
not  really  treated  as  debtors,  but  subjected 
to  certain  strict  regulations  issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  that  althousrh  thev 
were  not  put  to  hard  labour,  they  ucre  ex- 
posed to  special  hardships  in  their  diet  and 
in  other  details  of  their  treatment.  The 
fact  was.  that  these  people  were  consider- 
ed as  fraudulent  debtors.     But  there  was 


be  perfectly  impossible  to  send  an  officer 
to  search  for  a  man  in  a  district  of  twelve 
or  fourteen  miles,  or  to  pursue  a  person  in 
the  metropolis,  who  perhaps  had  gone  out 
of  the  way  purposely  to  avoid  the  payment 
of  his  debt.  As  to  the  rapidity  of  the 
trials,  it  must  be  recollected  that  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten  the  defendant  admitted 
the  debt;  there  was,  consequently,  no  time 
required  for  that.     Then,  gaaerally  speak- 


cvery  reason  to  doubt  whether  their  cases    ing,  they  had  their  own  time  for  paying; 


were  investigated  at  sufficient  length  to 
enable  a  Judge  to  decide  whether  or  not 
their  liabilities  had  been  fraudulently  con- 
tracred.  In  many  cases  the  families  of 
the  unfortunate  piTsons  who  sutifered  un- 
tier  this  state  of  tiic  law  were  maintained 
bv  the  parish,  while  the  prisoners  them- 
selves wore  maintained  out  of  the  county 
ra:es  during  their  imprisonment ;  so  that 
the    punishiucnt    was    merely    vindictive. 


the  creditors  were  almost  inyariably  very 
mild,  both  as  to  time  and  the  amount  of 
the  instalments.  If  the  debtor  fiuled  to 
pay,  the  usual  thing  was  to  take  ont  a 
summons  to  show  cause  whv  he  did  not. 

m 

Very  often  the  debtor  did  not  attend,  be- 
cause  he  did  not  wish  to  be  cross-examin- 
ed as  to  his  means  of  paying.  When  that 
was  the  case,  the  creditor,  whether  he  mi 
hard,  or  dishonest,  or  otherwise,  said  tktt 


Whenever  they  should  get  into  Commit-  |  the  debtor  could  pay ;  and  further  inqniiy 
toe,  they  would  have  an  opportunity  of  j  was  impossible  on  the  part  of  the  Judge, 
e.^nsidoring  all  the  det^iils  iuvolrcd  in  tuc .  f«^r  there  was  no  one  present  of  whom 
measure.  '  he  could  inquire.     It  might,  however,  be 

Ms.  GEORGE  OLIVE  said,  that  the ;  desirable  to  take  away  from  the  Judges 
Govornment  had  no  objection  to  the  intro- ''  this  power  of  imprisonment  altogether. 
duetion  vf  the  £i!l.  On  the  contrary,  they  In  speaking  of  the  number  of  imprison- 
were  or  o:>in;.:i  tha:  ic  was  the  duty  ot  the  \  nients,  is  ought  nut  to  be  assumed  that  all 
Lo^isIa:un[>  to  attempt  to  devise  some  re- .  who  were  committed  had  been  in  prison, 
nxcdy  :\ T  ti.e  evils  to  which  his  hon.  and  :  for  the  number  was  immense,  in  which 
learuoJ  Fric:id  Lad  directed  ti;eir  a: ten-  payment  was  made  rather  than  go  to 
ii.i:.  Bu:  at  the  same  time  he  must  add  '  prison.  Indeed,  he  had  known  frequent 
;ha:  I:e  ivii  u.-:  be'.ieve  that  tr.e  llouse  and  instances  of  debtors  waiting  outside  the 
those  loorr.eu  Gcut.emen  who  wore  in  the  Court,  unknown  to  the  officer,  until  th^ 
habit  of  eouimeiitiu^  on  the  merits  of  ti:o  had  heard  that  tuey  were  committed,  and 
County  Court  J  uJges  go ;;e rally  possossed  tiien  they  would  of  their  own  aecord  eome 
that  practical  aoquaintauoe  with  tlieir  pro-  iu  and  pay  the  debt.  Ic  must  be  admit- 
eeediajT*  which  would  entitle  ;hem  to  speak  :ed,  that  if  there  was  no  power  of  impri- 
autboritatively  upon  such  a  subject.  He  son  meat,  the  debtor  might  set  the  Court 
agretrd  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  at  d-j dance, 
the  MouiWr  for  Wall;::  ij  for  J  ^Mr.  Mai;:is\        Mi*.  I^RISCOE  said,  it  appeared  from 
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neasure.     The  onlj  objection  made  to  it 
was  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough,  but 
that  was  a  defect  which  might  easily  be 
remedied  in  Committee. 
Leave  given. 

Bill  limiting  the  power  of  Imprisonment  for 
small  Debts  exercised  by  tbe  County  Conrt  Judges, 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Collier,  Mr. 
Mauns,  and  Mr.  Athbrton. 

ARMY 
REGIMENTAL  QUARTERMASTERS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  said, 
that  in  the  notice  paper  there  appeared  in 
his  name  the  following  notice  of  Motion: — 

"  That  this  IIousc  do  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  of  an  humble  Address  to  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  she  will  be 
grmciously  pleased  to  give  direction  that  the  bene- 
ito  conferred  by  the  Royal  Warrant  of  the  17th 
4iy  of  December,  1855,  upon  Regimental  Quarter- 
nuters  retiring  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  de- 
clantion  of  war  with  Russia  bo  extended,  so  far 
mdf  as  the  honorary  rank  of  captain  is  concern- 
ed, to  those  regimental  Quarterma^iters  who  com- 
pleted the  period  of  service  specified  in  the 
Warrant,  but  who  had  retired  previous  to  that 
date." 

The  veteran  officers  in  whose  interest  he 
InmI  given  notice  of  that  Motion  were  ad- 
vanced in  age,  heing  some  seventy-five 
years  old,  and  were  limited  in  numher,  not 
txeeeding  thirty-nine.  These  men  had 
eome,  not  from  that  class,  which  it  was 
the  fashion  to  call  **  the  Upper  Ten  Thou- 
sand," hut  had  sprung  from  the  people, 
who  made  the  hono  and  sinew  of  tbe  ser- 
▼ioe  — namely,  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
British  army.  They  )iad  enlisted  as  pri- 
Tfttes,  and  had  raieed  themselves  to  the  rank 
of  commissioned  officers  entirely  hy  their 
own  merit.  He  would  not  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  hy  pointing  out  the  variojs 
•ervices  which  these  men  had  performed, 
hut  he  would  give  a  couple  of  instances  to 
show  what  was  the  nature  of  their  merit  : 
—Quartermaster  Samuel  Goddard  fought 
with  distinction  at  the  hattle  of  Waterloo 
and  led  the  forlorn  hope  at  the  storming  of 
Bhurtpore  ;  Quartermaster  M*Clellan,  of 
the  10th  Hussars,  was  puhlicly  thanked 
for  his  extraordinary  valour  hy  general 
officers,  no  less  than  five  times  on  five 
separate  fields  of  hattle.  If  such  a  deco- 
ration had  existed  at  tho  time  there  was 
no  douht  but  that  the  services  of  these 
gallant  men  would  have  fully  entitled  them 
to  the  Victoria  Cross.  The  House  would 
be  happy  to  hear  that  since  he  had  placed 


his  Motion  on  the  paper  the  military  au- 
thorities had  taken  the  suhject  into  their 
favourable  consideration,  and  had  promoted 
these  old  soldiers.  One  of  the  last  acts  of 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  late 
Secretary  for  War  was  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  this  purpose.  A  more  gracious 
act  could  not  be  performed  before  leaving 
office,  and  he  was  rejoiced  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  succeeded  as 
Secretary  of  War  carried  out  the  intention 
of  his  predecessor.  He  had  received  a 
letter  from  Mr.  (now  Captain)  Goddard, 
written  before  he  was  aware  of  his  pro- 
motion, in  which  he  expressed  his  sense  of 
the  disposition  evinced  both  by  General 
Peel  and  the  present  Secretary  for  War 
(Mr.  Sidney  Herbert)  to  deal  considerately 
with  the  representations  made  to  them  on 
this  subject,  and  especially  to  improve  the 
position  of  officers  who  had  risen  from  the 
ranks.  On  behalf  of  tho  officers  he  had 
mentioned  he  begged  to  return  their  grate- 
ful acknowledgments  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  whom  he  had  referred. 

Mr.  speaker  inquired  whether  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  not  a  Motion 
to  submit  to  the  House. 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  re- 
plied that  he  had  no  Motion  to  make. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  was  irregular 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, and  contrary  to  the  rules  of  the  House 
to  make  a  speech  and  not  to  conclude  with 
a  Motion. 

VOLUNTEER  CORPS. 
ADDRESS  HOYED  FOR. 

Mr.  PALK  said,  that  on  rising  to  move 
an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  with  reference 
to  the  arms,  accoutrements,  and  ammuni- 
tion to  bo  furnished  to  volunteer  rifie  corps, 
he  wished  to  state  that  be  had  received 
communications  from  various  parts  of  the 
country,  from  which  it  was  evident  that 
the  statements  made  by  the  Government 
with  regard  to  their  intentions  on  this  sub- 
ject had  occasioned  universal  dismay  and 
disappointment.  The  circular  issued  by  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  below  him 
(General  Peel)  had  been  very  popular,  and 
the  utmost  readiness  was  evinced  in  rallying 
to  the  call  for  Volunteer  Corps,  because  it 
was  felt  that  that  circular  recognized  the 
right  of  Englishmen  to  arm  and  organize 
themselves  for  the  defence  of  their  country 
— a  right  which  wos  recognized  in  all  fo- 
reign nations,  and  even  enforced  in  some. 
I  The  desire  to  adopt  this  course  was  not  attri- 
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bauble  to  anything  that  waa  taking  place 
abroad,  but  to  the  knowledge  that  tbe 
shores  of  this  country  were  entirely  open 
to  attack,  and  that  many  of  the  forts 
maintained  daring  the  last  war  had  in  the 
long  interral  of  peace  been  allowed  to  fall 
into  a  state  of  complete  decay.  Since 
the  last  great  European  war  great  conTul- 
siont  had  occurred  in  foreign  coontrc*, 
and  great  changes  among  the  dynasties  of 
the  Continent,  but  amid  all  the  changes 
which  had  taken  place,  one  object  had  erer 
been  foremost  in  the  minds  of  the  French 
Goremment — namely,  the  increase  of  the 
French  navy,  and  the  completion  of  those 
works  which  were  commenced  by  tbe  First 
Napoleon,  and  which  were  intended  as 
means  of  attack  upon  this  country.  Daring 
this  period,  however,  although  great  pre- 
parations bad  been  made  by  other  States, 
England  had  been  totally  quiescent.  The 
shores  of  Russia  were  bristling  with  cannon, 
and  were  fortified  with  the  greatest  care, 
while  her  harbours  were  filled  with  steamers 
and  gunboats  ;  but  England  bad  altogether 
abstained  from  fortifying  her  coasts.  Since 
the  last  war  the  introduction  of  steam,  as 
applied  to  shipping,  had  caused  ports  which 
were  previously  deemed  almost  inaccessible 
by  sailing  ships  to  be  most  vulnerable,  and 
to  be  the  most  likely  to  be  assailed  by  any 
foe  menacing  these  shores.  He  might  in- 
stance the  port  of  Dartmouth,  the  en- 
trance to  which  was  so  narrow  that  during 
the  late  war  it  was  supposed  to  be  almost 
secure  from  attack  by  sailing  ships ;  but 
the  introdrction  of  steam  had  rendered  ac- 
cess to  the  port  quite  easy,  and  on  more 
than  one  occasion  French  steamers  had  left 
the  French  coast  and  anchored  in  the  har- 
bour during  the  course  of  the  same  night, 
while  it  was  well  known  that  French  ships 
had  constantly  been  taking  soundings  on 
the  coast.  The  plan  of  the  Government 
seemed  to  bo  to  encourago  the  formation 
of  artillery  companies  in  those  towns  where 
there  were  already  fortifications  and  guns. 
This  proposal,  however,  did  not  meet  the 
cases  to  which  he  was  referring.  There 
mi^ht  bo  some  guns  at  Dartmouth,  but  he 
believed  they  were  likely  to  be  much  more 
dangerous  to  those  who  fired  them  than  to 
those  at  whom  they  were  aimed.  Dart- 
mouth and  many  other  places  0*1  oar  ooas  s, 
were,  from  their  natural  positions,  pecu- 
liarly susceptible  of  defence,  and  if  bat- 
teries were  erected,  and  artillery  volunteer 
corps  wcro  raised  in  their  neighbourhoods, 
they  might,  in  case  of  necessity,  bo  de- 
ided  by  these  volunteers  until  the  sue- 

Mr.  Palk 


earn  of  r^nlar  inwps  co«ld  he  obtained. 
He  believ^  thai  a  force  of  this  descrip- 
tion, especially  with  the  aid  of  volunteer 
rifle  corps,  would  render  the  Unding  of 
any  hostile  force  moat  diffie«ll  and  hazard- 
ous. He  thought,  however,  that  the  plan 
of  the  Government  was  extreoMly  uniatis- 
factory.  They  propoeed  that  twenty-five 
rifles  should,  under  certain  conditions,  be 
supplied  to  every  100  men.  One  of  these 
was  that  there  should  be  a  proper  range 
for  practice,  while  another  waa  that  there 
should  be  a  proper  place  for  the  custody  of 
the  arms ;  another  that  there  should  be  a 
military  inspection  of  eaeh  corps;  and 
another  that  its  roles  should  be  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  for 
War.  He  should  be  glad  to  know  from 
the  right  hon.  (jentlenian  whetfier  he  pro- 
posed that  the  supply  of  arms  should  be 
limited  to  twenty-five  for  e/ery  100  mes 
enrolled,  or  whether  the  remainder  of  the 
corps  were  to  be  allowed  to  provide  anns 
for  themselves.  He  ^also  wished  to  know 
if  volunteers  were  allowed  to  pro.'ide  anns 
for  themselves,  how  those  arms  were  lobe 
obtained.  He  was  informed  tha^  all  the 
manufacturers  of  arms  in  Birmingham  and 
London,  the  only  places  besides  Enfidd, 
where  the  proper  weapons  could  be  ab- 
tained,  were  under  contract  to  supply  am 
to  the  Government,  2,500  rifles 
being  furnished  from  Birmingfa( 
1 ,2()0from  London.  Hebelieved  tl 
greater  facilities  were  afforded  for 
ing  arms  the  establishment  of  rifle 
would  be  materially  interfered  with.  Coil- 
siderable  doubt  existed  as  to  whether  the 
Government  intended  that  the  volunteers 
should  bo  organized  in  regiments  or  in 
separate  companies,  and  he  had  reoaved 
a  copy  of  resolutions  which  had  been  for- 
warded to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
by  the  Bristol  Vol  intecr  Rifle  Corps,  ex- 
pressing their  regret  at  the  statements 
made  on  this  and  other  points  by  the  CK>- 
vemment.  He  also  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  an  officer  who  had  been  select- 
ed as  major  of  ore  of  these  corps,  and 
who  stated  that  he  could  hardly  suppose 
that  the  regulation  as  to  forming  com- 
panies and  not  regiments  waa  intended 
to  apply  to  large  towns,  l^his  opened  a 
very  wide  question.  To  what  extent  did 
the  Government  mean  to  go  in  its  attempt 
to  raise  volunteer  corps  ?  Were  they  to  ac- 
cept the  services  of  every  corps  irrespective 
of  locality,  which  presented  itself.  If  so, 
even  on  the  moderate  percentage  of  twenty- 
five  rifles  to  every  100  men  they  most  be 
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prepared  for  a  large  outlay  upon  arms  and 
equipments.  On  the  other  hand,  if  they 
adhered  to  the  view  which  seemed  gene- 
rally adopted  by  the  late  Government, 
that  the  volunteer  rifle  corps  should  be  at 
first  formed  as  accessaries  to  the  regular 
service,  they  could  not  do  better  than  to 
organize  them  in  companies,  because  it 
would  be  necessary  on  the  coast,  where 
they  had  not  large  towns  like  Bristol,  Bir- 
mingham, and  Manchester,  to  trust  to  the 
villages,  and  it  would  be  much  easier  to 
get  a  company  together  in  a  district  than 
to  march  men  from  great  distances  to  form 
portions  of  other  corps.  The  country  had  a 
right  to  demand  that  in  all  circumstances  its 
shores  should  be  rendered  safe  frominsultor 
attack.  Some  said  there  was  no  danger 
abroad,  and  they  could  not  account  for  this 
constant  fear  of  invasion,  and  the  other 
night  the  gallant  Admiral  the  Member 
br  Southwark  (Sir  Charles  Napier)  was 
feviited  when  advocating  the  increase  of  the 
navy  by  another  hon.  Member,  for  his 
ooHtant  fear  of  invasion ;  but  on  the  throne 
of  France  there  was  a  ruler,  who,  if  he  had 
kept  faith  with  us,  had  broken  it  with  his 
■objects  ;  who,  if  he  had  been  true  to  us, 
bad  been  false  to  that  republic  which  he 
had  sworn  to  maintain.  Not  many  months 
agOy  too,  the  language  of  the  French 
colonels  had  raised  a  storm  of  indignation ; 
nor  was  it  long  since  they  had  been  in- 
formed that  the  preparations  then  making 
by  the  Emperor  of  the  French  were  in- 
tended merely  to  replace  the  losses  occa- 
sioned by  the  war  in  the  Crimea,  whereas 
it  now  appeared  that  they  were  sufficient 
to  enable  him  to  engage  in  a  European 
war.  Without  disputing,  then,  the  Em- 
peror's good  feeling  towards  this  country, 
bat  looking  to  all  the  contingencies  of  the 
case,  and  having  regard  to  the  power  which 
that  great  ruler  wielded — having  regard, 
above  all,  to  his  acts  rather  than  to  his 
words  —  we  might  entertain  more  confi- 
dence in  the  maintenance  of  peace  if  our 
population  were  duly  organized  and  pro- 
perly drilled  to  repel  foreign  attacks,  and 
if  greater  attention  were  paid  to  the  fortifi- 
cation of  those  portions  of  our  coast  which 
oircnmstanceshad  rendered  more  vulnerable 
than  they  used  to  be.  He  would  therefore 
conclude  by  moving — 

''That  this  House  will,  upon  Tuesday  next,  re- 
flolvo  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  of  an 
humble  Address  to  Hor  Majesty,  praying  that  she 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  directions  that 
the  necesBary  arms,  accoutrements,  and  ammuni- 
tion be  furnished  to  Volunteer  Rifle  Corps,  under 
tbs  provisions  of  the  Act  ilth  Oeo.  IIL,  c.  6i,  as 


well  as  to  Artillery  Corps  in  maritime  towns, 
and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will 
make  good  the  same." 

Captain  JERVIS,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, observed  that  if  the  rule  laid  down  by 
the  Grovernment  were  adhered  to,  the  small 
arms  could  only  be  supplied  to  the  extent 
of  a  few  thousand  of  second-rate  guns, 
which  were  in  the  stores  of  the  contractors, 
and  were  sold  by  the  gunmakers  at  £5, 
probably  not  being  worth  £2,  It  was,  of 
course,  impossible  to  give  as  good  a  sup- 
ply as  could  be  wished,  but  he  understood 
that  his  hon.  Friend  only  wished  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  subject.  His  object  was  also 
to  ascertain  from  the  Government  whether, 
when  the  corps  had  boon  formed  and  drilled, 
they  would  be  supplied  with  arms  to  the 
extent  of  100  rifies  to  each  company,  so 
that  they  might  be  ready  to  act  in  case  of 
invasion.  The  assembling  of  men  to  shoot 
at  targets  was  merely  a  preliminary  matter ; 
the  great  point  was  to  have  them  trained 
and  prepared  for  actual  warfare.  As  to 
the  clothing  of  the  men,  that  was  a  point 
of  some  importance.  If  the  men  were  ever 
to  be  rendered  available,  they  must  have 
suitable  clothing.  A  great  many  persons 
had  contended  that  the  proper  attire  con- 
sisted of  an  ordinary  shooting-coat  and  a 
wide-awake  hat ;  but  they  seemed  to  forget 
that  an  important  point  was  to  dress  the 
riflemen  in  such  a  way  that  in  case  of 
their  being  taken  they  would  be  treated 
as  prisoners  of  war,  and  not  merely  as 
peasants  taken  in  a  hostile  country  with 
arms  in  their  hands,  and  who  by  the  rules 
of  war  were  subject  to  be  hanged  like  so 
many  dogs.  [**No,  no!'*]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men would  perhaps  accept  the  authority  of 
the  late  Duke  of  Wellington  on  that  sub- 
ject. On  the  entry  of  the  British  troops 
into  France  in  1814,  there  was  some  rising 
against  them  of  tho  peasantry,  and  in  a 
despatch  to  Marshal  Beresford,  the  Duke 
said,  **  If  I  have  to  complain  of  this  or 
otlier  villages  again,  I  will  treat  them  as 
the  French  treated  the  peasantry  in  Spain. 
I  will  totally  destroy  the  villages  and  hang 
all  the  peasants  in  arms."  If  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  would  do  that  for  the  protec- 
tion of  his  soldiers  the  House  need  not  ex- 
pect that  a  French  force  would  act  more 
leniently  in  this  country.  It  was,  therefore, 
not  a  mere  matter  of  fancy  but  an  import- 
ant point  so  to  clothe  the  Rifle  Corps  that 
they  should  be  recognized  as  prisoners  of 
war  in  case  of  any  of  them  being  captured. 
He  hoped  that,  in  a  matter  requiring  such 
serious  consideration  as  the  present,  tho 
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:::•-  cf  preparation    siap'r   arx«nnied   to  t'".e:r  rines.  bn;  let  oorsol  •ierscooieattli 

:'-.is  : — I:  :heT  were   rrciiare-i,  tber  Lad  wlih  the  bayonet,  and  tber  wonld  soon  i 

=ien   sr^i'Sr.:.  and  tbev  cn!j  reqa  re-i  to  :hem  :  aiid  great  slan^ter  did  take  pi 

:^  TLTzzi'iiri  wiib  :ha:  which  c:ns:".ta;ed  when  tbej  came  up  to  them,  bat  that  ' 

c"  -r a je .  n n  r  1  r.  o I «: p. '  n e :  fc*T,  i r.  the  eren t  s- saplj   because   the   A merieans    had 

:'  iz.Tis*:n.  »::h;=t  cisc'rline  the  inhabi-  Savoncts.     At  Lnndr's  Lane   the  An 

A  •  « 

Ti.-:?   .:  &   cc-ntrr.  hi^werer  ::>i:Tii!:aIlT  cans  showed  tLemselves  well  aUe  to 

•riTr,  w:-".i   ;»rc:'n:e  a  :V'j>.:en:d  ra :•:•'•?.  :Lat  arm.     But  to  show  how  the  pipe-< 

Th'swis  in  crinii'n  whi^-h  crerr  z:l::iArT-  svstom  was  inrariablT  adopted  br  all 

iL^ac  :l  ;1^  Hens?  w:n'd  encirse.     As  it  acihoritics,  when  the  Americans  got  v| 

rr^i-jtr^I  :;  him.  both  ;hv  rreseni  ani  the  armv  xLcv  did  not  arm  them  with  the 

ls:c  '^TTT-imnaen:  lj^i  been  wro^g  ic  their  but  wi:b  eke  moskct,  and  the  onlj  plac 

Tifw  rf  :!;«  c-cs:ic*n.     Tl.e  £rsi  c^caii-in  ^hich  the  suDeriontr  of  the  rifle  waa  te 

-n  wh;;'-   :-•*  sl":;**:  ha-i  b=en   rri'ng':.:  was  at    the    battle   of    New    Orieana. 

.•=:': ne  :  .e  S*::o:-rT  f;r  War  was  br  the  in  American   irrec'jlar  fotco.  vhcie 

;-:•.:>  ::  Eris:;'..  wh>  wait-zdcn  Lord  Tan-  slac^bter  was  so  extreme  tLat  a  lila 

11  nr:-   ::r  lei^e  ::   ::mi  a  rlf  e  corT-s,  bnt  ni'j'jt   seem   lo  hate  been  shoodap  d 

L:ri  ?;-T-:e  w.ni  hare  r.  ::h:n^  t:>  do  in   ^on;e  small   park.     Dnrin^  the  Fia 

•  ^:i -.  -iT^ercTTs.     He  i-irse'-:  Lad  scb-  w^r,  in  which   XapcOeon    1.   contaa^ 

•£•: -.r.:!T  li  I  i-.  £.I:re?s  b-:::re  his  right  :i.c*   inrasiin   of   this  conntrr,    tiM  vdh 

.    r.  ir  :  ri  -1l:  F::^ri  •:p7<'*::'?   Genera'  tecr  was   armed  and  clothed  by  ihe  i 

?-:£'.    "n  ▼!  :h  ::.r  n-&v;T.  e:rT»-ri:i:r..  ond  Temment.  and  be  conceived  that  a  vm 

r':<-  .i  ::  3'liz:'.  Lii'.riL  ^'zrzz'^^'.Z'T.  i:  iTTJL.  cc-urso    should    now    be  adopted.       Tl 

7  T-:  ;:  -  ^  :h  ?  hzl  :>en  -enif-i  ::■  :h:n2.  were   sufficient   reasons  for  soch  a  ■ 

":n:w'-.:-.  i:  i-r-earf-i  :hi:  ihe  desire 'o'is  sure.      In   the   first   p'ace,    the   amu 

jen.ri- :' r:irL. -:  ::.e  c::7.:rT  T-emiiss'cn  sn?i»":od  to  the  Tolunteers,  would  be 

--1?  j-i-::l   :;    firm  a  c.rrr.  which  wis  rrcperiv  of   the  Government,   and  w< 

i;::r..n_:  v  "i-r.     His  :T'n  :r.  n::  L^rir.j  ro:  begone  :o  the  men,  which  he  hel 

*...i:  ::  -   r     r.^rj  ii--.-^:.s  ;  r:': i.'.T  n::  :e  oVectionabie.     In  the  second  plao 

-  :r:-  =.-;   .  :-:  .£  ri^T  ::.r  ::i';:en;e  :>  ihev  a '.:.*ed  or  made  it  incumbent  n 

-.:.;■■  .'"mi:::.  ::  i:::.-iLe*  .  r:r  r-ir'n  •;:.:$.  :.  e  T-'unieers   :^  c*othe   and  arm  th 

1-:  zi  cerii  i>d:i  n.:  .::i*  ler.  :_:'TiTer.  5v'«-:5.  ;hev  wonid  cxciade  from  that  £i 

:i.i:   :he  rr  T-;r  ^it  :;   :';m  i  rtrriniens  :Le  Terv  c-:*:   nsea   in    the   conntrr, 

w?.5  :>  c-:=:n:;nce  ^::h  ;hr  STif  iid  cand  ;  working   classes,  ari   conSnc    the  m 

wra:  w;*  nzz'.Tx-i  wi»  in:  —^z  sh  -!d  be  n:en:  eniirc'j  :o  :he  middle  danea,  foi 

dril  =r:  ::  :h-  rracrie  ::  ;';=  r.£r.  aii  :ha:  wcr'ii:^  n:an  conld  aford  to  parehaae 

:z  :iS5   ::  en:5rj£n:T  tier  shc-l.  b-e  dis-  nni::m;  or  i.is  wei>jn.     Of  the  two 

c  rline:  ::■  a  c-:::i:n  rx:e-::,  rn:  r::  d'soip-  pcsiv.-ns  which  bad  been    made   he 

'  zirl  ».:h  i  1  :'r.r.:  T-rirLzrni  'i  r.r.I  *  ::e-  ::r:-: '.  :ha:  c:  :he  !a:c  Gcremment.  w^ 

:'iT    -.::".    »   d—izi  1    n-::c*SJ.rT   .*:    :. -.  "««■  .*   :.^     e:   the  nirmbers  of   theie   e 

i i  : f :    '■  I  - r  J «      Jr.—  : ' i: e  : i" i. r n: . r  .-."    :  .-.-n:  r. r.  j  c i . :h e  ihessclres.     But  the 

..:■  :'-.:  :i-a:  :^r  -r-  ::  jivin^^  shem  a  per  ceniage  of  anna  ^ 

difo'T    :.  ;-l  i:_:r.:::i  .:  --.  jir:.  y  ... :   '  ■  e  i  ?  ::•  v^h:.  :>  oa«i  jre'.t  diaconrager 

aivr:-  c  x :  -r  -  *  1 .  n  :  i :.  -  : :.  v  i:  n:  v  i :  ?  -. ".:'.      I :;  .  .  -j.  :h :  n: .  Tcn:  c  r : .     For,  did  the  IToiDM 

the  Aine:..nn  w-r  ;'  c-  :i::^:s  ::  E.nkc-r's  I  cne  :r.s:Ar.:  bcl.cTd  that  25  eat  of  0 
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100  men  would  meet  for  drill,  and  that 
the  remaining  75  would  walk  up  and 
down  with  their  hands  in  their  pockets? 
These  men  naturally  would  ohtain  arms 
also,  and  then  they  would  have  a  magpie 
set  of  troops  got  together — half-armed, — 
each  man  his  own  master,  and  all  discon- 
tented with  the  Government.  lie  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  take  this 
question  in  hand,  and  that  if  the  volun 
teers  were  to  he  called  out,  the  movement 
would  emanate  from  the  Executive.  If 
arms  and  clothes  were  not  to  bo  given, 
then  ho  hoped  all  reasonable  encourage- 
ment would  be  afforded  to  the  middle 
classes  —  as  in  that  case  to  obtain  the 
assistance  of  the  working  classes  would  be 
hopeless.  Above  all,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  could  not  be  too  cautious  in  recom- 
mending that  suitable  practice  grounds 
should  be  secured  —  so  that  the  public 
might  not  be  liable  to  the  amateur  prac- 
tioe  of  those  gentlemen — because  he  could 
ifiak  from  authority  in  stating  that  at  the 

Cient  moment  it  was  becoming  rather 
gerous.  Only  two  days  ago  he  had 
leeeived  a  letter  from  Bristol  in  which  it 
mta  stated  that  a  gentleman  and  two 
ladies  were  out  walking,  when  something 
whizzed  by  just  over  their  heads.  One  of 
the  ladies  said  '*  Is  it  not  rather  too  early 
for  a  cockchafer  ?"  when,  just  at  the  mo- 
ment, another  passed  by  and  struck  against 
the  wall  opposite.  The  gentleman  went 
to  the  spot,  took  out  his  knife,  and  had  the 
satisfaction  of  digging  out  from  the  wall  a 
Minie  bullet.  They  had  another  very  fine 
Tolonteer  force  in  those  old  friends  of  his. 
the  yeomanry.  That  body  consisted  of 
very  fine  men,  but  they  were  very  ill-dis- 
ciplined. He  believed  that  in  certain 
parts  of  the  country  attempts  were  being 
made  to  bring  that  force  into  something 
like  better  order  ;  and  here  he  believed 
rifles  might  be  introduced  with  very  good 
effect.  Some  such  thing  had  already 
taken  place  in  Kent  and  in  Devonshire, 
and  he  believed  if  the  yeomanry  through- 
out the  country  were  armed  with  the  rifle, 
particularly  with  Terry's  breech-loading 
carbine  introduced  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  trained  as  the  Cape  Mounted 
Biflemen  were,  to  exercise  on  foot  as  well 
as  on  horseback  —  he  believed  that  from 
the  rapidity  with  which  their  movements 
could  be  accomplished  and  directed  to  any 
point,  they  would  be  an  invaluable  force 
for  the  defence  of  the  country.  As  he 
had  always  given  his  opinion  boldly  with 
regl^^  to  the  yeomanry,  ho  thought  it  only 


fair  to  make  this  statement  with  equal 
candour.  He  had  never  failed  to  do  jus- 
tice to  them  as  men  who  would  do  their 
work  if  they  knew  how — and  he  only  hoped 
that  hon.  Members  who  belonged  to  that 
force  would  teach  it  to  them. 

Colonel  DICKSON  said,  that  having 
had  the  experience  of  some  twenty-five 
years  in  Her  Majesty's  service,  he  rose  to 
express  his  sincere  hope  that  both  the 
House  and  the  Government  would  be  very 
cautions  how  they  gave  encouragement  to 
the  formation  of  these  rifle  corps.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  dreaded  in- 
va.sion.  He  had  no  fears  that  any  one, 
even  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  would 
be  such  an  idiot  as  to  attempt  a  descent 
upon  our  shores.  But  he  feared  that  un- 
less we  exercised  very  great  discretion  we 
might  find  ourselves  drifted  into  the  war 
now  raging  in  Europe ;  and  certainly  he 
would  oppose  no  reasonable  vote  of  money 
that  was  demanded  for  the  improvement  of 
our  forces,  and  especially  for  the  increase 
and  efficiency  of  our  navy.  After  the  navy 
came  our  army,  which  required  a  great 
deal  of  improvement  ;  and  then  came  the 
militia,  on  which  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  was  expended,  and  which  might  be 
rendered  much  more  efficient  than  they  had 
hitherto  made  it.  They  ought  therefore 
to  be  careful  lest  by  giving  encouragement 
to  volunteers  they  did  not  abstract  that 
portion  of  the  population  more  immediately 
available  for  the  militia.  For  this  reason 
he  thought  that  every  sum  of  money  taken 
from  other  sources  of  defence  to  form  rifle 
corps  was  just  so  mucli  money  thrown 
away.  If  they  were  to  bo  at  any  expense 
at  all  with  these  rifle  corps,  it  should  be  in 
serving  out  the  ammunition  at  cost  price, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  obliged  to  keep 
their  weapons  all  at  the  same  bore.  He 
thought  he  gleaned  from  the  observations 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  the  other 
night  that  he  was  not  quite  sure  that  it 
would  be  desirable  to  give  too  much  en- 
couragement to  those  rifle  corps.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that 
if  he  did  not  support  the  rifle  corps  move- 
ment he  would  be  accused  of  running 
counter  to  the  feeling  of  loyalty  in  that  re- 
spect displayed  in  the  country.  But  he 
(Colonel  Dickson)  hoped  no  Government 
would  allow  themselves  to  be  influenced  by 
a  feeling  such  as  that.  He  trusted  the 
Government  in  the  course  they  might  take 
on  this  question  would  confine  themselves 
to  the  formalion  of  artillery  corps  in  mari- 
time   towns,   which   would  be  a  valuable 
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means  of  defence,  and  that  they  would  not 
give  oountenanee  to  what  he  apprehended 
would  prore  a  very  use) e is  force. 

Loud  HARRT  VANE  said,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  shores  of  this  country 
in  many  parts  were  very  inadequately  de- 
fended, and  that  it  might  be  possible  for  an 
invasion  suddenly  to  be  made  where  no  im- 
mediate force  could  be  brought  to  bear  in 
repelling  the  attack  ;  but  it  did  not  follow 
that  a  volunteer  rifle  corps  would  be  the 
force  best  calculated  to  resist  it.     If  wo 

fave  encouragement  to  them  wo  could  not 
0  so  under  the  belief  that  they  would  be 
adequate  in  themselves  to  afford  all  the 
requisite  protection.  He  agreed  that  it 
was  extremely  doubtful  whether  the  large 
amount  of  public  money  necessary  for 
clothing  and  arming  those  rifle  corps  might 
not  be  more  judic'ouslv  spent.  He  thought 
it  right  in  the  case  of  all  maritime  towns 
that  power  should  be  taken  for  establish- 
ing guns  and  something  like  a  volunteer 
maritime  artillery  for  an  immediate  pur- 
pose ;  but  in  doing  that  we  ought  to  take 
especial  care  that  we  did  not  entirely  rely 
on  such  a  force.  Steps  should  betaken  to 
ensure  the  concentration  of  an  adequate 
force  on  particular  points  of  the  coasts  in 
case  of  a  sodden  emergency  by  means  of 
railways  and  other  means  of  rapid  com- 
munication, and  on  which  more  reliance 
might  be  placed  than  on  rifle  corps.  He 
found  the  greatest  diversity  of  opinion  pre- 
vailing with  respect  to  those  corps,  and 
that  diversity  appeared  also  to  obtain  in 
that  House.  At  the  same  time  it  could 
not  be  doubted  that  something  must  be 
done  in  the  matter.  It  was  clear  at  the 
present  time  the  Government  could  not 
supply  a  sufficient  store  of  arms  for  all  the 
corps  formed  and  forming  throughout  the 
country  ;  and  ho  thought  all  that  was  rea- 
sonable and  necessary  for  the  Government 
to  do  was  to  furnish  adequate  materials 
simply  for  practice.  The  subject,  however, 
required  to  be  sifted,  and  he  trusted  that 
soon  thoy  would  be  enabled  to  arrive  at 
some  definite  conclusion. 

Mr.  W.  E.  buncombe  said,  he  could 
not  concur  either  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  or  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Limerick  (Colonel 
Dickson).  It  was  an  indisputablo  fact 
that  from  one  end  of  tho  country  to  the 
other  extreme  anxiety  was  shown  for  tho 
establishment  of  additional  means  of  de- 
fence. In  proof  of  that  he  might  mention 
that  at  a  meeting  held  recently  in  the  di- 
vision of  the  county  (North  Yorkshire) 
Colonel  Dickson 


which  be  had  the  honour  to  represent,  it 
was  stated  that  in  the  small  country  towns 
and  villages  large  numbers  of  volunteers 
had  already  been  enrolled.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  rules  introduced  in  re- 
ference to  the  organization  of  Volunteer 
Corps  in  large  cities  would  not  apply  to 
the  country  districts.  He  felt  convinced 
both  the  present  and  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  were  anxious  to  see 
these  Volunteer  Corps  placed  upon  a  wise, 
safe,  and  efficient  system  ;  but  he  would 
suggest  that  it  would  not  be  desirable,  if 
it  were  even  possible,  to  organise  a  larger 
force  than  companies  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts. There  was  a  great  disinclination 
on  the  part  of  men  in  those  districts,  will- 
ing to  join  a  Volunteer  Corps,  'to  leave 
their  avocations  and  go  any  great  distance 
from  home  for  purposes  of  practice  or  drill; 
and  he  would  suggest  that  in  rural  distoiots 
companies  alone  should  be  formed  in  each 
petty  sessional  division,  and  that  more 
than  one  practice  ground  should  be  allowed 
to  each  company,  as  was  contemplated  in 
the  part  of  the  country  with  which  he  was 
more  immediately  connected.  There  ooald 
be  no  doubt  that  the  navy  was  the  first  line 
of  defence  of  the  country,  but  it  poaaibly 
might  be  broken  through  on  some  dark 
night,  and  considerable  mischief  migM  be 
created  by  the  landing  of  a  body  of  troopi* 
He  felt  convinced,  from  the  spirit  he-  nd 
seen  displayed,  that  the  country  '«as 
anxious  to  support  the  Government  ia  the 
organization  of  Volunteer  Rifle  Covps^  for 
the  reason  that  the  people  had  not  sdA* 
cient  confidence  in  the  defensive  power  of 
the  kingdom,  aud  that  they  considered  it 
was  not  such  as  the  large  sums  of  money 
voted  every  year  for  the  express  purpose 
ought  to  secure. 

Mr.  BRISCOE  said,  that  the  diffienl^ 
in  dealing  with  the  Rifle  Volunteer  Corps 
aroso  from  the  uncertainty  as  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government.  Neither  the  late 
nor  the  present  Government  had  stated 
whether  the  proposed  force  was  to  assume 
a  permanent  character.  It  was  supposed 
by  the  public  that  the  Rifle  Corps  were 
only  recognized  for  a  temporary  purpose, 
and  to  meet  a  threatened  invasion.  Now, 
he  was  not  one  of  those  who  believed  that 
the  Emperor  of  tho  French  meditated  an 
invasion  of  this  country.  He  had  heard 
with  great  pain  and  regret  the  remarks 
made  in  "another  place''  upon  a  friendly 
and  neighbouring  Poiver.  lie  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  Emperor  of 
the  French    had    behaved    with    pnfSsct 
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fidelity  and  honour  to  this  coun^;  hut 
a  portion  of  the  English  press  had  thought 
fit  to  indulge  in  animadversion,  invectiye, 
and  abuse  with  regard  to  the  Emperor, 
which  ill  became  the  press  of  a  free  coun- 
try in  speaking  of  a  friendly  Power.  If 
these  writers  wished  to  be  on  terms  of 
peace  and  amity  with  France  they  ought 
to  abstain  from  the  use  of  such  language. 
During  the  last  autumn  he  had  trayelled 
through  a  great  part  of  France  by  Dijon 
and  Avignon  towards  the  Mediterranean. 
He  had  taken  a  great  deal  of  pains  to  learn 
the  sentiments  of  the  people  of  France  to- 
wards this  country,  and  he  found  an  ex- 
treme desire  to  cultivate  the  most  friendly 
relations  with  this  country,  but  they  com- 
plained greatly  of  the  language  of  a  p'^rtion 
of  the  English  press.  It  was  imp06:)ible 
that  the  Rifle  Gprps  should  be  an  effective 
force  without  large  assistance  from  the 
Qoyemment.  The  uniform  might  be  found 
Vj  individuals,  but  the  arms  and  ammuni- 
iSxm  ought  to  be  supplied  by  the  Govem- 
■0Dt.  To  supply  only  25  per  cent  with 
riles  was  a  great  mistake,  because  if  an 
invasion  should  take  place  the  whole  coun- 
try must  be  supplied.  There  was  no  other 
oouDtry  with  30,000,000  of  people  which 
relied  for  its  military  protection  upon 
30,000  soldiers.  The  late  Secretary  for 
War  said  that  the  Government  did  not 
possess  a  sufficient  number  of  rifles  to 
justify  their  distribution  to  the  Volunteer 
Corps.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, however,  said  that  they  were  com- 
ing in  at  the  rate  of  1,500  per  week  in- 
BteiBid  of  1,000,  which  had  formerly  been 
the  rate  of  supply.  He  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  look  at  the  subject  boldly, 
earnestly  and  patriotically,  and  not  with  re- 
ference to  what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer might  suggest  in  the  way  of  saving 
a  few  pounds,  for  he  was  quite  sure  the 
British  public  would  cheerfully  pay  any 
amount  of  money  for  their  protection,  so 
kmg  as  it  was  economically  and  wisely  laid 
out. 

General  PEEL  said,  that  as  he  had 
been  appealed  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
perhaps  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
state  the  views  of  the  late  Government  on 
this  subject.  The  circular  issued  by  them 
did  not  arise  from  any  fear  of  invasion  on 
their  part,  but  solely  in  consequence  of  the 
numerous  and  urgent  applications  which 
were  made  to  them  for  permission  to  form 
rifle  corps,  on  the  express  understanding 
that  they  were  to  be  of  no  expense  to  the 
oomrtry.    The  first  application  was  from 


Bristol,  and  no  sooner  was  that  granted,  and 
the  Gt>vernment  circular  issued,  than  nu- 
merous applications  were  made  to  them  to 
supply  rifles.  Those  applications  were  re- 
fused on  two  grounds;  in  the  first  place,  be- 
cause there  were  not  rifles  enough  in  store 
to  justify  the  Government  in  spreading  them 
all  over  the  country.  The  number  of  rifles 
then  in  store  was  170,000,  out  of  which 
the  disembodied  militia  were  to  be  furnish- 
ed. The  late  Government  made  contracts 
for  the  supply  of  every  rifle  that  could  be 
produced  in  this  country  for  the  next  two 
years.  They  then  turned  to  Belgium,  but 
before  entering  into  contracts  with  the 
manufacturers  of  that  country  they  applied 
to  the  Belgian  Government  to  know  whether 
their  contracts  with  Belgian  manufactures 
were  likely  to  be  interfered  with,  and 
whether  there  was  any  probability  that 
the  rifles  would  not  be  supplied.  The 
Belgian  Government  replied  that  there 
was  no  probability  of  such  an  event,  and 
contracts  were  then  made  with  Belgian 
manufacturers.  Contracts  were  now  made 
for  every  arm  that  could  be  supplied  in  this 
country,  and  the  weekly  supply  had  been 
increased  from  1,000  to  1,500  in  the 
manufactory  at  Enfield,  and  yet  after  sup- 
plying the  whole  of  the  regular  army  and 
the  militia  there  would  only  be  300,000 
rifles  in  store  at  the  end  of  two  years. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Sidney  Herbert)  that  if  the 
Government  gave  the  Volunteer  Rifle  Corps 
25  per  cent  of  rifles  for  drill  and  practice 
it  would  be  quite  sufficient.  The  com- 
panies would  only  have  one  musketry 
instructor  at  a  time,  and  25  per  cent 
would  be  quite  enough  for  rifle  prac- 
tice and  drill.  They  must  bear  in  mind 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  for  riflemen 
to  learn,  besides  the  mere  practice  with 
the  rifle.  Unless,  for  example,  they  learnt 
the  bugle  sounds  and  were  acquainted 
with  all  the  drill  and  practice  of  rifle- 
men they  would  be  found  perfectly  useless 
as  soldiers.  He  was  aware  that  there  was 
an  opinion  that  this  drill  was  not  a  difficult 
one,  but  he  himself  had  been  three  years 
in  a  rifle  regiment,  and  also  in  a  light  in- 
fantry regiment,  the  71st,  and  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  the  rifle  corps  re- 
quired more  drill  than  any  other.  He 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sidney 
Herbert)  would  adhere  to  his  determi- 
nation that  the  volunteers  should  be  raised 
in  companies  instead  of  larger  bodies,  for 
they  would  not  then  require  the  degree 
of  drill  which  would  otherwise  be  neoes- 
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sary  aod  make  it  irkesomo  to  tho  volan- 
toer»  and  such  a  plan  would  be  much 
more  advantageous.  It  had  been  the  in- 
tention of  tho  late  Government  to  have  a 
drilled  but  not  an  armed  population ;  but  if 
it  should  be  uecessary  to  call  them  out, 
then  to  supply  them  with  everything  need- 
ful. Meanwhile,  however,  it  should,  as  far 
as  possible,  bo  a  voluntary  movement. 
Those  who  provided  themselves  with  arms 
and  accoutrements  were  not  likely  to  join 
the  militia  or  tho  regular  forces,  and  it 
was  very  important  that  tho  recruiting 
for  those  services  should  not  bo  interfered 
with.  Tho  hen.  Gentleman  had  repre- 
sented tho  number  of  troops  in  this  coun- 
try as  much  smaller  than  was  actually  the 
case.  The  number  of  troops  of  one  kind 
or  other  in  this  country,  including  militia, 
was,  when  ho  left  ofBce,  about  1 10,000 ; 
there  was  also  u  larger  force  of  artillery 
than  at  any  former  time,  and  he  believed 
it  was  in  a  most  efficient  state.  It  was 
most  important  to  encourage  the  proposed 
Volunteer  Artillery  Corps.  We  had  3,600 
guns  in  position,  requiring  ten  men  to  work 
each  gun,  or  36,000.  This  being  so,  it 
was  useless  to  talk  about  erecting  more 
fortifications,  for  they  required  garrisons 
and  troops  which  we  had  not  got.  The 
most  efficient  means  of  protecting  our 
coast  was,  perhaps,  by  movablo  batteries, 
of  which  fifteen  wcro  already  complete, 
and  ten  more  ordered,  so  that  here  would 
be  150  movable  guns  which  might  be 
placed  on  any  part  of  the  coast,  and  when 
we  had  got  these  batteries  composed  of 
Armstrong  guns,  they  would  form  tho  best 
possible  defence  which  the  country  could 
have.  Every  effort  should  be  used  to  in- 
duce the  inhabitants  of  seaport  towns  to 
join  theso  artillery  corps;  they  should  be 
supplied  with  ammunition  and  guns,  and  it 
might  bo  even  expedient  to  pay  them  for 
their  services  when  engaged.  If,  however, 
theso  rifle  volunteers  generally  were  sup- 
plied with  arms  and  ammunition,  many 
would  come  forward  and  join  them  who 
would  fire  away  a  great  deal  of  ammunition, 
and  then  perhaps  retire  from  the  corps 
altogether;  for  the  Government,  it  should 
bo  recollected,  had  no  hold  upon  them 
whatever.  With  regard  to  our  coast  de- 
fences, there  were  now  in  course  of  con- 
struction fortifications  which  would  cost 
;&2,000,000,  and,  including  those  that  were 
contemplated,  £4,000,000  would  be  spent 
in  this  way.  Now,  ho  said,  ou  bringing 
ijthe  Estimates  that  tho  House  would 
do  well  to  consider  whothor  these  woro  ne- 
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cessary  or  not.  If  they  were,  it  was  not 
right  to  vote  the  money  in  driblets,  and  to 
wait  for  their  completion  at  their  present 
slow  rate  of  progress.  Not  that  ho  feared 
invasion,  and  ho  believed  nothing  had  ever 
fallen  from  him  implying  that  he  had  any 
such  dread  ;  but  at  tho  same  time  they 
ought  always  to  be  prepared.  At  the 
present  moment,  he  thought  it  hardly  pos- 
sible to  decide  what  fortifications  were  ne- 
cessary until  the  effect  of  rifled  guns  upon 
masonry  and  earth- works  had  been  fuUj 
ascertained,  and  his  belief  was,  that  for- 
tifications wore  now  being  built  which 
might  prove  of  very  little  service.  Ab 
far  as  recent  experiments  had  gone,  the 
effect  of  rifled  guns  was  less  upon  earth- 
works than  upon  solid  masonry.  It  was 
obvious  also,  that  fortifications  construct- 
ed to  meet  a  range  of  4,000  yards  woidd 
be  almost  useless  against  artillery  with 
a  longer  range.  It  was  proper,  therefore, 
to  decide  what  fortifications  were  neces- 
sary, and  then  to  complete  them  aa  aooi 
as  possible,  lie  believed  that  these  Yolan- 
teer  rifle  corps  might  be  made  of  the 
greatest  possible  service.  If,  however, 
the  Government  interfered  too  much,  they 
would  probably  defeat  their  own  object. 
The  various  corps  should  be  left  to  appobt 
their  own  hours  of  drill,  and  to  lay  down 
their  own  rules  as  far  as  possible  ;  Gofeni" 
ment  interference  would  only  bo  likely  to 
disgust  them,  and  they  would  muchfrafer 
to  be  left  to  themselves. 

Lord  ELGHO  said,  he  quite  igireed 
that  nothing  was  less  becoming  to  a  great 
country  liko  England  than  periodic  orehio- 
nic  panics  about  invasion.  He  had  not 
risen  to  defend  tho  language  that  had 
been  used  towards  a  neighbouring  Poten- 
tate either  by  the  press  or  by  individuals, 
lie  had  just  listened  in  "  another  place" 
to  a  speech  made  by  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  upon  our  national 
defences,  and  it  was  because  he  believed 
that  the  House  of  Commons  could  hardly 
be  expected  to  vote  any  increase  to  our 
already  enormous  Army  Estimatea  that  he 
thought  it  essential  to  have  some  additional 
means  of  permanent  defence.  This  volun- 
teer movement  might  be  made  a  useful  ad- 
junct to  the  regular  services.  It  was  a 
fashion,  indeed,  amongst  military  men  to 
say  that  volunteers  would  be  of  no  use, 
and  would  in  fact  be  in  the  way;  but* 
though  it  might  bo  presumptuous  in  him, 
he  inclined  to  a  contrary  opinion.  Besides, 
what  cUc  could  be  done  ?  Tho  moot  in- 
telligent classes  of  our  population  were  at 
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present  of  no  more  use  for  purposes  of  de- 
fence than  so  many  old  women.  Take  the 
600  and  odd  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  for  example.  Most  of  them — 
exccpi  those,  perhaps,  who  swore  them* 
selves  off  election  Committees — were  nble- 
bodied;  at  least,  their  constituents  believed 
they  were,  considering  the  duties  expected 
of  them  with  the  Thames  in  its  present 
state  ;  but  in  the  case  of  invasion,  only 
those  hon.  Members  who  had  been  in  the 
army  or  militia  would  be  of  the  slightest 
use.  Of  the  upper  ranks  of  artizans,  and 
those  engaged  in  trade  and  commerce,  the 
same  might  be  said  ;  and  the  ex-Govern- 
mcnt  simply  intended  that  that  class  should, 
by  a  certain  amount  of  training  and  orga- 
nization, be  useful,  upon  an  emergency, 
for  the  defence  of  the  country.  With  all 
deference  to  the  opinion  of  military  men, 
the  country  would  be  in  a  safer  position 
tgainst  invasion  if  so  large  a  number  of 
ibe  population  were  organized  and  made 
available.  He  had  calculated  that  if  the 
people  of  London  volunteered  for  these 
etrps  in  the  same  proportion  as  the  po- 
pslation  of  Brescia  volunteered  for  Gari- 
baldi's corps,  there  would  bo  in  the  metro- 
polis alono  upwards  of  200,000  volunteer 
riflemen.  The  history  of  the  Tyrol,  of 
America,  and  of  Switzerland  proved  the 
Taluo  of  these  riflemen  in  repelling  an 
enemy,  and  in  Italy  the  free  corps  com- 
manded by  Garibaldi  had  been  of  great 
service.  The  letters  of  The  Times*  corres- 
pondent on  this  point  showed  that  these 
men  learned  their  drill  in  an  incredibly 
short  space  of  time,  simply  because  they 
belonged  to  the  most  intelligent  classes  of 
the  community.  Let  the  Volunteer  Corps 
be  properly  organized,  and  he  believed 
there  was  enough  of  spirit  in  our  people 
to  save  us  both  from  real  dangers  and  from 
periodical  panics.  The  Government  had 
exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  giving  a  pro- 
portion of  arms,  and  he  had  no  doubt  their 
judicious  liberality  would  be  duly  appre- 
eiated  by  the  country  as  regarded  the  ques- 
tion of  raising  these  corps. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  if  the  noble 
Lord  were  correct  in  his  estimate  of  the 
number  of  men  that  would  volunteer  they 
would  certainly  be  of  some  use  if  they  were 
disciplined  ;  but  ho  was  of  opinion  that 
those  men  would  not  undergo  the  necessary 
amount  of  discipline  requisite  to  render 
them  of  any  service  to  the  country.  He 
thought  that  wo  could  not  placethe  slightest 
dependence  upon  the  volunteer  corps.  They 
would  never  consent  to  become  regularly 


drilled  soldiers.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
'*  Let  the  House  turn  its  attention  to 
arms."  Well,  he  (Colonel  Dunne)  had 
served  in  tho  army,  but  if  he  were  called 
into  active  service,  he  should  be  very  much 
inclined  to  look  at  the  man  next  him  to 
see  what  he  ought  to  do.  No  doubt  un- 
disciplined volunteers  might  be  useful  in  a 
country  where  they  were  well  protected  by 
woods  and  other  natural  shelter.  But  let 
them  take  the  case  of  Perugia  the  other 
day.  There  the  bravest  men  were  unable 
to  make  he  id  against  tho  Swiss  battalions. 
He  would  ask  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secreta  ry  for  War  how  many  volunteers 
had  we  in  (ireat  Britain  at  that  moment  ? 
He  did  not  believe  we  had  more  than 
5,000.  We  should  be  deceiving  ourselves 
if  we  thought  that  these  volunteer  corps 
would  bo  of  the  slightest  use  except  to  ex- 
cite a  spirit  for  enlistment.  It  was  the 
trained  soldier  upon  whom  we  must  rely 
fur  repelling  an  invasion.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
well  to  encourage  this  spirit  of  forming 
Volunteer  Rifle  Corps  ;  it  would  be  an 
amusing  plaything  for  the  people.  But  as 
regarded  tho  military  defences  of  the 
country,  every  one  who  had  the  experience 
of  a  soldier  knew  that  they  would  not  be 
of  the  slightest  use  unless  they  submitted 
to  a  regular  course  of  military  discipline. 
As  to  drill,  it  was  a  fact  that  the  militia 
generally  learned  faster  than  the  regular 
soldier ;  but  the  information  they  acquired 
was  not  so  permanently  impressed  on  them 
as  upon  the  latter,  in  consequence  of  being 
nt  liberty  after  a  few  years  to  return  to 
their  homes.  We  must  have  150,000 
thoroughly  disciplined  men  under  <arms  to 
defend  this  country. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  could 
not  but  express  his  regret  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  seemed  desirous  to 
throw  cold  water  upon  this  subject.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  a 
great  military  authority,  but  he  would  for- 
give him  if  he  said  that  at  his  (Sir  John 
Shelley's)  time  of  life  he  felt  no  great 
respect  for  great  military  authorities  as  far 
as  jirogress  or  improvement  was  concerned. 
Had  the  country  been  left  to  them,  our 
soldiers  would  now  be  armed  with  the  old- 
fashioned  **  brown  Bess.''  He  thought  the 
House  was  much  indebted  to  his  hon. 
Friend  for  bringing  forward  this  Motion. 
It  might  be  true  that  there  were  no  moro 
than  5000  volunteers  at  present  but  the 
fact  was  that  nobody  knew  how  to  act. 
There  would  be  no  lack  of  men  when  they 
knew  better  how  to  set  to  work,  and  he 
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hoped  the  GofernmeRt  would  teil  them  ia  of  our  Btorcs  had  been  pcrxnaneDt,  I  shonld 
whftt  WAT  this  corps  was  to  be  brought  up  hare  hesitated  to  hare  pledged  the  Govern- 
so  as  to  be  of  the  greatest  use.  There  meat  to  that  step,  but  seeing  there  is  a 
was  no  ni*h  on  the  part  of  the  Toluateers  rapid  increase  every  week,  and  that  next 
not  to  submit  to  drill  or  to  become  useful,  year  our  stores  will  be  much  enlarged. 
He  woulii  onir  saj  that  he  thought  tiie  I  thought  that  it  was  right  to  issue  a 
proposal  of  the  Govommcnt  to  furnish  25  portion  of  these  arms,  and  instead  of  al- 
per  cent  of  arms  :o  the  volunteers  was  ex-  lowing  them  to  remain  useless  it  would 
tremcly  wise,  for  twenty- five  men  wouid  be  better  to  have  men  behind  them  en- 
thits  become  skilled  in  the  use  of  tl.c  gaged  in  the  practice  of  military  exer- 
weapon.  and  tho  same  arms  would  teach  cises.  If  we  had  asked  the  Volunteer 
twenty-five  men  more.  Corps  to  arm  and  clothe  themselres,  and 

CoLOXEL  DUNNE,  in  explanation,  di.^-  pay  for  their  own  drill  and  musket  instruc- 

claimed  any  wish  to  throw  cold  water  en  tiun,  and  done  nothing  for  them  in  return 

the  moTcment.     He  had  merely  spoken  of  but  put  them  under  military  law,  the  effect 

what  he  considered  likely  to  be  the  result  would  have  been  discouraging  in  the  ex- 

of  the  movement,  treme.      We  must   hare  some   inducncc 

Mb.   SIDNEY    HERBERT  :     Sir.    I  over  them,  and  unless  there  is  some  equity 

think  the  discussion  which  has  taken  place  in  the  dealings  between  us,  we  cannot  ex* 

has  been   a  very  useful  one.      Thert:  is  f»ect  them  to   pay  due  deference  to  the 

no  doubt  great  diversity  of  opinion  upon  military  authorities.     Such,  at  all  events, 

matters  of  detail,  both  in  this  House  and  were  the  reasons  which  induced  us  to  idkr 

in  tiie  country  on  the  subject  of  W.untcer  arms,  as  far  as  our  means  would  permit. 

Corps,  but  at  any  rate  by  discussion  we  I  have  been  asked  what  we  wonli  do  for 

shall  eorae  at  last  to  know  what  it  is  wc  them  in  case  of  war.     In  case  of  war,  of 

want.     I  have  been  asked  whether  or  not  course,  they  would  be  armed  ;    but  those 

the  Government    ever   contemplated    the  who  point  to  the  times  of   George  III. 

Volunteer  Corps   becoming  a  permanent  ought  to  recollect  that  cireomstaiiees  ara 

force.     If  these  corps  turn  out  as  useful  very  different  now  from  what  thej  weie 

as  I  hope  and  expect,   they  will  become  then.     People  talk  in  a  very  loose  war 

part  of  our  permanent  establishment :  but  about  invasion,  but  at  that  time  it  stand 

when  I  say  that  I  do  not  mean  that  for  us  in  the  face  in  the   practical  ahaft  flf 

twenty  or  even    100   volunteers  a  single  a   large   camp  witbin  reach  of    our  iris- 

regnlar  soldier  will  be  displaced.     We  are  scopes,  and  we  were  obliged  to  edi  oift 

willing  X'j  make  as  perfect  a  soldier  as  we  every  man.  and  both  dress  and  axm  kia. 

can  of  every  man  who  is  willing  to  ta'i^c  As  regards  dress,  the  gallant  offior  tf- 

our  pay  and  subject  himself  to  our  dis-  posite  fears  lest  the  Volunteers,  fannng  no 
cipiine.  In  this  country,  however,  there  i  uniform,  should,  in  case  of  war,  be  mialiikci 
is  very  lit  tie  military  spirit.  There  is  ;  for  armed  peasants,  and  shot  down  with- 
much  martial  bet  vcryliule  military  spirit,  |  out  mercy.     Now,  at  present  my  only  fear 

although  even  in  this  House  a  ^reat  change  is  that  instead  of  being  negligent  in  that 

has  taken  place  since  the  luilitifi  was  calioJ  pariicular  the  Volunteers  will  be  rather 
iuto  existence.  Forrnoriv  the  Annv  Esti-  i  tot  fond  of  uniforms  ;  at  all  eTonts.  we 
raatcs  ^er-.r  d'scussci  tciv  coldlv,  almost 
tiie  oiijv  speakers  bcinir  a  few  r.^iiltarv 
ofiicers  ;  bjt  kow  we  see  how  much  the  ex- 
istence of  the  militia  has  spread  a  military 
feeling  ana  imparted  militarv  knowie-dirc  to 
gcntlemcii  of  influence  in  tlieir  respective  lo- 
calities. That  feeling,  however,  has  hitherto 
hecn  confined  to  the  lower  and  to  the  up- 
per ranks  of  society.  What  we  want  now 
is  to  irct  the  iniildle  classes  imbued  with 
an  interest  in  our  own  means  of  defence, 


ncci  be  under  no  apprehension  that  in 
vi  war  they  may  be  improperly  dressed. 
As  to  raising  them  in  companies  or  bstte> 
lions,  tiiere  is  a  broad  distinction  to  be  ob* 
served.  In  thinly  populated  districts  it 
would  bo  impossible  to  raise  them  in  bst* 
t^lions.  for  you  may  depend  upon  it  that 
men  cn^raged  in  the  ordinary  pursoits 
of  life  will  not  consent  to  attend  drill  or 
praciice  at  a  distance  from  their  lumes. 
There  is  a  question  as  to  whether  these 


and  I  think  the  Volunteer  Corps  will  be  Volunteer  Corps  should  l>e  formed  into  bat- 
useful  in  doin;;  that.  My  right  hon.  and  j  talions  or  companies.  In  case  of  war  yon 
gallant  Friend  the  late  Secretary  for  >  must  form  into  battalions,  and  therefaie  it 
War  has  doubts,  on  account  of  the  state  I  will  bo  a  crcat  adrantafife  if  some  of  tkem 


of  otir  stores,  whether  it  was  wise  to  issue 
rifles  to  these  corps.     If  the  present  state 

Sir  Jokn  Hhelieif 


great  advantage 
have  a  knowledge  of  batt&lioD  drill.   Then 
w  .11  be  great  facilitiea  for  this  in  Isige 
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towns,  where  you  can  raise  a  Bufficient 
number  of  companies  to  form  a  battalion  ; 
and  it  may  be  acoomplished  in  the  manner 
which  I  to-day  suggested  to  a  deputation 
of  gentlemen  who  are  raising  several  com- 
panies, and  wish  to  have  them  formed  into 
a  battalion.  I  explained  to  them  the  diffi- 
culties which  attended  that  course,  but 
said,  *'  If  you  nre  going  to  raise  eight  or 
ten  companies  let  the  gentlemen  who  have 
the  management  of  them  combine,  let  them 
all  have  the  same  uniform  and  the  same 
code  of  regulations,  and  they  can  then  at 
any  moment  be  formed  into  a  battalion 
without  the  slightest  difficulty  or  expense," 
and  the  Government  will  be  ready  to  en- 
tertain the  proposition.  I  have  stated  that 
the  Government  nre  very  anxious  to  pro- 
mote  the  formation  of  these  corps.  As 
auxiliaries  I  believe  they  will  be  most  use- 
fbl.  If  ever  they  are  made  a  substitute  for 
a  regular  force,  I  believe  they  will  be  most 
nuchievous.  But  that  is  not  our  inten- 
tin  nor  theirs.  The  hon.  and  gallant  offi- 
0Br  (Colonel  Dunne)  says  that  without  dis- 
opline  a  population  is  useless  ;  but  is  not 
that  a  reason  for  attempting  to  drill 
them  while  you  can?  Every  one  says 
that  you  must  keep  up  a  large  store  of 
maakets — so  many  for  the  regular  army, 
10  many  for  the  militia  embodied  and 
disembodied,  and,  beyond  this,  200,000 
or  300,000  stand  of  arms  for  arming  the 
population ;  but,  if  you  are  going  to  arm 
the  population  surely  it  is  wise  to  give  them 
as  much  knowledge  of  the  duties  as  you 
can.  For  all  these  reasons  the  Government 
feel  most  grateful  to  the  gentlemen  who 
have  undertaken  the  formation  of  these 
oorps.  They  have  done  so  at  the  sacrifice 
of  much  time  and  often  of  lucrative  em- 
ployments,  and  I  think  that  the  country 
owes  them  a  debt  of  gratitude  for  the  ex- 
ertions which  they  are  making.  I  trust 
that  in  this  House  hon.  Members  will  not 
press  too  hard  upon  the  Government  with 
the  different  views  and  theories  which  they 
may  entertain.  I  think  that  wo  have  got 
into  a  good  groove,  and  that  by  steadily 
pursuing  it  we  may  effect  much  good,  es- 
pecially by  the  formation  of  Volunteer  Ar- 
tillery Corps.  Not  only  have  you  now  in 
position  guns  which  would  require  38,000 
men  to  work,  but  you  have  every  day  an 
augmentation  of  batteries  requiring  ad- 
ditional men.  A  Volunteer  Artillery  Corps 
is  not  merely  an  auxiliary  ;  it  becomes  a 
substitute  for  the  Royal  Artillery,  which 
can  be  employed  better  and  more  eifoctually 
in  the  field.    For  these  reasons  the  G  overn- 


ment  are  anxious  to  give  every  encourage- 
ment  to  such  forces.  In  bringing  forward 
tins  Motion  my  hon.  Friend  has  done  a 
public  service  ;  but  as  there  seems  to  be  a 
great  unanimity  upon  the  subject,  I  hope 
he  will  not  press  it  to  a  division. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  a  reflection  had 
been  thrown  out  by  the  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  J.  Shelley)  that  military  officers 
were  opposed  to  all  improvement,  and  that 
if  their  will  had  been  allowed  to  prevail  the 
British  soldier  would  still  be  armed  with 
Brown  Bess.  In  answer  to  that  remark, 
he  felt  it  due  to  the  memory  of  the  late 
Viscount  Hardinge,  to  state  that  he  had 
effected  great  improvements  in  the  army, 
and  that  to  him  in  particular  we  were  indebt- 
ed for  the  introduction  of  the  Minie  rifle. 
He  must  add,  that  he  highly  approved  of 
the  formation  of  Rifle  Corps,  and  thought 
they  would  prove  most  useful  if  they  sub- 
mitted to  military  discipline  ;  if  not,  they 
would  be  more  dangerous  to  their  friends 
than  their  foes. 

Mb.  SELWYN  said,  he  wished  to  offer 
an  observation  to  the  House  on  a  difficulty 
which  had  arisen  in  the  formation  of  the 
Rifle  Corps,  but  which  was  overlooked  in 
the  circulars  both  of  the  lato  and  of  the 
present  Government,  and  which  he  thought 
might  be  removed  without  any  expense  to 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  imposed  as  a  condition  upon  the  sup- 
ply of  arms  to  Rifle  Corps  that  they  should 
be  in  possession  of  a  ground  for  practice. 
Now,  he  did  not  speak  without  experience 
on  this  subject,  for  the  University  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent  had  taken 
an  active  part  in  this  movement,  and,  in 
conjunction  with  the  town,  had  formed 
what  he  had  no  doubt  would  be  a  model 
rifle  club  and  a  crack  rifle  corps.  But  a 
difficulty  had  arisen  with  respect  to  obtain- 
ing proper  ground  for  practice.  It  was  im- 
portant that  the  ground  should  be  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  town,  and  yet  it  ge- 
nerally happened  that  the  ground  in  such 
a  situation  was  in  the  hands  of  many  dif- 
ferent landlords  and  tenants,  and  it  was 
scarcely  probable  but  that  some  one  or 
other  of  them  would  insist  upon  exorbitant 
terms  before  he  would  allow  the  Rifle  Corps 
the  use  of  his  ground.  What  he  would 
suggest,  therefore,  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  was,  whether  it  would  not 
bo  advisable  to  bring  in  a  short  Bill,  giving 
the  Secretary  at  War  the  same  powers  of 
acquiring  ground  suitable  for  the  practice 
of  rifle  companies,  as  were  now  given  in 
the  case  of  railway  companies  or  Her  Ma- 
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rled  oat.  In  one  point  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  understated  his  ease,  ile  said 
tliat  the  proctors  had  received  compensa- 
tion to  the  amount  of  £69,000,  wheress 
the  real  fact  was  that  the/  had  received 
compensation  to  tho  amount  of  £69,000 
a  year.  Tho  question  of  compensation, 
however,  was  one  which  might  he  dealt 
with  in  Conmiittee. 
Leave  given. 

Bill  to  enable  Serjeants,  Barristers  at  Law, 
Attoruics  and  Solicitors,  to  practise  in  tho  Digb 
Court  of  AdmiraltT,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj 
Mr.  IIadfislb  and  Mr.  Coluib, 

Bill  presented  and  read  1". 

FOREIGN   ENLISTMENT  ACT. 
LEAVE.     MOTION  WITHDRAWN. 

Mb.  DIGBY  SEYMOUR  said,  that  he 
rose  to  move  for  leave  to  iiifcroduoe  a  Bill 
Mr.  UAl^KlKl.U  said,  ho  rose  to  move  <  to  amend  the  Foreign  Eulistment  Aet(d9 
tW  K><ivo  (o  iixiNKhioo  a  Bill  to  enable  ser-    Geo,  III.,  c.  69^.  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
j\>aiiUsirUw«  Ixir rioter* ,  solicitors,  and  r.t-    transports  and  store  ships.     In  the  liotioi 
lHMrnc\>  10  praeiifo  in  iho  ilivrh  Court  of    l:d  was  ahout  to  make,  he  had  the  sapport 
,VduurAU\\     A  »i:iuUr  Bit!  had  twice  bo-  .  of  the  General  Shipowners*  Societv.    Tke 
(oiv  iHiKTu  iti(rvsi(HH>ii.  and  had  boon  twioo    Aet  wbica  he  sought  to  amend  wasbroeght 
priui^si*  au«;  u^vti  tho  1  as:  invasion  its  prvv    in  bv   Lord  Liverpool  in  1319.     It  was 
)i^l^^^»  «%.^>  oa!\  vrovouuM  bv  tho  cu>$o  of    passoJ,  no  docbt,  to  pot  down  the  spirit  if 
iho  S\>44SUK)       Vbo  pr>^»on:  ho:t.  r.uu  lo^ruod    adventurous  enterprize  which  had  aft  that 
Au«>rao,x  iio-u:A.  h.i;d  pus  :.;»  njuuo  ufvn    timo  be«n  excited,  the  purpose  of  vfcidi 
tUo  «v*>\  o:  cu«'  oc  tiio  :or:uor  In'U.  a-:d    was  :o  civo  suceocr  to  the  reroliiiarfa- 
^t%<tt  Ir.d^  .%j^«MS  3*  :';o  r»r.::o:t\Io5  o:  tbo    c:05  i::  Sou:h  America.     Frerioaslr  Is  the 
MH'  «.;v'.^  ^«^;^  u.^v   vror^-tfcd.     Tho  rr:::-    Tvassiaf  o;  thas  Act  ther?  ex'sied  AaAcft 
^NI^V"  }sixN<«\\i  l-.ju:    '.^>dt)t   adn;t:;L\i  '2  the    «?>:  sb«  l^sh  G'A.k  II..  hj  wcxh  ::  waifla 
^^foa.:-.,i  o^  ;.  o  :\vVJi:o  x\s.:n  ;:,>  c:I:or  rrix-*-    ual»w:,il  :Vr  acv  s;&bj«cs  of  ii>e  mlM  to 
u;x''ivr*  /^jt".  ;*r\v..\-*.  A:xi  :i.*  ^:-l  cr/r    a$^<s  a  fv.::^^  Fo*er.     T^it  $ 


Jnsiy's  doek^iinls.  II o  was  awaro  that  the 
pciwnr  tiuisl  bo  cautiously  [^iveii,  and  still 
ninro  oiuititiusly  oxuroinod;  but  if  some 
Nunli  ]i(i\vi'r  unN  not  p;ivoii,  it  would  prc- 
vmit  tho  forumtion  of  many  corps,  for 
iiHtnibtu'N  roftiHtul  to  join  till  they  know 
wliothttr  tho  priiotioo  ground  would  ho  in 
HUi'h  a  Kiiuiitioii  ns  thuy  oould  attend. 

Mk.  talk  Htiid.  ho  wished  to  explain, 
that  in  roforrinp:  to  tho  oxpcndituro  of 
munoy  u|Hm  fortifications,  ho  had  only  in- 
tonilod  to  Nay  that  no  sums  had  been  ex- 
|ki«ndod  in  fortifyinpf  that  portion  of  the 
t^oaitt  which  was  wholly  unprotected.  Hnv- 
in^t  in  a  gnmt  nioasuro  attained  the  object 
with  which  ho  brought  this  subject,  ho 
would,  with  tho  loavo  of  tho  House,  with- 
draw luA  Motion. 

Motion,  by  Khiyo,  irirA<]fiM(rM. 

iVlUl  OK  AUMIUAI.TY.— LK.VYE. 
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The  question  had  been  raised  since  the 
commencement  of  the  present  hostilities  as 
to  whether  coals  were  not  contraband  of 
war.  The  Austrian  Government  had  lately 
declared  them  to  bo  so,  and  tiiereforc  un- 
less the  Act  were  amended  every  collier 
now  clearing  in  the  Tyne  or  the  Wear  with 
stores  of  coal  for  tho  French  Government 
— and  there  were  many  in  that  position 
just  now — might  be  proceeded  against  by 
the  English  Government  for  an  infraction 
of  our  municipal  law.  What  tho  ship- 
owners complained  of  was  that  our  muni- 
cipal law  stepped  in  and  enacted  a  special 
penalty  for  an  offence  which  was  already 
provided  for  by  the  law  of  nations.  The 
Act  was,  moreover,  full  of  difficultv  and 
capable  of  perpetual  evasion.  For  instance, 
it  declared  that  no  ship  should  be  fitted 
out  within  the  United  Kingdom  ;  a  ship- 
owner, therefore,  had  only  to  send  his  ves- 
lol  over  to  some  neighbouring  port,  and  the 
Aet  would  not  touch  him.  Again,  the  Act 
wu  only  directed  a^^ainst  ships  employed 
fcf  any  foreign  **  Power,  Potentate,  or 
SJmrereign/'  so  that  by  employing  ships 
through  the  medium  of  some  private  citi- 
leo,  any  Government  might  completely 
erade  the  Act.  Therefore,  because  this 
Act  was  tortured  to  a  purpose  it  never 
was  intended  to  apply  because  it  ren- 
dered more  complicated  and  difficult  the 
MDtral  policy  of  the  country,  and  was, 
moreover,  open  to  evasion,  he  asked  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  amend- 
ing it.  If  ever  there  was  a  time  when  this 
should  be  done,  it  was  now,  when  such  a 
modification  had  taken  place  in  the  spirit 
of  international  law  that  belligerent  na- 
tions might  carry  on  their  trade  in  time  of 
war,  and  when  there  existed  such  severe 
distress  among  the  shipping  interest  that 
it  might  bo  truly  said  that  there  lay  sicco 
iubduciCB  litore  puppes.  That  which  was 
now  denied  to  the  shipping  of  this  country 
other  countries  had  the  benefit  of.  America 
had  no  such  provision  as  this,  and  at  the 
present  moment  American  vessels  were 
ehartered  at  high  prices,  some  in  the  port 
of  London,  and  some  in  American  ports, 
and  were  going  into  the  service  of  France, 
while  British-owned  ships  could  not  engage 
in  the  same  service. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

**  That  leave  bo  givvn  to  bring  iua  Bill  to  iimend 
tho  Foreign  Enlistincnt  Act  (ot)  Oeo.  III.,  c.  69), 
ao  far  as  it  relates  to  Transports  and  Store  Ships/' 

Sill  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  con- 
ceifed  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 


had  not  made  completely  intelligible  the 
full  extent  of  the  proposed  change  of  the 
existing  law  to  which  he  asked  the  House 
to  assent.  With  respect  to  the  Act  which 
it  was  proposed  to  amend,  he  must,  in  tho 
first  place,  take  the  liberty  of  remarking 
that  it  was  not  an  Act  the  policy  of  which 
was  confined  simply  to  the  prevention  of 
privateering.  It  was  an  Act  intended  to 
carry  into  effect  what  at  the  time  of  its 
being  passed  was  admitted  on  all  hands  to 
be  a  true  principle  of  international  law  re- 
cognized by  every  country  —  namely,  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  a  neutral  nation  not  to 
interfere  or  give  assistance  to  any  of  tho 
belligerent  Powers.  The  international  ob- 
ligation was  not  confined  to  the  prohibition 
of  privateering,  but  extended  also  to  the 
prevention  of  furnishing  supplies  of  war 
or  other  belligereDt  means  to  the  parties 
engaged  in  war.  This  was  the  policy 
of  the  Act*  of  1819  —  a  policy  which 
was  not  by  any  means  confined  to  Eng- 
land, but  which  the  United  States  in 
particular  had  previously  insisted  upon  in 
a  remarkable  manner,  and  which,  in  his 
belief,  was  embodied  in  their  legislation, 
though  he  could  not  say  to  what  extent. 
The  Act  of  1819  was  therefore  not  brought 
into  that  House  on  the  false  pretext  of 
amending  statutes  which  had  become  oh- 
solete;  it  was  founded  on  an  acknowledged 
principle,  and  had  been  the  law  of  this 
country,  recognized  by  all  the  different 
Administrations  since  that  period.  Such 
being  the  law  of  this  country,  embodying 
a  recognized  principle  of  international  law, 
and  there  being  now  a  war  on  the  Con- 
tinent, and  the  belligerent  Powers  appeal- 
ing to  this  country  to  enforce  tho  law,  to 
the  enactments  of  which  attention  had 
very  properly  been  drawn  by  tho  Royal 
Proclamation  which  had  been  issued  on 
tho  advice  of  the  late  Administration, 
what  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
ask  the  House  to  do  ?  At  the  precise 
moment  when  the  exact  provisions  of  that 
law  were  of  great  importance,  tho  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  asked  the  House  to 
alter  those  provisions  in  a  material  respect. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  proposed 
to  repeal  the  enactment  with  respect  to 
transports  and  storeships.  By  the  exist- 
ing law  it  was  penal  to  equip  a  transport 
or  storeship  with  the  intent  of  its  being 
used  by  one  of  the  belligerent  Powers. 
But  if  the  alteration  of  tho  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  were  carried,  it  would  be  lawful 
for  a  merchant  in  any  English  port  to  fit 
out  a  vessel  for  the  service  of  Franco  or 


703 


Membm's.  Accepting  [COMUONS } 


Ofi^fuLmniB. 


7M 


Sardinia  or  Austria.  He  eonfeised  th«i 
for  any  eucli  alteration  of  the  law,  evca  if 
abatractedlj  expedient  (which  he  altogether 
disputed),  the  present  moment  appeared 
most  inopportune  ;  and  such  being  the 
case,  he  did  not  feel  himself  justified,  so  far 
as  he  could  collect  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  meaning  from  his  speech^  in 
assenting  to  the  introduction  of  the  pro- 
posed Bill.  Therefore,  unless  stronger 
reasons  were  shown  for  this  measure,  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  acknowledge 
that  the  proposed  alteration  of  the  Foreign 
Enlistment  Act  would  he  a  proceeding 
scarcely  consistent  with  the  national  faith, 
and  might  be  considered  as  affecting  the 
neutrality  which  this  country  had  faithfully 
observed  up  to  the  present  time.  He, 
therefore,  trusted  that  the  House  would 
not  give  leaye  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  BOWYER  said,  his  objection  to 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  that  he  proposed  to  repeal  provisions 
of  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act,  which 
simply  gaye  the  sanction  of  the  statute 
law  to  the  law  of  nations.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  bad  fallen  into  an  error 
with  regard  to  that  law,  for  he  laid  it  down 
that  the  law  of  nations  only  forbad  the 
equipping  of  privateers  or  armed  vessels 
to  take  part  in  hostilities  between  foreign 
nations,  but  the  principle  of  law  which  ap- 
plied to  such  vessels  applied  equally  to  the 
equipment  of  transports  and  storcships  for 
the  purpose  of  aiding  any  of  the  parties  to 
a  war  between  States  with  which  this  coun- 
try was  at  peace.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proposed  the  repeal  of  the  Sta- 
tute Law  on  the  ground  that  such  repeal 
would  prevent  England  from  being  involved 
in  difficulties  which  might  peril  her  neutra- 
lity, but  ho  thought  such  a  course  would 
have  an  entirely  different  effect,  for  it  would 
render  the  Executive  of  this  country  power- 
less to  prevent  breaches  of  international 
law.  It  was  true  that  vessels  employed  as 
transports  or  storcships  would  be  subject 
to  be  taken  as  prizes  by  the  Powers  en- 
gaged in  hostilities,  but  he  thought  the 
process  of  taking  ships  in  the  open  seas 
by  force,  and  having  them  condemned  as 
prizes,  was  liable  to  much  more  inconve- 
nience, and  was  much  more  likely  to  pro- 
duce unpleasant  feelings  with  foreign  Pow* 
ers  than  the  simple  process  of  providing  by 
our  own  law  that  international  law  should 
not  be  violated  in  this  country.  The  ex- 
isting statute  law  enabled  the  Government 
to  step  in  and  to  prevent  breaches  of  inter- 
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uatioml  law  tn  Ijmm,.  and>li*jthoiight 
sttok  a  eoucse  wat  miieh  iM^ealciiktod  to 
produce  angry  fealiag-  betnraan  Sngbiiid 
and  foreigo  couitriea  than  if  our  nibjaeta 
were  allowed  to  violate  iatematiotiai  law?, 
and  foreign  Powers  whose  interests  infiEavMl 
by  such  acts  were  left  to  do  justioa  to  them- 
selves by  seizing  the  offending  Teaada  by 
force,  and  having  them  condemned  as 
prizes.  The  principles  of  international  law 
had  been  correctly  laid  down  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  he  would  suggest  that  tfafe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Southampton 
would  act  wisely  by  not  pressing  hia  Bill 
at  present. 

Mr.  collier  said*  that  the  ban.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Bowyer), 
on  his  part  had  mistaken  the  doetrine  of 
international  law.  But  however  that  might 
be,  he  understood  the  argument  of  the.hoiL 
and  learned  Member  for  Soathampton  (Mr*: 
D.  Seymour)  to  amount  to  thia^  that  i£ 
other  countries  left  their  shipping  to  be 
dealt  with  according  to  the  prinoiplea  of  in- 
ternational law  we  should  do  the  same.  If 
our  merchants  contravened  the  law  of  na- 
tions by  fitting  out  their  ships  for  trana- 
ports  let  them  be  dealt  with  by  tfaelaw  of 
nations,  let  them  be  seized  as  priaeib  bat 
let  us  not  interfere  by  a  law  of  our  own* 
in  a  manner  that  other  countries  did  not 
deal  with  their  shipping.  If  the  qneation- 
were  whether  we  should  legislate  at  all 
upon  the  subject-— whether  ParliaaflBt 
should  assent  to  such  an  Act  as  waa  paimd' 
in  1819 — he  (Mr.  Collier)  would  be  inolineA 
to  oppose  such  legislation  ;  but  he  felt  the 
force  of  the  observations  of  the  right  hoo. 
Home  Secretary  that  such  a  law  being  id 
existence,  and  hostilities  being  in  prpgreHi» 
by  any  legislative  interference  at  this  time 
we  should  lay  ourselves  open  to  the  impn* 
tatiou  of  abandoning  our  neutral  pooitioii. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  hon^  and 
learned  Member  for  Southampton  woold 
not  press  his  BilL 

Mr.  BIGBY  SEYMOUR  said,  as  tbe 
general  feeling  of  the  House  seemed  to  be 
that  the  present  was  an  inopportune  oooa- 
sion  for  proposing  an  alteration  of  ihe  law, 
he  would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leavei  withdrawn. 

MEMBERS  ACCEPTING  OFFICE. 
LEAYS. 

Mr.  WEIGHT  SON  said,  he  wished  to 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  Act  6  Anne^  c.  Z^'whli  reopeet 
to  ?acating  seats  ia  Paiiiament  oil  aeeept- 
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anoe  of  ofite.  The  object  of  this  Bill  wag 
merelv  to  preveot  the  forfeitnre  of  a  teat 
which  occurred  when  a  Member  of  that 
House  who  had  reoeiTed  the  eanetion  of 
hie  cooetituentB  to  the  acceptance  of  one 
office  in  the  Govemment  was  promoted  to 
another  office. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

"  That  leare  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  alter 
and  amend  the  Act  6  Anntt  o.  7>  with  respect  to 
VacaliDg  Seats  in  Parliament  on  aeoeptanoe  of 
Ofloe.*' 

Me.  a.  smith  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  hon.  Qeotleman  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
bring  forward  hia  Molion.  Last  year  he 
had  introduced  a  aimilar  measure,  which 
was  negatived  by  a  very  considerable  ma- 
jority. He  (Mr.  A.  Smith)  thought  this 
Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  removing  an 
important  constitutional  security  with  re- 
gtra  to  the  acceptance  of  office  by  Mem- 
ocn  of' that  House.  He  knew  it  might 
be  said  they  were  now  experiencing  one 
of  the  inconveniences  of  the  existing  law, 
Arlhe  right  hon.  Member  fur  Ashton  (Mr. 
Miber  Gibson),  who  had  a  very  shorf  time 
iioee  been  returned  to  that  House,  had, 
ID  aoiieequeuoe  of  being  transferred  to  a 
Mir  office,  been  compelled  again  to  solicit 
the  eonfidence  of  his  constituents.  They 
moafe  not,  however,  on  account  of  the  in- 
eoavanience  to  which  a  few  individuals 
night  be  subjected,  lose  sight  of  the  great 

C'  leiple  involved  in  this  question.  An 
•  if  ember  of  tiiat  House  who  had  ac- 
eeptad  office  under  the  Government  might 
MMoquently  be  transferred  to  another 
•ffiea  after  the  lapse  of  a  considerable 
time,  during  which  important  political  ques- 
tioae  might  have  been  discussed,  and  it 
was  only  fair  that  his  constituents  should 
hava  the  power  of  ratifying  or  disapprov- 
ing his  acceptance  of  a  now  office.  There 
wara  rumours  recently  in  the  newspapers 
that  it  was  intended  to  form  an  Adminiatra* 
tion  of  which  one-half  should  be  composed 
ef  Liberals  and  the  other  half  of  Gentle- 
Mia  who  were  members  of  the  Derby  Go- 
Torament.  Now,  if  the  Bill  which  the 
boa.  Gentleman  wished  to  introduce  were 
in  operation,  a  Government  of  that  sort 
might  have  been  formed  without  the  sanc- 
tion and  against  the  wishes  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  Nay,  some 
time  ago  in  Canada,  by  means  of  such  a 
law  as  it  was  now  proposed  to  enact,  a 
Ministry  was  formed  out  of  the  dregs  of  a 
former  Administration,  which  had  not  the 
eonideaee  of  the  country.  He  hoped, 
themfora^  ike  Home  would  not  agree  to 

VOL.  CLIY.    [third  berijes.] 


the  introduction  of  this  measure.  It  would 
look  very  bad  if  the  first  act  of  the  new 
Parliament,  which  had  put  a  Reform  Min- 
istry in  power,  was  to  carry  a  measure  of 
this  kind. 

Mb.  INGHAM  remarked,  that  in  former 
times,  when  the  power  of  the  Crown  was 
greater  than  now,  the  existing  restriction 
might  have  been  necessary  ;  but  now, 
when  the  power  of  the  several  Estates  was 
more  equally  balanced,  unless  it  was  felt 
that  there  really  was  danger  to  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  House,  he  thought  they 
should  go  into  a  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sure. In  times  of  emergency  difficulties 
might  arise  in  carrying  on  the  affairs  of 
the  Government  under  the  present  system, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  wise  to  make 
the  proposed  attempt  to  aid  the  Govern- 
ment. They  saw  at  the  present  moment 
the  inconvenience  resulting  from  the  ab- 
sence of  a  member  of  the  Government 
(Mr.  Milner  Gibson),  who  had  already  re- 
ceived the  approbation  of  his  constituents 
to  his  acceptance  of  office  in  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Question  put.  The  House  divided: — 
Ayes  51  ;  Noes  53  :  Majority  2. 

TURNPIKE  AND  BRIDGE  TOLLS. 
COMMISSION  MOVED  FOR. 

Mr.  ALCOCK  said,  that  the  Royal  Com- 
mission  which  he  was  about  to  ask  had  al- 
ready been  granted  with  the  most  satisfac- 
tory results  in  the  cases  of  Dublin,  London, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland.  He  had  tlierefore 
a  right,  he  thought,  to  ask  it  for  England 
and  Wales  generally,  and  though  he  had 
no  reason  to  expect  the  cunfcnt  of  tho 
Government,  ho  thought  it  could  not  very 
fairly  be  denied.  The  present  bonded  debt 
on  the  turnpike  tolls  of  England  and  Wales 
amounted  to  £5,236,939.  The  aggregate 
amount  of  the  income  of  the  turnjiike 
trusts  was  at  present  £1,024,382,  but  the 
amount  paid  in  tolls  by  the  people  of  this 
country  for  Turnpike  tolls  on  roads  and 
bridges  was  no  less  than  a  million  and  a 
half,  so  (hat  the  persons  who  rented  the  tolls 
got  something  like  33  per  cent  of  profit. 
The  plan  which  had  been  adopted  in  Ire- 
land to  get  rid  of  turnpike  tolls  was  to  put 
the  charge  of  maintaining  the  roads  on  the 
common  law  of  the  country.  It  was  a 
principle  of  common  law  there,  as  it  was 
of  common  senso  everywhere,  that  the 
charge  of  repairing  the  highways  should  be 
borne  by  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land. 
The  annual  rateable  value  of  the  real  pro- 
perty in  England  chargeable  by  law  with 
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the  roaintenance  of  the  parish  roads  was 
£103,500.000,  and  a  tax  of  2^.  in  the 
pound  on  all  real  property  liable  under  the 
common  law  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
parish  roads  would  yield  £862,000.  From 
this  source  23,000  miles  of  road,  at  a  cost 
of  £20  a  mile,  or  exactly  one-half  of  what 
was  now  paid  on  all  the  parish  roads  in 
England,  could  be  maintained  ;  the  aggre- 
gate cost  amounting  to  £460,000  per  an- 
num, to  which  had  to  be  added  £156,000 
a  year  for  the  purchase  of  the  toll  bridges. 
Then  came  the  sum  of  208,000  a  year  for 
interest  at  6|  per  cent  in  order  to  pay  off 
the  debt,  bringing  the  whole  outlay  below 
the  £862,000  that  would  be  raised  by 
the  twopenny  tax.  The  principle  already 
adopted  in  Ireland  was  to  defray  the  cost 
of  the  roads  by  means  of  a  rate  on  the 
different  baronies,  and  the  system  worked 
satisfactorily.  His  object  now  was  to  ex- 
tend a  similar  advantage  to  the  people  of 
England  and  Wales. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

**  That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler 
Mhjestv,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  and 
report  as  to  the  best  means  of  abolishing  the  Tolls 
on  the  Turnpike  Roads  and  Bridges  in  England 
and  Wales." 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS :  The  question 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  brought 
under  our  notice  is  one  of  considerable  im- 
portance. Almost  every  person  must  feel 
an  interest  in  it  from  the  manner  in  which 
it  daily  affects  him.  But  to  the  proposi- 
tion before  us  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  give 
my  assent  without  some  further  grounds 
being  assigned  for  it  than  those  adduced 
on  this  occasion.  The  principle  to  which 
we  are  invited  to  commit  ourselves  is  that 
tolls  on  all  turnpike  roads  and  bridges  in 
England  and  Wales  should  be  abolished  ; 
that  the  principle  should  be  at  once  adopt- 
ed by  the  House,  and  a  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  how  it  is  to  be  carried 
into  effect.  Let  me  call  attention  for  a 
moment  to  the  present  position  of  the  turn- 
pike trusts  in  England  as  explained  by  the 
papers  recently  laid  on  the  table.  If  we 
examine  the  returns  we  find  that  the  posi- 
tion of  these  trusts  is  in  every  respect  im- 
proving. True,  the  toll  revenue  has  di- 
minished ;  but,  then,  the  cost  of  maintain- 
ing the  roads  has  also  diminished  in  an 
equal  ratio.  The  expense  of  improvements, 
which  in  many  cases  were  merely  a  means 
of  disbursing  surplus  revenue,  has  been  re- 
duced from  £200.000  in  IS37  to  £40,000 
in  1858.  The  expense  of  salaries,  the  law 
Mr.  Alcoek 


charges*  and  other  diaburBementa  have 
likewise  all  fallen  off.  The  interest  of  the 
debt,  which  in  1837  was  £290.000,  was 
in  1856  only  £181,000.  I  will  only  read 
one  statement  as  to  a  rery  material  part 
of  the  case,  namely,  the  large  amount  of 
bonded  debt  oharffed  on  the  existing  trusts, 
and  which,  if  it  should  be  proposed  to  abo- 
lish turnpike  tolls,  must,  nevertheless,  re- 
main as  a  charge  on  somefond.  I  am  speak- 
ing now  of  the  turnpike  tmsts  in  Bngland 
and  North  Wales.  South  Wales  being  nnder 
a  different  system .  By  the  redaction  whieh 
has  taken  place  between  1837  and  1856  is 
the  mortgage  debt  and  in  the  amonnt  of  un- 
paid interest,  there  has  been  remoTed  from 
the  accounts  a  total  charge  of  £2*680.000. 
I  very  much  wish  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequer  to  make 
an  equally  satisfactory  statement  with  r^ 
spect  to  the  national  debt.  Looking  to  the 
financial  state  of  turnpike  tmsts.  I  eaanot 
admit  that  it  presents  any  grounds  Cpr 
such  a  sweeping  change  as  we  ere  now 
invited  to  concede.  Avery  materiel  qiMStifla 
to  be  considered  is  the  bonded  debt  rf 
£5,236,000.  If  yon  destroy  all  tnrnpik 
tolls,  you  destroy  the  security  for  that  sam. 
It  is  not  intended,  I  presume,  to  deerive  tlis 
bondholders  of  their  seonrity.  and  it  is  n- 
derstood  that  some  other  seonrity  vwH  ke 
provided  for  that  large  sum.  The  ssktiM- 
ed  security,  I  presume,  would  be  the  k%k- 
way  rates.  The  rate  on  land  to  the  eiisif  of 
2d,  in  the  pound  would  not.  I  an  efipsid. 
be  sufficient  to  pay  the  intereot  saA  W 
maintain  the  roads.  The  hon.  QoBflswsn 
omitted  to  call  attention  to  the  poMliOQ  ft 
the  turnpike  trusts  in  the  six  counties  of 
South  Wales — not  a  very  large  porliQiiof 
the  kingdom.  I  admit,  but  still  mx  eoonlitt. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  will  remember  thoN 
riots  which  went  by  the  name  of  the  B^ 
becca  riots,  which  he  might  hmwe  pmsed 
into  his  service,  as  evincing  the  great  dis- 
like of  that  part  of  the  kingdom  to  turnpike 
tolls.  Their  grievances  were  got  rid  of 
by  spreading  the  debt  on  the  telle  oror  a 
series  of  years,  for  which  purpose  e  rather 
complicated  financial  arrangement  was 
made,  which  will  end  about  1872.  Does 
he  suppose  that  the  Act  which  was  only 
passed  a  few  years  ago  should  be  subTerted. 
and  that  arrangement  set  aside.  I  con- 
ceive that  such  a  proposition  as  the  eboli* 
tion  of  turnpike  tolls  cannot  be  aseented  to 
by  the  House.  I  have  now  steted  in  gene- 
ral terms  the  reasons  whv  I  think- it  is  not 
desirable  that  this  House  should  agree  at 
this  moment  to  a  Commission,  whieh  takes 
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for  granted  that  it  is  desirable  to  abolish 
that  system.  The  hen.  Gentleman  says 
nothing  about  tolls  on  bridges,  which  he 
proposes  to  include.  Tolls  on  bridges  are 
in  a  different  position.  They  have  nothing 
to  do  witli  turnpikes,  and  most  of  them 
exist  under  private  Acts,  and  it  is  almost 
impossible  to  deal  with  them  on  any  general 
system.  There  are  further  diflScnlties  to 
be  considered  with  respect  to  the  sudden 
abolition  of  turnpike  tolls.  The  subject  is 
not  new.  Commissions  have  been  issued  as 
he  states.  Some  years  ago  a  Oommis- 
sion  was  issued  for  Ireland.  In  the  chief 
parts  of  Ireland  there  are  scarcely  any 
tnmpike  trusts.  The  roads  are  maintain- 
ed by  the  grand  juries.  The  iew  trusts 
which  existed  in  Ireland  became  embar- 
rassed, and  a  Commission  was  issued  for 
the  purpose  of  arranging  their  financial 
affiEtirs.  I  believe  an  Act  passed  founded 
on  the  Report  of  the  Commission,  and  the 
mitter  was  settled.  But  it  was  a  special 
ease,  and  forms  no  example  for  such  a 
Cdnmission  as  is  now  proposed.  There 
was  a  Commission  appointed  about  this 
time  last  year  to  inquire  into  the  turnpike 
frOBts  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  metro- 
polifl.  I  quite  admit  that  turnpike  tolls  in 
the  immediate  neighbourhood  of  the  metro- 
polis are  a  very  serious  evil.  In  the  first 
plaee,  wherever  there  is  a  gate  in  the 
streets  it  necessitates  a  whole  system  of 
iride-bars,  which  puts  the  whole  neighbour- 
liood  in  a  strait  waistcoat.  Every  one  must 
see  that  what  is  applicable  in  a  rural  dis- 
trict is  wholly  inapplicable  in  the  vicinity 
of  a  large  town.  There  is  also  another 
eril  well  known  to  hon.  Gentlemen.  A 
gate  immediately  adjoining  the  metropolis 
U  Tery  lucrative,  and  thus  there  is  a  great 
dispoBition,  by  putting  one  as  near  as  pos- 
MMe,  to  make  it  pay  the  expense  of  the 
entire  trust,  which  is,  of  course,  an  abuse 
and  an  undue  tax  on  the  inhabitants. 
There  are  special  reasons  why  the  turnpike 
system  fails  in  its  application  to  the  me- 
trepolitan  district,  and  accordingly  a  Com- 
miuion  was  issued,  of  which  the  late 
Speaker,  Lord  Eversley,  was  a  Member, 
and  which  is  likely  soon  to  report.  If  they 
should  be  able  to  propose  any  fair  plan  of 
relief,  it  will  be  an  encouragement  to  ex- 
tend the  experiment,  but  until  we  have  re- 
ceiTed  their  Report  we  ought  to  pause  and 
not  embark  upon  an  inquiry  so  extensive 
as  is  now  engfested.  It  is  true  that  a 
Commiasion  issued  to  inquire  into  turnpike 
tolls  in  Scotland.  The  object  was  not,  I 
believe,  the  abolition  of  tolls,  but  sonio  al- 


teration in  the  system,  and  therefore  that 
is  not  a  precedent  for  the  Commission  now 
proposed.  Having  stated  my  opinion  that 
the  House  is  not  now  in  a  position  to  as- 
sent to  the  di'Ctrine  of  total  and  immediate 
abolition  of  turnpike  tolls,  I  will  admit 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  quite  enter 
into  his  view  that  turnpike  tolls  are  not 
the  best  mode  of  taxation  which  can 
be  devised.  But  at  the  same  time  I  wish 
to  represent  this  consideration  to  the 
friends  of  what  is  called  equitable  taxa- 
tion, that  a  more  equitable  tax  than  turn- 
pike tolls  cannot  be  conceived,  because  it 
is  paid  by  those  who  use  the  roads,  and 
only  by  them.  Nevertheless,  all  must  feel 
that  it  is  a  somewhat  vexatious  and  un- 
pleasant burden.  But  I  cannot  on  that 
account  say  that  sufficient  grounds  exist 
for  issuing  a  Commission.  We  have  already 
had  a  very  large  number  of  Committees 
and  Commissions,  and  I  confess  I  am  very 
unwilling,  without  very  strong  cause  being 
shown,  to  assent  to  another  Commission 
being  appointed  by  the  Crown.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  can  point  out  to  the  House 
the  means  by  which  the  principle  of  total 
abolition  can  be  carried  into  effect  he  un- 
doubtedly can  embody  it  in  the  shape  of  a 
Bill,  and  then  we  should  be  able  to  judge 
whether  the  plan  could  meet  with  our 
assent.  If  the  general  principle  were  fea- 
sible and  expedient,  and  difficulties  arose 
only  with  regard  to  its  application,  there 
might  be  reasonable  grounds  for  inquiring 
as  to  the  means  by  which  the  scheme  could 
be  effected.  But  I  cannot  think  that  in 
the  present  state  of  the  question  any  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entitled  to  call  on  the  House 
to  address  the  Crown  to  issue  a  Commission. 
It  is  my  belief  that  the  great  defect  of  the 
present  system  of  turnpike  tolls  arises 
paiiily  from  the  circumstance  that  a  num- 
ber of  trusts  whose  financial  position  is 
bad  have  not  yet  undergone  revision  by 
Committees  of  the  House,  which  a  number 
of  trusts  that  have  expired  in  the  last 
ten  years  have  undergone  with  very  great 
benefit  to  their  finances.  Another  great 
evil  which  I  find  in  the  present  system  is 
the  unequal  size  and  smallness  of  many 
trusts.  I  believe  that  a  far  more  econo- 
mical expenditure  of  public  money  and  a 
better  administration  of  the  trusts  would 
be  introduced  if  all  the  trusts  in  a  county, 
or  where  the  county  is  too  large,  of  a  di  • 
vision  of  a  comity,  were  amalgamated,  and 
if  the  system  were  adopted  which  has 
worked  well  in  South  Wales,  where  there 
is  a  county  Board  for  their  general  supor- 
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intendonce,  and  local  trusts  ara  abolished. 
Hariag  offered  tliese  ramarks,  whicU  1  be- 
liare  are  moro  likely  to  tend  to  a  practical 
refbria.  I  regret  that  it  is  not  in  mj  power 
to  support  the  Uotion  now  before  the 
Hoase. 

Me.  hope  said,  the  experience  which 
ba  bad  acquired  witb  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion under  discussion  in  Scotland  did  not 
lead  him  to  form  an  opinion  favourablo  to 
its  being  met  in  the  manner  proposed  bj 
the  boil.  Member  opposite.  In  the  countjr 
with  which  he  was  connected  the  attempt 
bad  been  made  to  establish  a  system  of 
rates  instead  of  a  system  of  tolls,  but  al- 
tboagb  everybody  seemed  to  agree  as  to 
the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  tolls  it 
was  impossible  to  obtain  any  general  con- 
currenee  of  opinion  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  rates  slioulJ  be  leried.  Still  he 
ibought  lolls  an  unfair  tax,  for  in  some 


a  uniform  plan.  He  therefbre  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  defer  further  action  in 
connection  with  a  question  until  the  Com- 
mission which  had  been  already  appointed 
had  reported. 

Question  put  and  n^ofiMd. 

ARMY  (HALF.PAY  OFFICEBS). 
COlUflTTEE  XOTED   FOB. 

CoLOiiBL  NORTH  said,  he  roae  to  mote, 

"  That  this  Boose  will  to-morrow  rewlTe  itidf 
into  a  Gomnittee  to  eoaiider  of  an  himiUe  A4* 
dreM  to  Her  MAJetty  that  Sbo  will  be  graeioeilf 
pleased  to  grant  tbe  half-pay  of  £400  a  jcar,  ut- 
attacbed  pay,  to  certain  jreneral  ofBeers  who  ob- 
tained promotion  upon  hidf-pay  under  the  prori* 
sioDS  of  the  Geaetml  Order  of  the  93rd  day  of 
April,  1836,  who  have  ainoe  beeone  geocnl 
officera,  and  are  now  reeeiTing  only  the  ball-pay  ef 
their  regimental  rank,  and  lo  aasnre  Her  Miyiity 
that  this  House  will  make  good  the  nme.** 

He  wished  to  explain  that  bis  Motion  re- 
persons  using  the  roads  for  miles  :  ferred  particularly  to  seven  geoeivl  ofiieen 
nerer  paid  a  farthing,  while  those  who  j  who  had  been  induced  to  retire  under  the 
used  it  for  half  a  mile  were  compelled  to  Order  of  1826 — one  of  them  baTiag  entered 
psT  a  Terr  heary  toll.  The  substitution  -  the  army  in  1796.  and  not  one  of  them 
af  a  rate  would  dispense  altogether  with  '  hating  done  so  later  than  1807,  mad  jit 


they  were  now  only  reeeiTing  9«.  a  dij« 
the  lialf-pay  of  majors  and  lieatenaat 
colonels. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  aaid.hewis 

of 


the  eipenses  of  collection  and  many  other 
annoyaaees  incidental  to  the  present  sys- 
tem, while  at  the  same  time  many  ques- 
isoas— such,  for  instance*  as  to  whether 

land  was  to  bear  tbe  whole  burden,  or  j  lorry  he  could  not  accede  to  the  Mi 
harsea  a  parv  and  other  questions  of  a  '  the  gallant  officer,  who  did  not 
similar  nature — would  arise,  aud  require  j  clearly  to  bsTc  understood  the 
asiiition.  Ue  thought  it  better  to  suspend  i  the  General  Order  of  lS2o.  Xe 
lesVMiion  oc  the  subject  liil  they  had  Order  was  made  to  enable  offieen  tn  fs  ea 
■seeminsJ  tbe  result  of  tbe  late  inquiry  j  half  pay  with  superior  rank  to  thalwbicb 
whlrh  had  beea  instituted  on  tbe  question.  !  they  held  at  the  time  of  retireant.  and 
II&.  CRAUFURD  said,  he  did  not  think  ;  without  prejudice  to  their  fotore  daiois ; 
the  di&ui:y  o:  substitut.ng  rs:e$  for  tolls  but  that  did  not  exempt  them  fnm  the 
was  sogreiat  as  the  hou.  MemWr  seemed  to  :  operation  of  regulations  which  exiaced  thai» 
think.  That  piaa  had  k4ii;  been  tried  in  and  w::ic:*.  had  existed  cTcr  ainee.  Onerf 
the  iar^^  oaMy  cif  Arcvu  wish  perfee;  ■  tbc^^  regulauocis  was  thai  no  one  aboaU 
s;^N«es^  He  w«Nu'd  su^^^t  t'^at  tbe  hvMi.  reeeire  the  allowance  of  a  general  who  hid 
Mewser  shocki  a:»r  she  wordiag  of  ris  not  served  six  ye^rs  as  a  fieM  oflker. 
Xv'^jce,  so  as  :o  .usici'ste  ::  to  she  SvVtch  The  only  eicieption  was  that  iheir  widovi 
Ces^tr:*stcn  :  :a  o«h«r  w^orus,  that  there  sbi>jlj  '>e  ect::Ied  to  the  pensions  of 
shecja  W  a::  iaquirr  ::;«  tlie  f^.>ssi>.a.:T  ^^: 
snMi;nuB£  aa  «^*^.un<^  s^^e  oc  sj^se^- 
meal  f«r  i£«  ST5:e:a  of  tciias.  Tre  «Mes 
SMtt  arrir^a  ai  by  tiut  C4Kusis>:vr.  w^Vai 
ne<  reej«»i»eis  tre  «aM  as  re^rsnku  li!vj;< 
land«  a»^  i^  V:s  v<f4ri:«.  i^erecv-^^,  ;^e 
Mmmd.  Wiia  t^  A&e»iS3iesl  be  sor-^iK^ei. 

Ma.  BOSUAM  vART£:%  assi.  »Ne  .c^ 
jeeti^i  t»  il"^  Ui  :y  «m>:)  wx.*ik  v>«.r  s- 
bad  of  Ute  ..n^^::  gr^-ieii.  I^^n^ 
'»•'  ^vur*  a  'res:  ^as!  oc  ^sx: 
had  K»eii  ^.*{>c  St  pc«a:e  !ie^*a*a:.v>a«  a^ 
new   Tarttfike  Ivus  beiajc  now   ^.-ama  ea 


ih«  lass  i«e 


:^«^«s,  bet  that  Tory  ezeep- 
..ws  sr.^vcc  that  the  o&en  were  net 
;..c:us<:lw'«  ezv;U\i  ;o  ibe  reward  of  geae* 
r^I  v£.-^r«.  1:  c-^Ls  be  ime  chat  the 
»<rez  .=:.>frs^  :«:er7«d  to  in  the  Motion  had 
ea«-^  s^cxi:  :a  :'.e  serrioe  ifiy  or  aixty 
A  ejLi^  :  :u:  :^e  Hl^«se  mssx  remember  that 
i^fc'.-e  WX5  j^>o^er  side  to  thai  queetion* 
i.a.v«ly.  ;jias  K-ce  o:  ih:«e  gentleman  bad 
<:v£j  iivTv  <  a  dJiT's  c.:;y  since  IS26.  He 
::  .«^>.:«  :*e:Y:.-re.  :>^:  t%nwanl  them  the 
^^jv.kjsf%l  4^«  4^u.v'e  ir«\iU  he  merely  add- 
■  ^  ::•  :ze  i^^i  ves^;  cf  uieaanj  with- 


«r  « 
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General  FEEL  said,  ho  took  a  different 
view  of  this  case  to  that  taken  by  his  rigiit 
hon.  Friend.  It  was  said  that  no  general 
officer  was  entitled  to  full  pay  unless  he 
had  served  six  years  as  a  fieUI  officer  ;  bnt 
this  case  was  similar  to  that  in  which  a 
field  officer  was  placed  on  half-pay  by  re- 
duction. On  what  principle  conid  it  be 
said  that  their  wives  were  entitled  to  the 
pensions  of  Major-Oenerals,  and  that  they 
themselves  wore  not  entitled  to  the  pay  of 
their  rank  ?  He  had  strongly  pressed  the 
case  on  the  Treasury. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  if  these  officers  understood  that  they 
were  not  to  receive  the  benefits  connected 
with  the  rank  of  general  when  they  went 
OD  half-pay.     He  believed  they  did  not. 

Question  put.  The  Houso  divided: — 
Ayes  22  ;  Noes  42  :  Majority  20. 

BOMAN  CATHOLIC  RELIEF  ACT  AMEND^ 

MENT. 
OOKMITTEB.      LEAVE.      FIRST  BEADING. 

Snt  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
he  wished  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  an 
Aet  paased  in  the  tenth  year  of  His  Msjesty 
King  Geo.  IV.,  entitled  •*  An  Act  for  the 
Relief  of  His  Majesty*s  Roman  Catholic 
Subjects."  The  object  of  the  measure  he 
ihoald  propose  was  to  repeal  so  much  of 
the  Act  of  1829  as  prohibited  persons  pro- 
feesing  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  from 
holding  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland.  There  were  many  reasons  which 
it  was  easy  to  see  why  this  clause  of  sepa- 
ration and  exclusion  should  never  have 
been  passed,  but  what  was  difficult  to  see 
waa  what  could  have  been  the  reasons 
which  induced  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  the 
"Duke  of  Wellington  to  support  it.  The 
argoment  alleged  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  was 
this— "From  the  office  of  Lord  Chancel- 
lor the  Roman  Catholics  are  excluded,  be- 
eanse  the  Church  patronage  in  the  hands 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  a  right  inherent 
in  the  office."  But  what  was  the  fact? 
Why,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
did  DOt  possess  a  single  scrap  of  Church  pa- 
tronage. It  wns  remarkable  that  during 
die  debates  of  1829,  although  it  was  pro- 
posed that  several  other  officers  of  State, 
aaoh  as  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  and 
the  Presidentof  the  Board  of  Control,  should 
be  placed  in  the  same  position,  on  the 
ground  that  they  might  influence  the  dis- 
tribotion  of  Church  patronage  in  England, 
yet  that  no  such  measure  of  exclusion  was 
paascd*  except  in  the  case  of  tho  Lord 
Chaneellor  of  Ireland.     It   was   singular 


that  no  attempt  at  rosiatance  waa  made  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Aet  of  1 829, 
but  he  attribntcd  it  to  the  fact  that  when 
a  generous  measure  for  the  relief  of  Roman 
Catholics  was  introduced,  it  wonid  have 
been  manifesting  an  improper  feeling  if  the 
recipients  of  the  benefits  had  cavilled  be- 
cause one  omission  was  made.  He  would 
only  add  one  word  as  to  the  time  at  which 
he  had  thought  it  desirable  to  introduce 
this  measure.  He  had  observed  that  at 
the  late  election  some  reports  prevailed 
that  in  many  instances  candidates  who  had 
been  distinguished  in  former  times  for  their 
hostility  to  the  principles  of  their  Roman 
Catholic  subjects  had  withdrawn  their  hos- 
tility to  their  political  rights  ;  and  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland  were  assured  of 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  these  Gentle- 
men to  grant  them  their  just  claims.  He 
trusted  he  might  rely  on  the  support  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  professing  these  intentions,  and  at 
the  same  time  that  he  might  appeal  to 
the  aid  of  those  old  and  tried  friends  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty  whom  he  saw 
around  him.  This  was  a  small  but  he 
trusted  a  not  unimportant  measure  of  re- 
lief. He  was  sure,  too,  it  would  be  received 
with  favour  by  the  Protestant  part  of  the 
community.  It  would,  too,  be  an  indica- 
tion from  the  new  Parliament  of  a  friendly 
disposition  to  Ireland.  He  understood  that 
as  the  Bill  referred  to  a  subject  of  a  religious 
character  it  was  necessary,  according  to 
the  forms  of  the  House,  that  it  should  ori- 
ginate with  a  Committee  of  the  House. 
He  begged  leave,  therefore,  to  move — 

"  That  tbo  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
Hoase,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  an  Act  of  the  tenth  year  of  King  George 
the  Fourth,  for  the  Relief  of  His  Majestjr's  Romaa 
Catholic  Subjects." 

Mr.  POLLARD-URQUHART  second- 
ed  the  Motion. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
very  cordially  give  his  assent  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  would 
also  support  the  Bill  in  its  subsequent 
stages,  should  leave  be  given  to  introduce 
it.  He  entirely  concurred  in  the  statement 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  there  ap- 
peared to  have  been  a  misconception  in 
framing  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  functions  of  the  Irish  Chan- 
cellor. Sir  Robert  Peel,  when  he  proposed 
that  measure,  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  Irish  Chancellor,  like  the  English 
Chancellor,  had  the  distribution  of  church 
patronage  ;  hot  there  was  not  the  smallest 
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3£  ^>e  fissrr:>cta?s  of  eerieGBStini  pctroo-  TTpianif  u.  .Uv  6.  IS59. 

ape.  H*  wM.  ^  fact,  artt^'ir  bnt  a  Judge,  .  * '  t-     x-     ■ 

«d  U*  T«,  .^:«  tL«  -odd  .pp?T  «  *^^-B^^^Hi!r                 " 

lae  errhaSgn  of  Castebcs  from  die  coec  p— _  - :  r^^t^  ; — ;  •  KiJ^vftf  CmLjaiaa  Ai^itn- 

flf  Lard  CLlsoeSo-  cf  Ireland  vc«]d  be  r-rr. 

«csi?T  &>:£rA:u«-  t?  ibeir  exdosxn  froa  **  U»c««spb- 
i£e  tiii*  Clirf  JBSMKifp.     If  tLii  liad 

tettaiD«t?Be=iK:T»p^en*Kbeaitjd(J  EXDOWED   SCHOC^LS   blLL. 

SBS  bare  vrcaed  5ri  a^  axiecrt  i>  remore  SECosz  SKAnajft. 

it ;  but  n  e?di  s:<t  be  K'  rerirdei.  fzr  h  Order  for  Seeood  Reader  read. 

ir»i  eiear  thai  iJk  c«Sce  cc  "Cba^Rr^rr  b  Mi.  DILL^vyV :  Sjr.  tJi  qnestKm  nov 

Irsiiazid  tu  mersh-  ;a^ia',  EZii  c^e  t9  before  tbr  Heose  ss  oee  iv^ieb  has  excited 

viae^  ^^^i^*--  Ca£b;>5s  as  larz?  =£2^  rea-  Terr  e^^nsseraifle  isteres-t  throosWiit  tlie 

BOBtabl|T  aRcrv.     Yze  ruteae  reaa:c£  Le  e=-  et>::ri7T  ai  larze.  as  k  steva  bj  the 

crbS-  a2i;r:'ig£  tbe  MniSic..  ber  cf  wt:qdbs  vbidi  bare  bees 

Si£  BBvOK  BB:I>G£S  saSd.  be  bs^  €^  boih'  f:?  aad  anJan  5t:  aad  tbat 

Bevad  ibas  iza   biairenfSK.  as   :i   vai  sbccid  be  ibe  eaj«  s  n&t  aa  be  wcwdcted 

caT^*   ix  frisiixir  ib*  CLsbior  Utii-ef  A«  a:  vl--  ve  cwBder  ibe  nmbcs-  of  eadov- 

of  2*^  vki  i:'"rLfciT*rseiirr.  bn  a:::  er-  ei  s^iools  wbSei  exis  m  er«y  part  «f 

ft^wffnrr  -vlkl  ?r:ese5ec  m  a  f=I:  £-:▼-  i^  c^icarr.     Tbe  Cbantr  ConaisMiian 

]fi£re  of  Ui«  eizv=z^:KZi?ei  ctf  lit  ease.  i&^e.  i  bdkTe.  rejected  iip»  aoMevbefe 

CanB&Rx^,  brverer,  ibc   feecrr  =x=:<  lI<'~:   ?.<>».   and  ibe   laifiiiBi   «f  tlw 

lescad  bj  tbe  H?aae  be  ▼?£•£  ^x  o7c»d»  assikB!    iaeocK    bas   beea   mtJinBtrd   bj 

1^  Msoai,  :b?ir^  be  feh  be  !b?iId'£aT*  Mr.  Ec?ae>e  Mac-  at  bm  mac^  Im  tbu 

:cr  ^  aZ:»3x  bis  sSs^-k  •:•  bt  £yJj.\.*JO.      Now.   irna   tbe   aatare  of 


cMKraag  tpk  k^  a:^r:ral  rf  &  ^:•lil  &.':-*?%-   ^^-  j  "x  i:>?  peirDOK  acvBit  vaa 
aoL  af  tbe  jras^oes  re  wiSrb  ibc  rr»"    -«  eT-:£*t;  lia;  ibc  Cbsrcb  partj  < 

^dvbi-rere  bA-:rEr..fctiI  '-z.  70*5=1  r*'-i.'    :i  w   t«e  a  zoeas^re  dirECied  aeai 


„  Ibe 

5    fcKc-L       ^e    i»iLl«rTs£   "ir*"   ^i    Cirrri.   as3   aa   axiec:?:  to 

*  ■  ■  •  * 

:c*-  riicwaiecily  ^f  fr:c»i5*r*-   lii-::.  is*  eriaiwrsects  vb>eb  proyodf  ke- 


T,       *wE       ..«=        *^ 


M:c5cc  ^p^igfj  t:-.  i:-  iic  -jz-itzikc^  cf  ibe  fdHDiees.  ibA  ^bai 


Ji3Ciifr  3  C'eas:iaeeL  'r^T  v^re,  :r.s;  eeaea&ryi.  2r 

3wr*f  «2is  Husk. 7!&e  "mt*  ^  f  r*a  -;  li^Zir  -i    '-— "^^t^  ^rr   ^r^i:a3i2«  SiK-*^^   fre  ^ivbb  n 
»  Hcl  1:  uzutDC  Kt  ±1".  •€  ziti  'Jfri^.  -r^^  :c  ^-r    *!==-     T" cs   c^-e  ci:*-«d  tkat   tbe  Tea 


rr»  t.nna^  r^Lniui:  S^>r:«  ^-.5  --^^  ,;^^  sbri^i  :«  lasriil : 


^^  nrti^-fi  -: ":«  "irnEri::  zl  i-r  itr    l*!*.*-.*!-:.    li*  ^i.  i-trsiascirjT  cc  tbe  CaieehuaL  aa  ael 

^^9^ }''^''^^T^=^^  *^  ^^^^  "''"""     fTT-.i  ':t  r:bBf  a;:iiy?r:rr.  tbe  Psahar  aad 

--,  .  ^.  -•:•:£  ::   -  ..=:=x-^  rrsi*r:  asd  b  etben» 


Mr . 

.         .  zo:£  ::   -  j-zirx^  rrsTer; 

rtKae^  a»i  real  .  .j,^  c-— 1  FnTe--  ^^e.-*  dizmed  to  be 

^aBOB  iftC.iBosMc  u  1*1-3**:  r«aL     yc*.  :a  «ob-xi*  w'cere  tae  fender 

Zw'j^Tt  :  tiiii.  v^  -.>«.  iasrrajii-s:*  w£b  aa  tbeae.  Ibere 

t!%z  :■»  i^-?  io«bi  bn  tbst  be  liiliMiliJ  tbe 

iTfi— -^     ^-     • Mix-lf  !>  be  ia  eccaectkc  whk  tbe  Cbanh 

HOLiiE     ..r     -VA^-.  1/5  Tzr^-a  :  ar>i  I.  fcr  «e.  baie  «>  de- 

W-edudLv    r  ,    .   -i-^.  *^  -^^  =^i«>  ^ai  tbea  bj  tbe  fveaeaft 


FiL.  ?r  ::•  sneaps  to  vrest  tbe«  him  tbai 
i«£»  =*:,  ati2  Larirx  r:-*5  •-^^•^1.  1=  prx^  c-f  tt».  I  maj  aay  tbat 
BsKseu  ci  lis  FaT^r."  ~  -  '"^  -.'"  --"  =•«:»  fAT-.?vmUe  to  tbie  Bill 

Tire  :'rL.T-i..  :£!  7;-2ircr:^     -»*^  J«*^-  '  ^■''■-  pC'-iWSed  to  esMM  tbat  BO 

B&:54«ac  T-c  ?  os*^   i«Rn  sb-:«9d  be  i2isif«ali6ed 
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a  trustee  of  an  endowed  school  by  reason 
of  his  being  a  Dissenter,  as  I  could  never 
see  that  Dissenters  had  any  right  to  inter- 
fere in  the  management  of  schools  speci- 
fically devoted  to  the  Church  of  England. 
An  elaborate  petition  from  the  National 
Society,  copies  of  which  have,  I  believe, 
been  sent  to  all  members,  assumed  that 
the  endowments  of  schools  had  in  all  cases 
been  employed  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  and  intentions  of  their  founders. 
This,  however,  is  exactly  the  question  at 
issue,  as  I  deny  that  in  many  cases  of  such 
schools  as  I  now  propose  to  deal  with,  the 
intentions  of  the  founders  have  been  at- 
tended to.  Now,  these  schools — namely, 
those  in  which  the  founders  have  either 
not  said  anything  about  religious  instruc- 
tion or  have  only  alluded  to  it  in  general 
terms,  are  probably  in  a  minority,  and  a 
very  considerable  one,  and  they  arc  there- 
fore watched  over  with  great  jealousy,  both 
^  Dissenters  and  those  who  are  favour- 
able to  secular  or  non-sectarian  education. 
TUm  feeling  of  jealousy  has  of  late  become 
cue  of  alarm  from  the  aggressive  posi- 
tion assumed  towards  these  schools  by  the 
Charoh  of  England,  and  this  alarm  has 
been  heightened  by  the  fact  that  the  law, 
as  recently  expounded  by  some  of  our  most 
eminent  Judges,  favours  the  position  thus 
aasumed.  The  law  as  it  now  stands,  so 
far  as  I  understand  it,  is  this — that  where 
the  founder  of  a  school  did  not  in  the  deed 
of  endowment  use  any  specific  words  ex- 
aotly  defining  the  kind  of  religious  teach- 
ing he  wished  to  bo  given  in  it,  but  only 
employed  words  of  general  import,  such  as 
that  the  children  were  to  be  taught  the  fear 
of  God,  or  the  principles  of  the  Christian 
Beligion,  it  was  to  be  assumed,  looking  to 
the  period  when  many  such  schools  were 
fomided  —  namely,  before  tho  Dissenters* 
Toleration  Act  had  passed — that  he  in- 
tended to  indicate  that  the  religious  teach- 
ing to  be  given  in  tho  school  should  be 
that  of  tho  Church  of  England,  which  at 
that  time  was  tho  only  body  which  had 
•eqoired  a  national  status  for  the  purposes 
of  religious  instruction.  The  law  goes 
farther  than  this,  however,  and  says  that, 
even  in  cases  where  nothing  whatever  is 
■aid  in  the  foundation  deeds  as  to  religi- 
ona  teaching,  the  feeling  of  the  founders 
tnmt  be  assumed  to  have  been  that  no 
education  could  be  desirable  that  was  not 
foanded  on  religion,  and  that  the  religi- 
ous instruction  so  assumed  to  havo  been 
intended  to  be  given  could  only  bo  that 
of  the  body  which  had  acquired  a  national 


status  for  that  purpose.  Now,  Sir,  if 
these  inferences  are  to  bo  pressed  to  their 
logical  conclusion,  I  do  not  myself  see 
what  is  to  prevent  the  Church  of  England 
obtaining  the  solo  and  whole  control  over 
nearly  all  endowed  schools  throughout  the 
country.  In  confirmation  of  the  view  I 
have  Uius  taken  of  tho  law  as  it  stands, 
I  will  quote  from  the  judgment  of  Lord 
Justice  Knight  Bruce  in  tho  case  of  the 
Attorney  General  v,  Cullum,  in  which  a 
charity  at  Bury  St.  Edmunds,  established 
in  Edward  the  IVth's  reign  "  to  the  glory 
of  God  and  of  the  moat  j^racious  Virgin 
coming  to  be  administered,"  the  Master  in 
Chancery  drew  up  a  scheme  for  founding 
a  school  open  to  children  of  all  denomi- 
nations. A  portion  of  the  stated  school 
hours  were  to  be  set  apart  for  reading  the 
Scripture  lessons  prepared  for  the  Irish 
National  Schools,  but  no  other  religious 
instruction  was  to  be  introduced  into  the 
school.  The  trustees  were  to  appoint  the 
master  and  mistress,  no  restriction  being 
placed  upon  their  religious  creed.  To  this 
scheme  it  being  objected  that  the  master  and 
mistress  ought  to  be  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  that  Church  of  England  teach- 
ing should  be  given  where  the  parents  of 
the  children  did  not  object — the  Lord  Jus- 
tice (then  the  Vice  Chancellor)  Knight- 
Bruce,  in  giving  judgment  said — 

"  In  my  judgment  this  scheme  does  not  pro- 
vide for  religious  instruction  in  the  sense  in  which 
the  expression  ought  to  bo  understood.  Its  effect 
is,  not  that  it  does  not  provide  for  religious  in- 
struction according  to  the  Church  of  England, 
but  that  it  docs  not  provide  for  what  I  am  able  to 
consider  religious  instruction  at  all.  If  education, 
of  course  including  religious  instruction,  is  to  be 
provided  for,  I  apprehend  it  must  be  according 
to  the  doctrines  and  principles  of  the  English 
Church.  I  know  no  other  standard  or  guide  to 
which  tho  Court  can  resort.  ...  If  educa- 
tion is  to  be  part  of  the  scheme,  it  is  clear,  in  mv 
judgment,  that  whatever  may  be  tho  particular 
course  of  instruction  pursued,  or  whatever  may  be 
the  course  as  to  tho  exemption  of  any  child  from 
any  particular  points  of  instruction,  tho  masters, 
mistresses,  and  teachers  must  be  members  of  the 
Church  of  England ;  and  that  no  other  course  of 
religious  instruction  should  be  adopted  than  such 
as  is  in  conformity  with  tho  Church  of  England." 

Again,   in    the    case   of    tho    Chelmsford 

Grammar   School  which  was  decided  by 

Vice  Chancellor  Sir  W.  Page  Wood,  that 

learned  Judge  said — 

**  Afler  the  arguments  I  have  heard,  and  look- 
ing to  the  whole  scheme,  iramo,  and  foundation 
of  charities  of  this  description,  it  appears  to  me 
im]K>8siblc  to  hold  tliat  any  school  founded,  as 
this  has  been,  by  one  of  the  Sovereigns  of  this 
country  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  grammar, 
could  be  other  tliau  a  school  not  only  for  teaching 
grammar,  but  also  for  sound  religious  education ; 
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fora-t'l  thai  the  alteration  baa  acted  beneficially.  •***^  "«*'^'  *^  ^'*^^-* 

It  ia  <|Qit«  op«i  to  v^  Ugiilature  to  deal  in  the  These  ifistanees  illastrate  not  only  the  Mr- 

wiwt  BuouMrr  with  tuts  ichooL  •  -a     !.■  i.            a*    ^               i.  2-  al^ 

row  spint  which  sometimee  preraib  ■  the 

I  Dii:^lit  hare  quoted  other  cases  in  which  Chorch  schools,  but  also  the  way  ia  whieh 

the  law  is  sinjilarly  explained,  but  these  the  object  of  giring  general  edoeatei  ta 

will,  I  think,  suffice,  and  1  will  now  poceed  the  poor  may   bo  defeated    by  saetarisa 

to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  action.     Now,  Sir,  1  hate  no  doubt  but 

way  in  which,  as  it  thus  stands,  it  narrows  that  those  who  are  opposed   to  my  BID 

and  defeats  the  intention  of  the  founders  sincerely  belieTO  that  where  only  general 

of  such  schools.   With  this  view,  I  beg  tbe  terms  as  to  religious  instmotion  oeear  ia 

House  to  remember  what  was  the  main  foundation   deeds,    the    intention   of  the 

object  of  the  founders  of  the^o  schools  ?  founder  upon  that  important  subject  mint 

Tliere  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  it  was  nevertheless  have  been   specific.     I  oer- 

useful  education.     No  one  will  deny  this,  tainly  cannot  arrive  at  this  condntion  and 

and  I  dissent  from  an  interpretation  of  law  I  would,  in  support  of  my  view,  put  tbefol- 

which  sets  this,  the  main  object  of  the  lowing  caso  to  my  objecton.    SuppoeiDg  a 

foundation,  and  about  whieb  there  can  be  person  in  the  reign  of  Edward  VI.,  for  hi« 

no  doubt  whatever,  aside,  and  in  a  greater  stance,  to  have  been  desirous  of  foandnga 

or  less  degree  defeats   it    on  account  of  school  in  which  religioua  instmctioDt   ae- 

supposed  wishes,  or  hints  of  wishes,  which  cording  to  the  doctrines  of  tho  Chureh  of 

tbe  Founder   did   not  think  of  sufficient  England,  should  be  given,  is  it  likely  tbal 

moment  to  specify  in  express  terms.    Thus  he  would  not  have  speeiiSed  this  intentieoy 

in  eases  (and  there  are  many  such)  where  that  he  would  have  trusted  alono  to  the 

dissent  in  the  district  of  particular  schools  "  status"  acquired  by  the  Chureh  of  Eof^ 

has  become    very  prevalent    among   the  land  as  a  national  establishment  for  ffdi- 

ikKyrer  classes,  the  education  of  those  very  gious  instruction  to  give  effect  tohia  wiaheat 

Kses  for  whom  this  provision  was  ex-  — it  appears  to  me  most  unlikely  that  be 

hr  made  is  practically  withheld  from  would  have  dono  so — he  would  have  kniowii 

beeiittse  the  law  infers  that  the  full  well  that  the  position  tho»  held  by  the 
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Ghareh-^fw  a  national  Ghnreh— -was  a  very 
uncertain  one ;  that  it  had  been  bat  Tory 
lately  wrested  from  the  Roman  Catbolies, 
that  they  were  still  a  formidable  and  power* 
fnl  body,  still  striving  to  recover  the  posi- 
tion for  wliieh  they  had  been  thus  ejected, 
and   that  even   among  Reformers   them- 
selves, doctrine  was  by  no  means  settled, 
as  the  followers  of  Calvin  and  Luther  and 
other  sects  disputed  for  the  upper  hand. 
Knowing  all  this,  surely  if  he  had  been 
especially  desirous  to  provide  for  the  pro- 
pagation of  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
England,  he  would  have  taken  care  to  do 
so  in  express  terms  ;  there  was  no  law  to 
prevent  his  doing  this  ;  lawyers  whom  he 
would  have  called  to  his  aid  to  draw  up  his 
deed,  would  undoubtedly  hare  so  advised 
him  and  informed  him   of  the   necessity 
(in  those  days  much  insisted  on  by  lawyers) 
of  being  precise   and   speoific  in  the  ex- 
pression  of    his   intentions.      In   looking 
over  the  Charity  Commissioners'  Reports 
I-  met  with  numerous  cases  showing  the 
mn  and  precision  with  which  these  deeds 
w«re  drawn  up,   and   the  clearness  with 
wUch   they   often   specified    their    inten- 
tione  as  to  religious  instruction.     Here  are 
the  terms  used  in  one  of  them.     It  di- 
rects that  the  Trustees  should  be  **some 
honest  and  discreet  fitting  persons  of  the 
Protestant  religion,  as  by  law  established, 
neither  Popishly  affected  on  the  one  hand, 
nor  fanatically  inclined  on  the  other  hand.*' 
The  schoolmaster  was  to  be  a  man  of  "sober 
life  and  conversation,  and  in  full  communion 
with  the  Church  of  England."      The  boys 
were  to  ^be  taught  '*  to  read  English,  and 
cypher,"  and  especially  **  the  Catechism 
of  the  Church  of  England,"  and  to  be  in- 
stmeted  ''in  the  principles  of  Christianity." 
While,  however,  a  churchman  could  thus 
dearly  give  effect  to  his  intention  and  pro- 
vide for  the  teaching  of  his  own  form  of 
religion,  the  House  roust  remember  that 
before  the  passing  of  the  Dissenters'  Tole- 
ration Act,  this  was  not  the  case  with  Dis- 
lenters,   as  they  were   prohibited  by  law 
from   creating  foundations  for  any  parti- 
e«br  religious  teaching  other  than  that  of 
the  Church  of  England.     Any  Dissenter, 
therefore,  at  this  period  wishing  to  found 
a  sehool,  would  most  probably  either  leave 
out  all  mention  of  religious  teaching,  trust- 
ing to  its  being  provided  by  Uie  parents  or 
ministers  of  religion  of  the  sects  to  which 
the  ehildren  might  belong  ;  or  would  only 
nie  aoch  general    terms  as   to   religious 
teaehiog  aa  would  provide  for  instruction 
in  the  great  eatholic  traths  of  reUgion 


without  indicating  a  preference  for  any 
doctrinal  form  of  religion.  The  following 
is  another  extract  from  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners* Reports,  which  well  illustrates 
the  precision  with  which  such  founders  in- 
dicated their  wishes  even  in  the  most  mi- 
nute particulars.  Over's  Charity,  in  Win- 
chester, provides  that  the  mayor  and  alder- 
men shall  have  20^.  a  year  to  drink  a  glass 
of  wine  in  each  year,  on  the  day  of  the 
testator's  death.  It  was  founded  as  a  school 
for  poor  boys  whose  parents  were  too  poor 
to  pay  for  their  schooling  elsewhere  ;  they 
were  to  be  taught  to  read,  write,  and  cast 
accounts;  and  should  besides  learn  their 
accidence  and  grammar,  so  as  to  qualify 
them  for  apprentices  for  tradesmen,  &c. 
Master  not  to  be  "a  Welshman,  Scotch- 
man, Irishman,  foreigner,  or  north  country- 
man ;  "  because  **  his  scholars  should  not 
be  corrupted  in  their  youth  with  a  vicious 
pronunciation,  or  be  taught  barbarous 
English."  Here,  however,  no  mention 
whatever  is  made  as  to  religious  instruc- 
tion, and  there  cannot  be  a  doubt,  as  I 
think,  that  the  founder  did  not  intend  it 
to  be  given,  as  the  very  care  and  precision 
of  these  instructions,  as  to  minor  points, 
naturally  lead  to  the  inference  that  he 
would  not  have  left  the  important  question 
of  religious  teaching  to  chance  had  he  in- 
tended it  to  be  given  at  all. 

My  own  attention  was  first  especially 
directed  to  the  position  of  Dissenters  in 
respect  of  endowed  schools  by  the  II min- 
ster School  case,  which  was  decided  rather 
more  than  a  year  ago — it  was  that  of  a 
school  in  the  parish  of  Ilminster,  founded 
in  the  reign  of  Edward  the  Sixth.  There 
was  nothing  sectarian  in  the  endowment, 
and  the  surplus  revenues,  if  any,  were  to 
be  applied  to  the  repairs  of  roads  and 
bridges.  The  school  was  founded  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poor  of  the  district  generally, 
who  were  to  be  given  a  virtuous  education, 
and  to  be  taught  their  duty  **  to  God  and 
the  King's  Majesty."  The  trustees  were 
to  be  honest  men  of  the  parish  of  Ilmin- 
ster, and  no  mention  was  made  as  to  their 
religious  opinions.  For  at  least  the  last 
150  years  the  affairs  of  the  school  had 
been  satisfactorily  administered  by  trustees 
chosen,  as  it  appears,  without  reference  to 
their  religious  opinions,  and  matters  had 
gono  on  smoothly  and  well,  some  Dissen- 
ters having  alivays  been  upon  the  trust. 
About  two  or  three  years  ago,  however, 
a  new  light  appeared  in  the  parish  in  the 
person  of  a  ni^w  vicar,  who  objected  to  the 
presenoe  of  Dissenters  in  the  trust.     Soon 
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afterwards  the  number  of  traBteefi  haying 
dwindled  down  from  eighteen  to  three,  it 
beoame  neceesarj  to  appoint  new  ones  to 
bring  np  the  original  number.  The  three 
that  remained  chanced  to  be  all  Dissen- 
ters, and  in  making  the  new  appointment 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  nominated  twelve 
Ohurchmen  and  three  more  Dissenters, 
thns  constituting  the  trust  of  twelve 
Churchmen  and  six  Dissenters.  The  vi- 
car appealed  against  this  decision  to  the 
Lords  Justices,  and  the  result  was  that 
all  the  Dissenters  were  struck  out  of  the 
trust.  Now  this  was  very  likely  perfectly 
in  accordance  with  the  law  as  it  stands, 
and  indeed  I  do  not  myself  see  how  the 
Lords  Justices,  governed  by  former  deci- 
sions, which  started  from  false  premisses, 
could  have  come  to  any  other  conclusion. 
But  this  conclusion  shows  the  faulty  state 
of  the  law,  and  the  absurdity  of  the  in- 
ference drawn  by  it  from  the  silence  or 
vagueness  of  fouuders  of  schools.  As  to 
religions  teaching  in  this  Ilminster  case. 
Proceeding  upon  such  inference  it  arrives 
at  the  conclusion  (the  absurd  conclusion 
as  I  think  it)  that  in  the  eye  of  the  law  in 
r^ard  to  religious  teaching  no  Dissenter 
can  be  considered  as  an  "  honest  man," 
and  trusted  as  snch.  Now,  I  ask  the 
House,  is  it  likely  that  Dissenters  will 
consent  to  remain  under  such  a  law  ;  is 
it  reasonable  to  expect  that  they  will  sit 
down  quietly  and  sec  themselves  by  the 
application  of  such  a  principle  excluded 
from  important  trusts  ?  I  think  not ;  they 
are  quite  awake  to  their  position,  to  the 
attack  which  has  been  commenced  upon 
them,  and  to  the  necessity  of  energetic 
action  to  repel  it.  The  following  letter, 
received  by  a  friend  of  mine  on  the  21  st 
instant  from  a  member  of  the  Society  of 
Friends,  will  sliow  the  feelings  entertain- 
ed by  them  upon  the  subject.  I  do  not 
mention  the  name  of  the  school  alluded  to, 
fearing  that  were  I  to  do  so  I  might  in- 
dicate a  vulnerable  point  of  attack  to  the 
aggressive  party  in  the  Church. 

"I  forward  herowith  a  petition  in  favour  of 

Dillwyn»s  Bill  from  the  Trustees  of  

School:"— 

"'The  Charity  was  founded  by  a  Dissenter, 
and  a  majority  of  the  trustees  liave  always  been 
Dissenters,  but  there  is  nothing  in  the  deed  to 
show  that  it  is  not  a  Church  school,  and  they 
are  directed  to  appoint  a  *  (iod-fearing  Christian 
person '  to  bo  schoolmaster,  always  preferring 
'  persons  of  sobriety,  good  morals,  and  character, 
who  will  pay  strict  attention  to  the  morals  and 
reliflious  eduoation  of  the  children,'  so  that  ao- 
oonODg  to  (he  recent  decision  five  out  of  seven  of 
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the  tnutees  might  be  turned  out  to  make  way  for 
Ohni  ohmen.' " 

Now,  in  the  measure  which  I  havo 
introduced  in  order  to  correct  this  infer- 
ence of  the  law,  and  which  I  hope  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  in  considering 
to  require  correction,  I  have  sought  to 
enact  that  no  endowed  school  or  educational 
charity  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  found- 
ed for  the  purpose  of  affording  religious 
education  according  to  the  principles  of  the 
Church  of  England  exclusively,  unless  froooi 
the  language  of  the  deed  of  endowment  it 
appear  that  such  was  the  intention  of  the 
founder;  and  such  a  measure  as  this  is  I  sub- 
mit to  the  House,  one  of  defence  against  and 
not  of  attack  upon  the  Church  of  England. 
I  have  also,  following  the  precedent  of  the 
Grammar  Schools  Act,  excepted  from  the 
operation  of  the  measure  the  Universitiea 
(except  the  London  University,  which  does 
not  wish  to  be  excepted)  and  certain  large 
schools.  I  know  that  an  objection  is  taken 
to  this  measure  on  the  ground  that  the 
Legislature  ought  not  to  interfere  with  the 
legal  interpretation  of  words.  But  for  such 
interference  there  are  abundant  precedents. 
Thus  in  the  Wills  Act,  1  Vic,  c.  26,  such 
clauses  were  introduced.  Expressions  in 
wills  which  everybody  knew  to  have  been 
intended  to  give  the  legatees  or  devisees 
an  absolute  interest  in  property,  but  which 
the  Judges  had  decided  to  mean  only  a 
life  interest,  are  there  legislatively  declared 
to  mean  an  absolute  interest;  and  in  intro- 
ducing the  present  measure  I  cannot  do 
better  than  to  quote  the  words  used  by 
Lord  Langsdale  in  moving  the  Wills  Act  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  he  said, — 

**  I  have  heard  of  objections  being  made  to  a 
legislative  construction  of  words,  but  when  a  rule 
of  construction  which  plainly  violates  the  lawful 
intention  of  testators  has  been  established  in  the 
Courts  of  Law,  I  know  no  way  of  correcting  the 
abuse  (for  such  it  is),  but  by  legislative  interposi- 
tion.*' 

Having  now,  Sir,  shortly  stated  the  case 
which  exists  for  the  enactment  I  propoae, 
I  would  earnestly  appeal  to  the  House 
to  assist  me  to  pass  it  into  a  law.  Even 
upon  the  narrow  ground  of  economy  I  would 
ask  that  it  should  be  passed.  We  are 
doing  our  utmost  to  promote  and  extend 
the  education  of  tho  poor,  we  annually  vote 
very  large  sums  of  money  for  the  purpose, 
and  these  sums  are  steadily  and  enormous- 
ly on  the  increase.  In  1855  the  educa- 
tional vote  amounted  to  £396,921,  while 
last  year  it  was  £663,435,  having  nearly 
doubled  in  three  years.  Is  it  not  then  de- 
sirable that  we  should  do  all  in  oar  power 
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to  BETO  the  public  purse,  and  to  make  the 
means  of  national  education  which  already 
exist  and  hare  funds  especially  devoted  for 
that  purpose,  as  available  as  possible? 
Upon  the  ground  of  policy  and  ezpedioncy 
too  do  I  ask  the  House  to  assist  me, — upon 
the  ground  that  it  is  not  politic,  it  is  not 
expedient  to  allow  a  sense  of  injustice  and 
exclusion  to  be  felt  by  the  great  body 
of  Nonconformists  in  the  country,  number- 
ing, of  one  sect  and  another,  probably  a 
third  at  least  of  our  population,  and 
necessarily  engendering  among  them,  both 
towards  this  assembly  and  the  Church  of 
England,  feelings  which  we  should  all  wish 
to  prevent  and  allay.  More  than  all,  Sir, 
however,  have  I  taken  up  this  question  as 
I  consider  it  to  be  an  assertion  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  religious  liberty,  that  principle 
which  recognizes  the  right  of  every  man 
to  decide  for  himself  as  to  his  religious 
belief,  and  which  denies  that  any  other 
men  or  set  of  men  should  interfere  with 
Ud  as  to  such  belief,  or  subject  him  to 
eivil  disabilities  for  the  exercise  of  that 
which  as  a  citizen  I  claim  to  be  a  right, 
and  as  a  Protestant  I  hold  to  be  a  duty. 
Upon  all  these  grounds  do  I  appeal  to  the 
House,  and  I  do  so  with  some  confidence  as 
I  believe  the  principles  which  I  thus  advo- 
cate to  be  steadily  advancing  in  the  pre- 
sent century.  The  Test  and  Corporation 
Acta  have  been  passed,  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  have  opened,  and 
wiU,  I  hope,  open  wider  still  their  doors  to 
Dissenters,  while  even  within  the  last  year 
we  have  admitted  members  of  the  Jewish 
rdigion  to  a  seat  in  this  House.  I  there- 
fore ask  the  House  to  allow  this  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time,  and  to  unite  with  mo  in 
the  effort  which  I  now  make  to  sweep  away 
one  of  the  relics  of  intolerance  which  still 
hang  around  our  free  institutions,  impair- 
ing their  usefulness  and  disfiguring  their 
b«kuty.  I  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  must  admit  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  had  been  exceedingly  temperate 
and  very  fair;  and  he  admitted  that,  look- 
ing at  the  Bill,  and  taking  it  by  itself,  it 
could  not  be  said  that  the  proposals  of  the 
BiU»  as  gathered  from  the  words,  were 
very  extreme.  He  had  felt  some  difficulty 
as  to  the  course  which  he  should  take, 
and  it  was  not  without  some  hesitation 
that  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  of 


moving  that  tl.e  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  three  months.  He  was  unae« 
quainted  with  the  doctrines  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  and  he  had  therefore  wished 
that  the  matter  should  be  taken  up  by  some 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friends  who  would 
havo  been  so  much  better  able  to  deal  with 
it;  but  as  the  Bill  had  been  put  down  for 
discussion  at  a  morning  sitting,  their  at- 
tendance was  rendered  uncertain,  and 
therefore  he  had  undertaken  to  raise  the 
question  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
that  the  discussion  might  be  initiated  on  a 
matter  of  very  general  interest  throughout 
the  country,  as  was  indicated  by  the  num- 
ber of  petitions  that  had  been  presented 
relative  to  the  proposed  alteration.  As  to 
tlio  charge  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dill- 
wyn)  that  the  measure  had  originated  in 
the  aggressive  action  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  reference  to  endowed  schools, 
he  could  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  there 
was  a  vei*y  general  feeling  in  the  country 
among  those  interested  in  Church  of  Eng- 
land schools  that  the  imputation  of  aggres- 
sion pointed  in  the' contrary  direction  : — it 
was  the  more  general  opinion  that  the 
measure  was  one  of  an  aggressive  character 
to  the  Church  of  England,  and  the  Church 
was  called  upon  to  defend  itself  against  the 
assault  that  was  being  made  upon  it.  If 
the  cases  decided  by  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery cited  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  were  really 
such  as  he  described  them  to  be;  if,  for  in- 
stance, it  wore  true  that  a  school  founded 
by  a  Dissenter,  and  always  administered  by 
Dissenters,  was  in  danger  of  being  taken 
from  them  by  the  operation  of  law,  and 
given  to  the  Church, he(Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  thought  that  an  inquiry  ought  to  bo 
instituted.  He  knew  not  the  law,  but  he 
was  told  by  high  legal  authorities  that  such 
an  abuse  as  had  been  described  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  really  exist.  He  was 
told  by  some  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friends 
that  the  Bill  would  in  effect  be  nugatory, 
insamuch  as  the  provision  in  the  first  clause 
was  in  point  of  fact  a  declaration  of  the 
principle  upon  which  the  Court  of  Chancery 
at  present  proceeded.  He  understood  it 
was  the  principle  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
in  construing  the  intentions  of  the  founder, 
whenever  the  slightest  ambiguity  arose, 
to  place  itself,  as  far  as  possible,  in  the 
position  of  the  founder,  to  consider  the 
meaning  of  the  language  as  used  at  that 
time,  and  to  inquire  into  the  past  usage  of 
tho  school.  If  that  were  so  he  did  not 
perceive  how  the  Bill  could  make  any  dif- 
ference, because  the  Judges  would  be  just 
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aft  liable  to  misinterpret  the  intentions  of 
the  founder  as  before.  It  might  be  enid, 
however,  by  the  advocates  of  the  Bill, 
••Well,  then,  if  you  think  the  Bill  will  bo 
nugatory,  why  do  you  oppose  it  ?'*  Now 
he  apprehended  that  a  practical  evil  would 
arise  if  the  measure  were  passed — that  evil 
was,  that  it  would  generate  a  large  amount 
of  very  mischievous  litigation.  There  was 
a  feeling  throughout  the  country  that  this 
Bill  would  alter  the  position  of  Dissenters 
in  regard  to  school  trusts,  and  therefore  a 
great  amount  of  litigation  might  be  expect- 
ed from  its  passing.  When  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman described  this  as  a  measure  of  econo- 
my, he  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  thought  it 
could  hardly  deserve  that  title  when  they 
considered  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
funds  intended  for  national  education  would 
be  wasted  in  Chancery  suits  and  vexatious 
litigation.  The  Bill  would  give  rise  to 
false  expectations,  and  consequently  to 
great  mischief.  But  he  had  another  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill.  It  professed  to  respect 
the  intentions  of  founders,  yet  its  animus 
was  to  set  them  aside.  He  could  under- 
stand that  the  intentions  of  founders  might 
for  good  cause  be  set  aside.  What  he  did 
not  understand  was,  how  a  Bill,  professing 
to  respect  them,  should  indirectly  neutralize 
them.  He  looked  to  what  had  been  the 
proceedings  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  re- 
lation to  this  subject,  to  tho  four  Bills 
which  he  had  successively  brought  in,  and 
to  his  able  speech  in  introducing  it  to  the 
House.  It  appeared  that  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  expected  (o  do,  was  to  make  a 
change  in  those  principles  upon  which  the 
Court  of  Chancery  at  present  proceeded, 
and  to  lay  it  down  that  the  intentions  of 
the  founder  were  to  be  ascertained  only 
from  the  language  of  the  instrument  found- 
ing the  charity;  and  that  they  should  not 
be  judged  by  anything  outside  of  it.  So 
that  if  the  language  was  ambiguous  it  was 
not  to  be  interpreted,  as  in  the  case  of 
other  trusts,  bv  a  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances  of  the  founder  and  of  the  time  in 
which  he  lived,  but  by  the  bare  meaning  of 
the  words.  Thus,  whilst  the  advocates  of 
the  measure  professed  to  respect  the  in- 
tentions of  tho  founder,  they  were  taking 
a  step  well  calculated  to  defeat  them.  He 
had  a  further  objection  to  the  Bill.  Sop- 
posing  it  to  be  carried  into  effect,  they 
could  not  see  to  what  it  would  lead.  It 
was  altogether  of  a  negative  character. 
It  proposed  to  do  away  with  the  exclu- 
sive rights  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
certain  foundations,   but   it   did   not  snb- 
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stitute  a  right  on  the  part  of  any  othc 
religions  communion.  They  would  eithi 
get  rid  of  religious  teaching,  and  rcduc 
those  schools  intended  to  give  "a  godi 
education*'  to  mere  secular  schools,  or  the 
would  adopt  the  otiier  altemative-^nnmel; 
that  of  maintaining  what  was  called  rel 
gious  instruction,  but  which  would  be  utterl 
emasculated  by  being  founded  upon  thot 
points  only  upon  which  all  religious  den< 
minations  were  agreed,  whereby  the  who! 
ppirit  and  meaning  were  taken  out  of  r 
ligious  education.  This  measure  wei 
practically  to  oppose  the  best  system  < 
religious  instruction  that  could  be  d 
vised — a  system  that  was  supported  by 
large  majority  of  that  House,  as  well  i 
of  the  country,  namely  the  denominatiooi 
system.  It  was  true  they  said  that  tb 
Bill  was  not  adverse  to  the  Chureh  i 
England  schools  in  particular ;  bat  it  wi 
impossible  not  to  observe  the  contrast  b 
tweon  the  mode  in  which  it  was  now  propo 
ed  to  deal  with  Church  of  England  sohoo 
and  the  principles  on  which  the  House  hi 
dealt  a  few  years  ago  with  the  Dissenter 
schools,  by  the  Dissenters'  Chapels  Ac 
Parliament  then  defended  those  penons  i 
possession  of  endowments,  and  passed 
law  by  which  it  was  enacted  that  twent] 
five  years'  possession  should  giro  a  titk 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  feared  that  A 
Church  of  England  had  been  lately  tfkiq 
the  aggressive,  and  wished  to  oust  the  Bb 
sentcrs  from  these  schools,  why  did  he  M 
introduce  a  clause  that  twenty*fire  yesn 
possession  should  give  a  right  to  these  ei 
dowments  ?  Such  a  clause  would  sstisl 
the  great  majority  of  those  who  opposi 
the  Bill.  They  desired  nothing  betti 
than  that  their  title  should  not  be  di 
turbcd,  or  their  teaching  ousted  to  gii 
place  to  a  system  of  religious  instmctii 
of  the  worst  character.  Although  he  ol 
jected  to  this  Bill,  he,  and  those  who  ft 
with  him,  did  not  desire  to  deal  with  Iho 
endowments  in  a  sectarian  or  monopoliiii 
spirit.  He  wished  that  the  Dissenter 
without  spoiling  these  endowments,  shoo! 
profit  by  them,  and  Parliament  had  alread 
legislated  with  a  view  to  carry  out  this  ol 
ject.  He  need  not  remind  the  hon.  Mei 
ber  for  Swansea  of  the  many  Aeta  thi 
had  recently  been  passed,  which  had  bi 
tho  effect  of  admitting  Dissenters  to  tl 
benefit  of  education  in  Church  schools,  ai 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  an  inquiry  insi 
tutod  in  order  to  ascertain  how  ihese  ei 
duwmcnts  wcro  to  be  made  more  nsefs 
The  effect  of  the  present  measure,  hdi 
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ever,  waa  not  to  make  the  endow  men  ts 
more  generally  useful,  but  simplj  to 
spoil  them,  and  make  them  useless  to 
the  Charoh.  He  would  therefore  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on 
that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  out  the 
word  '*  now,*'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this  Day 
Three  Months." 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  puller  in  seconding  the  Amend- 
ment said,  having  the  honour  to  serve  on 
the  Committee  of  the  JSTational  Society,  I 
have  thought  it  my  duty  to  examine  this 
question,  and  must  therefore  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  tiie  House  for  a  short  time.  So  far 
as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swan- 
sea has  stated  the  actual  decisions  of  the 
Courts  on  the  subject  of  Endowed  Schools. 
I  believe  he  has  stated  them  correctly;  but 
when  he  proceeded  to  deal  with  hypotheti- 
tfi  cases,  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  satisfy 
the  House,  that  he  has  stated  that  to  be 
Ae  law  which  is  really  not  the  law.  But 
first  of  all  let  me  speak  of  the  Ilminster 
ease,  out  of  which  all  this  discussion  has 
arisen.  That  case  has  been  treated  as  if 
the  Lords  Justices,  overruling  the  decision 
of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  had  established 
some  new  doctrine  highly  injurious  and 
offensive  to  the  Dissenters.  But  the  fact 
is  that,  as  regards  the  general  law  of  En- 
dowed Schools,  there  was  no  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  Courts.  The  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  equally  with  the  Lords 
Justices,  held  that  the  Ilminster  School 
was  a  Church  school,  and  he  did  not  dispute 
that,  if  the  trust  had  related  only  to  the 
•ehool.  Dissenters  must  have  been  excluded 
from  the  trust.  The  point  of  differenc>3  was 
this,  that  the  founder  having  declared  that 
any  surplus  which  should  remain  after  pro- 
viding for  the  school  should  go  to  the  re- 
pairs of  roads  and  bridges,  in  which  Dis- 
senters are  of  course  as  much  interested  as 
Churchmen,  the  Muster  of  the  Rolls  thought 
that  that  circumstance  took  the  caso  out 
of  the  general  rule,  aud  that,  being  a  mixed 
trust.  Dissenters  were  admissible  as  trus- 
tees, while  the  Lords  Justices  held  that, 
the  school  being  the  primary  object  of  the 
founder's  bounty,  and  the  roads  and  bridges 
only  a  subordinate  object,  the  character  of 
the  trust  must  bo  determined  by  the  for- 
mer, and  that  therefore  Dissenters  must  be 
excluded.  Well,  that  was  a  question  as  to 
the  application  of  the  law  on  which  there 
might  be  a  fair  difference  of  opinion,  but 


tliat  is  obviously  not  the  question  which  it 
is  proposed  to  settle  by  this  Bill.  The 
persons  by  whom  this  Bill  has  been  pro- 
moted have  made  the  decision  in  the  Ilmin- 
ster case  the  occasion  for  a  vigorous  assault 
upon  those  principles  of  law  and  construc- 
tion about  which  there  was  no  doubt  in  the 
Courts  of  Law.  In  doing  that,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  they  have  not  been  very  strict  or 
scrupulous  in  the  statements  which  have 
been  circulated.  As  evidence  of  that  I  may 
refer  the  House  to  a  petition  which  has 
been  presented  to  this  House  from  the 
ministers  of  the  Baptist  churches  in  the 
county  of  Pembroke,  in  which  they  say 
they  are  informed  that  it  has  lately  been 
decided  by  the  Court  of  Chancery,  that  no 
Dissenters  can  be  a  trustee  or  master  of 
any  school,  the  founder  whereof  has  re- 
quired such  trustee  or  master  to  be  an 
honest  and  discreet  person  capable  of  teach- 
ing godly  learning.  Now,  Sir,  if  educated 
persons  filling  the  respectable  position  of 
Baptist  ministers  have  been  made  to  believe 
that  the  Court  of  Chancery  has  declared 
any  such  nonsense,  one  cannot  be  surprised 
that  there  should  be  some  excitement,  or 
that  petitions  should  be  poured  in  for  an 
alteration  of  the  law.  Of  course  I  entirely 
acquit  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Swansea  of  being  a  party  to  any  such  mis- 
statement. He  knows,  as  well  as  I  do, 
that  the  Court  has  laid  down  no  such  rule. 
He  knows,  as  well  as  I  do,  that,  in  deter- 
mining the  character  of  a  school,  the  Court 
examines  first  of  all  the  deed  or  other  in- 
strument by  which  it  was  founded.  If  the 
]ang\]age  of  the  founder  shows  bis  intention 
without  any  ambiguity,  the  Court  carries 
out  that  intention,  whether  it  be  in  favour 
of  the  Church,  or  of  any  Dissenting  body. 
But  if  the  language  of  the  founder  be 
from  any  cause  ambiguous,  the  Court  then 
admits  evidence  to  show  in  what  sense  the 
ambiguous  expressions  were  used  ;  they 
ascertain  whether  the  words  had  the  same 
meaning  at  the  time  when  the  school  was 
founded  which  they  have  now,  and  whether 
they  were  used  in  any  special  sense  by  tiie 
party  or  sect  to  which  the  founder  be- 
longed. They  consider  what  the  state  of 
the  law  was  at  the  time,  and  further  they 
inquire  what  has  been  the  usage  of  the 
school  from  the  time  when  it  was  first 
founded.  And  this  is  a  very  important 
point,  and  not  to  be  overlooked  in  consider- 
ing that  hypothetical  case  which  my  hon. 
Friend  put,  and  which  appeared  to  me  to 
make  a  stronger  impression  on  the  House 
than  any  other  part  of  his  able  speech. 
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He  said  that  if  a  sofaool  had  been  founded 
by  a  Dissenter,  and  had  been  carried  on 
ever  since  its  fonndation  by  Dissenters,  or 
trustees,  and  teachers ;  yet  if  the  instru- 
ment by  i?hich  it  was  founded  did  not  ex- 
pressly say  that  it  was  in  trust  for  some 
Dissenting  community,  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery would  consider  it  a  Church  school, 
and  on  an  application  for  that  purpose  ex* 
dude  all  Dissenters  from  being  trustees. 
Now,  I  take  upon  me  to  say  that  is  not  the 
law.  I  say  the  Court  would  look  in  such 
a  case  to  the  usage  of  the  school.  I  will 
refer  to  two  cases.  The  first  is  a  leading 
case  on  the  subject,  the  Attorney  General 
9.  Pearson  (3  Mer.  400),  in  which  Lord 
Eldon  said,  "  Where  an  institution  exists 
for  the  purpose  of  religious  worship,  and  it 
cannot  be  discovered  from  the  deed  de- 
claring the  trust  what  form  or  species  of 
religious  worship  was  intended,  the  Court 
can  find  no  other  means  of  deciding  the 
question  than  through  the  medium  of  an 
inquiry  into  what  has  been  the  usage  of 
the  congregation  in  respect  to  it ;  and  if 
the  usage  turns  out  to  be  such  as  can  be 
supported,  I  take  it  to  be  the  doty  of  the 
Court  to  administer  the  trust  in  such  a 
manner  as  best  to  establish  the  usage, 
considering  it  as  a  matter  of  implied  con- 
tract between  the  members  of  the  congre- 
gation." That  that  is  still  the  doctrine  of 
the  Court,  and  that  it  applies  to  schools  as 
well  as  chapels  will  be  seen  from  the  case 
of  the  Attorney  General  v,  the  Bishop  of 
Worcester,  in  which  Sir  George  Turner, 
one  of  the  very  Judges  who  decided  the 
Ilminster  case,  said,  *' There  is  some  r^son 
to  suspect  that  this  school  (the  Kidder- 
minster school)  was  in  connection  with  the 
Church  of  England,  but  the  evidence  shows 
that  the  usage  has  been  to  admit  the  chil- 
dren of  Dissenters,  and  in  the  absence  of 
any  positive  evidence  confining  the  benefit 
of  the  charity  to  members  of  the  Church 
of  Bnglandy  I  think  the  question  must  be 
governed  by  usage,  and  that  the  Attorney 
ueneral  is.  therefore,  entitled  to  have  this 
]  m  removed." 

hon.  Friend  has  told  the  House 
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promoters  of  the  Bill  do  consider  it  a  very 
important  blow  to  the  principle  of  an  Es- 
tablished Church.  I  need  only  refer  to  a 
speech  lately  delivered  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Liberation  Society  by  Mr.  Miall,  a  gentle- 
man who,  whether  we  agree  with  him  or  not, 
commands  our  respect  by  the  ability  and 
frankness  with  which  he  states  his  opinions. 
In  that  speech  Mr.  Miall,  speaking  of  the 
11  minster  case,  and  of  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House  said,  "he  believed  that  the 
Judges  of  the  law  courts  had  interpreted 
the  law  of  England  according  to  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  they  could  alone  inter- 
pret it,  whilst  there  remained  an  Estab- 
lished Church.  Even  toleration  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  principles  of  an  Established 
Church,  it  was  only  unsaying  by  one  law 
what  was  established  by  another.  Under 
theso  circumstances  they  were  making  a 
most  deadly  thrust  upon  the  principle  of 
an  establishment  by  standing  forth  and 
saying  in  regard  to  schools,  the  endow- 
ments of  which  might  be  said  to  have 
passed  into  a  state  wherein  they  became 
national  property,  they  were  as  much 
the  property  of  Dissenters  as  of  Church- 
men." Sir,  I  believe  that  Mr.  Miall  is 
quite  right,  and  that  if  this  measure  pass 
into  a  law  it  will  inflict  a  heavy  blow  upon 
the  Church  of  England.  An  attempt  hu 
been  made  to-day  to  show  that  the  nmnber 
of  schools  to  which  the  provisious  of  the 
Bill  will  be  applicable  will  be  compantifsly 
small.  In  reply  to  that  argument  I  nnist 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
language  of  the  principal  clause. 

"  No  endowed  school  or  educational  charity  ihsll 
be  deemed  to  have  been  founded  for  the  parpose 
of  affording  religions  instruction  according  to  tht 
doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England  exounivtly, 
unless  from  the  language  of  the  inttramentlbiuidp 
iDg  or  endowing  the  charity  it  shall  appear  that 
such  was  the  intention  of  the  founder  thereof." 

Now,  Sir,  I  very  much  doubt  whether  there 
is  a  deed  of  trust  in  all  England  in  which 
the  founder  of  a  school  has  used  the  word 
**  exclusively,"  or  any  equivalent  expres- 
sion. Tho  founders  of  schools  usnally 
think  it  quite  sufficient  to  say  what  they  & 
mean,  without  going  on  to  say  what  they 
do  not  mean,  to  be  taught  in  their  schools. 
The  clause  therefore,  as  it  is  drawn,  will 
extend  the  application  of  the  Bill  to  all 
the  schools  belonging  to  the  Church.  And 
what  will  bo  its  effect  ?  To  interfere  with 
and  control  the  reason  and  discretion  of 
\  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  alter  its  roles 
'  of  evidence  and  construction,  and  that  in 
.  the  most  partial  and  unfair  manner.     Up 
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to  this  time  those  rules  have  been  pre- 
oisely  the  same  in  all  cases.  The  will  of 
a  Churchman  and  the  will  of  a  Diastiiter 
have  heen  equally  sacred  in  the  eyes  of 
the  Court.  In  the  Ilmioster  case  tho  Court, 
applying  the  known  rules  of  construction 
to  the  particular  circumstances  of  that 
case,  held  that  the  words  *'  godly  doctrine" 
meant  the  doctrine  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land; in  Lady  Hewley's  case,  by  a  similar 
application  of  the  same  rules,  the  Court 
held  thai  the  words  '*  godly  preachers  of 
Ghriit*B  holy  Gospel"  excluded  clergymen 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  limited 
the  benefits  of  her  charity  to  Protestant 
Diaaenters  holding  Trinitarian  opinions. 
"Now,  it  is  remarkable  that,  of  the  four 
Bills  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
has  introduced  on  this  subject,  the  two  first 
had  at  least  the  merit  of  being  impartial. 
Thoae  measures  were  not  confined  to  the 
tndowments  of  the  Church,  but  also  cm- 
kaoed  within  their  scope  all  those  of  the 
Bnienters.  But  1  presume  there  was 
loiM  apprehension  among  the  promoters 
of  this  agitation  that  such  a  Bill  if  pass- 
ed into  a  law  would  repeal,  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  the  Dissenters  Chapels  Act, 
which  was  passed  a  few  years  ago,  and 
bj  which  it  was  provided  that  if  any  Dis- 
Mnting  congregation  had  been  in  posses- 
uon  of  any  chapel  or  school  for  twenty- 
five  years  they  should  not  be  disturbed  in 
that  possession,  unless  on  the  face  of  the 
deed  or  other  instrument  declaring  the 
tmsta  thereof  it  should  appear  that  some 
different  doctrines  were  to  be  taught  there.  I 
Wely  so  it  was,  that  in  the  early  part  of 
this  year  the  hon.  Member  withdrew  the 
Bill  which  dealt  equally  with  Churchmen 
and  Dissenters,  just  when  it  stood  for  a 
second  reading,  and  substituted  for  it  one 
which,  while  it  did  not  touch  tho  outside 
wall  of  the  schools  belonging  to  the  Dis- 
senters, proposed  to  deprive  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  of  schools  of 
which  they  had  had  exclusivo  possession, 
not  for  twenty-five,  but  for  three  hundred 

Cira,  unless  they  could  show  that  by  tho 
guage  of  their  original  deed  of  trust 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England 
ezclosively  were  to  bo  taught.  Now,  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  these  deeds  and 
wills  were  framed.  My  hon.  Friend  has  been 
searching  very  diligently  into  the  volunii- 
noua reports  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
and  has  produced  to  tho  House  some  few 
instances  of  school  truftts  framed  with 
great  skill  and  care  even  in  tho  time  of 
Edward  the  YI.      No  doubt   there   were 


skilful  lawyers  in  that  time,  and  those  who 
resided  in  London  or  in  some  lai^  pro- 
vincial town  might  avail  themselves  of 
such  assistance ;  but  when  we  remember 
the  comparative  difficulty  in  those  times  of 
travelling  and  of  communicating  by  letter, 
we  shall  rather  expect  to  find,  as  we  know 
to  have  been  the  case,  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  deeds  and  wills  by  which 
these  small  endowments  were  created  were 
drawn  up  in  very  loose  and  vague  terms, 
sufficient  to  show  the  founder's  intention  if 
you  place  yourself  as  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery does  in  the  position  of  the  founder, 
and  read  his  words  by  the  light  of  con- 
temporary circumstances  and  subsequent 
usage,  but  not  sufficient  to  show  that  in- 
tention if  construed  by  such  a  narrow,  rigid, 
and  artificial  rule  as  that  which  it  is  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  to  introduce.  Then,  too, 
in  how  many  cases  has  the  original  deed  of 
trust  been  altogether  lost ;  but  the  schools 
have  gone  on  notwithstanding.  Public 
notoriety,  long  established  usage,  and  un- 
disturbed possession  have  stood  in  the  place 
of  any  deed  ;  subsequent  benefactors,  in 
many  instances  the  clergyman  of  the 
parish,  have  enriched  with  additional  en- 
dowments the  old  charity  about  whose 
appropriation  to  church  purposes  there 
never  had  been  any  question;  and  now 
comes  my  hon.  Friend  aud  proposes  to 
wrest  from  the  Church  at  once  the  old 
foundation  and  the  added  endowment,  un- 
less it  can  be  proved  from  the  very  words 
of  the  original  founder  that  his  school 
was  intended  for  tho  inculcation  of  church 
doctrines  and  of  those  exclusively.  He  has 
argued  that  the  fouuders  of  schools  in- 
tended for  the  bencBt  of  the  Church  of 
England  were  the  more  likely  to  be  care- 
ful in  guarding  their  endowments  by  clear 
and  explicit  declarations  of  their  intention, 
in  that  period  of  time  which  came  next 
after  the  Reformatiou,  because  they  knew 
that  their  Church  was  a  new  Church  lately 
set  up  ;  but  with  great  submission  that  is  a 
view  of  tho  matter  which,  though  very  com- 
mon among  Dissenters  of  the  present  day, 
did  not  prevail  among  Churchmen  in  the 
reign  of  Edtvard  the  VI.  They  considered 
the  Church  of  England  to  be  tho  sameChris- 
tian  Church  which  had  existed  for  centuries 
in  the  land,  set  free  from  those  corruptions 
by  which,  as  timo  passed  on,  it  had  been 
more  and  more  encumbered.  No  Christian 
man  at  that  time  contemplated  tho  possi- 
bility of  a  multiplicity  of  Christian  churches 
standing  side  by  side  in  the  land.  And  as 
to  the  suggestion  that  a  careful  founder 
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would  pro?ide  by  elautea  against  such  a 
reaction  as  occurred  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Marj,  it  is  surely  sufficient  to  obser?e  that, 
with  an  obedient  Parliament  at  her  com- 
mand, Queen  Mary  would  soon  ha?e  out 
through  the  strictest  clauses  which  the  wit 
of  man  could  frame.  Therefore,  Sir,  I 
contend  that  in  these  early  deeds  of  trust, 
you  have  no  right  to  look  for  that  explicit 
declaration  of  intention  which  you  would 
expect  to  find  in  similar  instruments  at  a 
later  period,  and  that  the  Court  of  Chancery 
is  justified  in  holding  that  founders  of 
schools  who,  living  at  a  time  when  one  re- 
ligion, and  one  religion  only,  was  allowed 
by  law  to  be  taught,  expressed  their  de- 
sire that  in  schools  which  they  founded  re- 
ligious instruction  should  be  given,  must 
be  considered  in  tho  absence  of  all  evidence 
to  the  contrary,  to  have  meant  instruction 
in  those  doctrines  which  had  the  sanction 
of  law  in  exclusion  of  those  which  had  not 
that  sanction.  But  the  argument  does  not 
stop  there.  I  have  said  that  the  founder's 
intention  is  the  first  thing  to  which  the 
Court  looks.  If  that  intention  can  be 
aacertaiued,  it  is  sacred  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Court,  whether  the  founder  were  a  member 
of  the  Church  or  a  Dissenter.  But  if  it 
be  impossible  to  ascertain  that  intention, 
either  from  his  own  language,  or  from  con- 
tinued usage,  then  tho  Court  of  Chancery, 
considering,  as  Lord  Justice  Knight  Bruce 
said,  in  the  case  of  the  Attorney  General 
9,  Cullum,  that  any  scheme  of  educa- 
tion without  religion  would  be  worse  than 
a  mockery,  and  having  no  other  standard 
of  doctrine  to  which  it  can  resort,  except 
that  of  the  Established  Church,  requires 
that  religious  instruction  shall  be  given, 
and  that  the  teacher  by  whom  it  is  given 
shall  be  a  member  of  that  church.  Is 
there  anything  unreasonable  in  that  rule  ? 
That  it  is  inconsistent  with  perfect  religious 
equality,  I  freely  admit.  But  so  long  as 
you  have  an  established  church,  can  you 
have  such  equality  ?  You  may  have  per- 
fect religious  liberty,  you  may  have  perfect 
equality  between  rival  ehurches  and  sects 
in  respect  of  civil  rights  and  privileges ; 
bat  so  long  ma  jou  have  an  Established 
i        ht  the  doi         a  of  that  efauroh  must 
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cuted  for  teaching  and  inatruoting  youth 
as  tutors  or  schoolmasters,  it  was  never- 
theless in  the  third  clause  provided  that 
the  Act  should  not  extend  to  the  enabling 
of  any  person  dissenting  from  the  Church 
of  England  to  hold  the  mastership  of  any 
endowed  school,  unless  the  same  should 
have  been  founded  since  the  first  year  of 
William  and  Mary^  for  the  immediate  use 
and  benefit  of  Protestant  Dissenters. 

Well  then.  Sir,  having  humbly  endea- 
voured to  vindicate  the  principles  by  which 
the  Court  of  Chancery  is  guided  in  declar- 
ing the  purposes  to  which  these  educational 
endowments  are  applicable — first,  in  thoae 
cases  in  which  the  founder's  intention  can 
be  ascertained  ;  and  secondly,  in  those 
cases  in  which  it  cannot  be  ascertained — I 
must  add  a  few  words  on  the  complaint 
which  has  been  made  that  by  the  practice 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  Diaaenters  are 
in  some  cases  excluded  from  being  trustees 
even  of  those  schools,  in  the  management 
of  which  they  had  in  past  time  been  al- 
lowed to  share  without  any  objeotion  being 
raised  to  their  doing  so.  Sir.  it  ia  with 
great  pleasure  that  on  this  branch  of  the 
question  I  find  myself  in  complete  accord 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea.  He 
has  declared  in  a  spirit  of  justice  and  ess- 
dour  which  does  him  the  highest  honoar, 
that  so  long  as  any  endowment  is  legsUy 
appropriated  to  Church  purposes*  be  oss- 
not  support  any  proposal  to  intast  Dit- 
seuters  with  a  share  in  the  control  of  thst 
endowment,  and  that  for  that  rsaaon  he 
expressly  declined  to  give  any  sQpport  or 
sanction  to  the  Bill  introduced  laat  year 
by  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  in  tho  House 
of  Lords,  under  which,  if  it  had  passed 
into  a  law.  Dissenters  would  hare  been 
admissible  as  trustees  of  almost  all  the 
Church  schools  in  the  country.  Sooh  a 
law  would  have  been  altogether  opposed  to 
all  the  principles  of  equity.  In  its  admi- 
nistration of  trusts  the  Court  of  Chancery 
has  regard  -—  first,  to  the  purposes  to 
which  the  trust  fund  is  appropriated  ;  se- 
condly, to  the  persons  who  are  to  benefit 
by  the  carrying  out  of  those  purposes. 
The  trustee  of  the  fund  is  only  so  much 
legal  machinery  for  carrying  out  those 
purposes  for  the  benefit  of  these  persons ; 
and  however  honourable  and  desirable  the 
office  of  trustee  may  be,  no  person  can  be 
allowed  to  claim  it  as  a  right  or  privilege 
to  himself  if  his  obtaining  it  will  in  any 
the  least  degree  prejudice  or  endanger  those 
objects  for  the  sake  of  which  the  office 
itself  exists.     In  the  case  of  tho  Norwieh 
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Charities  (2  M,  &  C.  305)  Lord  Cotlculiara,  ( 

than  wboiii  there  liever  was  a  Chancellor 

4Dore  anxious  to  extend  the  henefits  of  the 

<dd  eudowmentB  to  Dissenters,  wherever  it 

could  be  done  without  injustice,  said — 

"  The  Muter  in  oeleoting  new  tnutees  has  with 
my  entire  conoanenoe,  whene?er  tho  charitf  was 
ftr  Ofaorch  porposeB,  selected  as  trustees  persons 
who  were  members  cf  the  Ghuroh  of  Englnod.  It 
has  been  thought  proper  that,  when  the  objcot  of 
the  trost  has  been  exoloslTely  connected  with  one  re- 
ligioas  party,  tho  trustees  who  were  to  have  the  con- 
trol over  it  should  be  of  the  same  religious  party." 

That  that  is  a  just  and  reasonable  rule  I 
can  hardly  think  that  even  tho  Dissenters 
themselTes,  when  they  have  fairly  consi- 
dered it,  will  be  disposed  to  deny.  It  is 
very  true  that  many  cases  may  he  found, 
in  which  persons  who  were  octuallj  Dis- 
senters have,  on  the  filling  up  of  vacancies 
in  the  trust  by  surviving  trustees,  been 
admitted  to  share  in  tho  management  of 
charities  which  belonged  to  tho  Establish- 
ed Church.  Nothing  can  bo  more  natural 
than  that  such  a  thing  should  often  hap- 
pen. The  Dissenters  in  this  country,  to 
use  a  modem  expression,  are  not  ticket- 
ed ;  in  the  eye  of  the  law  they  are,  except 
when  they  wish  to  claim  any  privilege  or 
exemption  granted  to  them  as  Dissenters, 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.  When 
the  name  of  a  respectable  neighbour  is 
proposed  as  a  new  trustee,  it  is  an  invi- 
dioaa  thing  to  ask  questions  about  his  re- 
ligious opinions,  and,  knowing  as  practical 
men  how  these  matters  are  often  settled 
bj  the  farmers  and  tradesmen  of  a  parish, 
we  can  easily  see  how,  without  any  groat 
blame  to  any  one,  it  has  come  to  pass 
that  persons  dissenting  from  the  Church 
of  England  have  been  admitted,  not  in 
their  onaracter  of  Dissenters,  but  simply 
as  respectable  inhabitants  of  the  place,  to 
be  trustees  of  Church  schools.  But  it 
would  be  quite  another  thing  if,  because 
there  may  have  existed  in  particular 
plaees,  without  any  contention  or  discus- 
sion, such  laxity  of  practice,  the  Court 
of  Chancery  were,  in  a  suit  for  the  np- 
pointment  of  new  trustees,  to  appoint  as 
tnurteea  of  endowments  applicable  only 
to  purposes  connected  with  tho  Church  of 
Bogland  persons  who  admitted  themselves 
to  bo  Dissenters  from  that  Church.  I  need 
hardly  ask  what  would  be  tho  feeling  of 
Dissenters,  if  members  of  the  Church  of 
Eogland  were  nominated  by  the  Court  to 
be  trustees  of  their  schools  ;  of  tho  Roman 
Oatholiofly  if  Protestant;  of  tho  Jews,  if 
Christian  trustees,  were  so  forced  upon 
thorn. 
VOL.  CLIV.    [thibd  series]. 


Sir,  the  hon.  Mcmher  for  Stamford  has 
already  drawn  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  negative  character  of  this  Bill.  In 
tho  schools  to  which  it  will  apply  the  doc- 
trines of  tho  Church  of  England  are  no 
longer  to  be  taugfit  exclusively,  but  what 
other  doctrines  may  be  taught  along  with 
them,  or  instead  of  them,  the  Bill  does  not 
inform  us.  I  listened  very  attentively  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea, but  I  could  not  discover  that  ho  pro- 
posed any  substitute  for  the  present  sys- 
tem, except  that  from  some  of  his  obser- 
vations I  inferred,  that  he  is  one  of  those 
who,  to  use  his  own  words,  prefer  general 
to  special  religious  instruction.  I  have  not 
myself  the  smallest  doubt,  and  I  believe 
my  hon.  Friond  is  of  the  same  opinion, 
that  the  practical  result  of  his  Bill  will  be 
to  establish  in  all  these  schools  what  is 
called  the  secular  system,  that  is  to  say, 
a  system  of  mere  secular  teaching  without 
any  religious  instruction  at  all.  I  am  sure 
that  that  is  the  necessary  logical  result  to 
which  tho  adoption  of  tho  Bill  must  lead. 
There  is  no  natural  halting  place  between 
the  denominational  and  tho  secular  system. 
In  voluntary  associations  persons  whose 
opinions  do  not  differ  very  widely  may 
combine  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  those 
points  on  which  they  agree,  leaving  those 
on  which  they  disagree  for  special  instruc- 
tion at  home.  As  an  example  of  such 
combination,  wc  may  look  at  the  British 
and  Foreign  School  Society,  in  which 
Churchmen  and  Protestant  Dissenters, 
coinciding  in  opinion  to  a  very  consider- 
able extent  about  tho  more  important  doc- 
trines of  Christianity,  have  agreed  to  teach 
in  their  schools  the  authorized  version  of 
the  Scriptures  without  catechisms  or  other 
special  formularies.  Well,  that  is  a  very 
useful  society,  and  I  heartily  rejoice  that 
tho  Dissenters  have  so  good  an  organiza- 
tion for  providing  their  children  with  good 
schools  and  well-trained  teachers.  But 
clearly  that  is  not  a  basis  upon  which,  ex- 
cluding as  it  would  the  Roman  Catholics 
and  the  Jews,  the  Legislature  could  take 
its  stand.  Nor,  if  you  once  give  up  the 
denominational  system,  as  it  is  called,  in 
the  vain  hope  of  satisfying  the  scruples  of 
different  sects,  will  you  find  any  place  at 
which  you  can  stop  short  of  that  secular 
system  which,  while  it  consults  the  feelings 
of  all  sects  by  striking  out  everything  to 
which  they  can  object,  gives  real  satisfac- 
tion to  none  of  them,  because  it  puts  out  of 
sight  those  subjects  the  teaching  of  which 
thoy  all  consider  to  be  tho  chief  end  and 
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object  of  education.  Sir,  this  is  not  a  hew 
question  in  this  House ;  on  two  former  oc- 
casions have  the  ad?ooate8  of  the  secular 
sjstem  endeavoured  to  force  that  system 
on  the  country,  first,  in  our  elementary 
schools  in  1847»  and  secondly,  in  our  uni- 
yersities  in  1854.  On  both  occasions  they 
were  defeated  by  the  decision  of  the  House; 
on  both  occasions,  I  beliere,  that  decision 
was  ratified  by  the  voice  of  the  country ; 
and  I  am  confident  that,  as  soon  as  the 
real  tendency  of  this  measure  is  understood, 
its  condemnation  will  be  almost  universal. 
We  are  told  by  the  preamble  of  the  Bill 
that  its  object  is  to  throw  open  the  schools 
to  which  it  will  apply  to  a  greater  num- 
ber than  at  present.  Now,  if  the  Bill 
is  to  take  effect  by  substituting  some  other 
system  of  religious  teaching  for  that  of  the 
Church  of  England,  I  ask  what  is  the  reli- 
gious body  whose  teaching  will  be  more 
generally  acceptable  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land than  that  of  the  Church  ?  1  will  ad- 
mit for  the  sake  of  argument,  although  it 
is  known  to  be  matter  of  controversy,  that 
the  Dissenters  and  Roman  Catholics  com- 
bined constitute  one-half  of  the  popula- 
tion; still  it  will  not  be  denied  that  the 
members  of  the  Church  are  vastly  more 
numerous  than  those  of  any  other  one  reli- 
gious community,  and  1  will  venture  to  add 
that  the  Church  of  England  is  the  most 
comprehensive  and  the  least  exclusive  body 
of  Christians  to  be  found  within  this  realm. 
But  if  the  Bill  is  to  take  effect  by  eliminat- 
ing all  religious  instruction,  and  substitut- 
ing the  secular  system  in  its  place,  then  I 
believe  that  Dissenters  and  churchmen  will 
be  alike  opposed  to  the  change.  I  am 
confident  that  the  religious  Dissenters  who 
have  petitioned  in  favour  of  the  Bill  would 
not  have  done  so,  if  they  had  understood 
that  the  result  of  its  adoption  will  be  to  in- 
troduce a  purely  secular  system  of  teach- 
ing in  the  schools  to  which  it  will  apply. 
If  there  is  one  thing  about  which  the 
people  of  this  country  of  all  classes  are 
more  especially  anxious,  it  is  that  their  chil- 
dren should  have  a  good  religious  education; 
and  speaking  generally — there  are,  no  doubt, 
exceptional  cases — but,  speaking  generally, 
I  believe  the  Protestant  Dissenters  do,  in 
parishes  where  they  have  not  schools  of 
their  own,  send  their  children  without  fear 
or  scruple  to  the  schools  of  the  Church  of 
England;  and  I  feel  quite  sure  that  they 
would  far  rather  send  them  there,  to  be 
taught  the  Bible  and  all  the  great  truths 
which  it  proclaims,  than  to  schools  where 
they  might  receive,  perhaps,  very  excellent 

Mr.  Puller 


instruction  in  arithmetic  and  history  and 
geography,  but  from  which  the  Bible 
would  be  excluded.  I  must  remind  the 
House  that  the  Court  of  Chancery,  where- 
ever  it  is  not  restrained  from  doing  so  by 
the  will  of  the  founder,  requires  certain 
relaxations  to  be  made  by  the  trustees  of 
church  schools  in  favour  of  Dissenters, 
exempting  the  children  whose  parents  wish 
them  to  be  so  exemptied  from  the  obliga- 
tion to  attend  the  parish  church  or  to  learn 
the  church  catechism.  In  the  wisdom  of 
such  concessions  to  the  feelings  of  Dissen- 
ters I  entirely  concur,  and  to  show  the 
House  the  result  of  such  a  system,  where 
it  is  honestly  carried  out,  I  may  refer  to 
an  account  drawn  up  some  years  ago  by 
the  present  Bishop  of  Manchester  of  King 
Edward's  school  at  Birmingham,  of  which 
he  was  then  the  master.  The  governors 
were  all  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
were  taught  in  the  school;  but  parents 
were  allowed  to  ask  that  their  children 
might  be  excused  attendance  during  those 
hours  which  were  more  especially  de- 
voted to  religious  instruction.  The  result 
was,  that  that  exemption  was  not  asked, 
except  by  a  few  members  of  the  Jewish 
persuasion,  although  the  school  contained 
more  than  1,100  boys,  of  whom  about  one- 
third  werethechildren  of  Dissenters.  There- 
fore I  must  respectfully  ask  again  to  express 
my  strong  conviction  that  this  measure  will 
be  not  only  a  most  unjust  spoliation  of  the 
Church  of  England,  but  will  also  be  a  posi- 
tive injury  to  the  Dissentors,  by  substitu- 
ting for  the  present  system  of  instruction 
one  far  less  acceptable  and  far  less  bene- 
ficial to  them.  I  will  add  only  one  consi- 
deration of  a  practical  nature,  and  that  is 
that  the  tendency  of  the  measure  will  be 
to  lower  the  character  of  the  teachers  in 
our  Endowed  Schools.  At  present  many 
young  men  of  thoughtful  and  earnest  cha- 
racters choose  for  themselves  the  occupation 
of  a  teacher  from  higher  and  purer  motives 
than  the  mere  expectation  of  pecuniary 
gain.  They  seek  of  course  a  livelihood 
for  themselves,  but  they  hope  in  obtaining 
it  to  be  instrumental  in  preparing  their 
scholars  for  another  life,  as  well  as  for 
this.  But  if  religious  instruction  be  dis- 
carded and  a  secular  system  adopted,  those 
better  and  higher  motives  must  of  necessity 
be  taken  away,  and  you  must  expect  that 
the  general  tone  and  moral  standard  of  the 
teachers,  as  a  class,  will  be  lowered  in  con- 
sequence. For  these  reasons.  Sir,  it  ap« 
pears  to  me  that  the  Bill,  if  ollowed  to 
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pauy  will  lia?e  very  miscUievouB  effects,  and 
1  tbarafore  beg  to.ficooiid  the  Amendinent 
of  the  lion.  Member  for  Stamford,  that  it 
be  read  a  secoud  time  this  day  three 
months. 

The  attorney  GENERAL :  I  have 
liAtened  with  much  pleasure  to  the  speech 
by  which  the  Amendment  has  been  intro- 
doeed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stamford 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  and  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  if  the  law  as  it  now  stands 
admitted  of  this  question  beiug  dealt  with 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  the  same 
spirit  of  liberality,  there  would  bo  no  need 
of  legislafcioa  upon  this  subject.  But  it  is 
beoauae  that  power  does  not  exist,  because 
there  are  artificial  presumptions  and  rules 
of  eonstniotion  binding  upon  courts  of 
joatioe,  and  compelling  them  to  administer 
these  oharities  in  a  mauner  which,  if  I  am 
not  mistaken,  this  House  will  not  think 
eonsistent  with  public  interests,  that  I 
think  some  further  legislation  is  required. 
I  may  say,  too,  that  this  BiH  is  justified 
by  the  complaints  which  have  been  made 
by  many  Judges  who  have  had  to  admiuis- 
ter  the  law  upon  this  subject,  that  they 
have  been  compelled  to  approve  schemes  of 
BBolasion  founded  upon  principles  incom- 
patible with  enlarged  views  and  a  sense  of 
public  utility.  Admitting  that  there  might 
he  a  necessity  to  alter  the  laoguage  of  the 
Billy   that  the  difficulty  of   laying  down 

Sneoise  rules  upon  the  subject  of  whether 
issenters  are  to  be  excluded  or  not  is 
great,  still  those  are  matters  which  can  be 
eonsidered  by  a  Committee  of  this  House, 
or,  if  it  be  preferred,  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  I  will  endeavour  briefly 
to  point  out  the  necessity  for  some  legisla- 
tion. There  are  certain  artificial  rules  and 
mesomptions  which  prevail  in  the  Court  of 
Chanoery  upon  these  subjects.  First,  it 
is  assumed  that  all  educational  charities 
founded  before  the  Reformation  must  now 
be  of  necessity  confined  exclusively  to 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.  That 
is  an  arbitrary  principle  founded  on  the 
presumption  that,  as  at  that  time  no  dif- 
ferenee  of  religious  opinion  was  permitted 
bylaw*  these  educational  foundations  must 
be  assumed  to  be  intended  wholly  for  the 
benefit  of  members  of  the  English  Church, 
in  its  then  Romish  form,  and  now  to  be- 
long to  the  same  English  Church  iu  its 
Reformed  and  Protestant  character.  That, 
\  think,  is  an  arbitrary  inference  which  the 
Honse,  I  hope,  will  not  consider  it  desir- 
able to  perpetnote.  By  parity  of  reason- 
ing the  next  construction,  by  which  the 


I  Courts  feel  themselves  bound,  is  that  all 
schools  fouuded  after  the  Reformation  and 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Tolera- 
tion must  be  administered  for  the  exclu- 
sive benefit  of  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  because  during  that  period  no 
other  form  of  religious  worship  was  per- 
mitted. That,  too,  is  an  artificial  presump- 
tion, which  may  well  be  got  rid  of.  I  think 
that  both  those  principles  were  swept  away 
by  the  different  policy  which  was  intro- 
duced by  the  Act  of  Toleration,  and  they 
ought  not  to  be  continued  longer.  The 
third  artificial  rule  is,  that  where  an  edu- 
cational charity  is  established  without  any- 
thing being  said  about  religious  instruc- 
tion, or  that  the  nature  of  the  religious 
instruction  is  not  defined,  the  Court  of 
Chancery  presumes  tliat  religious  instruc- 
tion must  be  intended,  and  that  it  can  onlr 
be  given  according  to  the  form  of  which 
alone  the  court  is  cognisant— namely,  in 
conformity  with  the  principles  and  dootrines 
of  the  Church  of  England.  There  is  an- 
other rule,  which  is  more  mischievous  still, 
and  that  is  if  a  school  be  founded  with  a 
direction  that  the  schoolmaster  shall  be  a 
clergyman  in  holy  orders,  the  Court  of 
Chancery  will  make  no  regulation  concern- 
ing religious  instruction,  but  will  leave  it 
entirely  to  the  master.  The  practical  re- 
sult of  that  is  that  the  school  may  be  pre- 
sided over  for  a  time  by  a  clergyman  of 
liberal  views,  who  may  be  succeeded  by 
another  clergyman  holding  quite  different 
views  ;  and  the  consequence  is  that  while 
one  admits  the  children  of  Dissenters  to 
the  school  the  other  excludes  them,  or  that 
the  character  of  the  religious  instruction 
as  regarded  Dissenters  might  vary  very 
much  from  time  to  time.  These  are  prin- 
ciples which  are  inconvenient  to  the  public, 
unwise,  and  being  invested  with  a  per- 
emptory character,  they  are  incapable  of 
relaxation.  The  House  has  had  some  in- 
stances of  the  necessity  under  which  the 
Court  of  Chancery  has  found  itself  placed 
to  adhere  to  those  rules ;  and  I  will 
mention  a  case  that  occurred  while  I  had 
the  honour  of  being  a  law  officer  of  tho 
Crown  under  a  former  Government,  when 
I  strove  to  introduce  a  more  liberal  admi- 
nistration of  these  charities.  I  refer  to  the 
Chelmsford  Grammar  School.  A  scheme 
had  beeu  prepared  under  the  direction  of 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  in  which, 
after  providing  for  religious  instruction  ac- 
cording to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
England,  it  was  proposed  that  "  no  child 
whose  parents  or  guardians  upon  conscien- 
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tious  grounds  object  thereto  shall  receive 
instruction  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  or  Cate- 
chism, Liturgy,  doctrines,  or  discipline  of 
the  Church  of  England ;  provided  that 
every  such  objection  shall  be  made  in 
writing  in  the  £rst  instance  to  the  head 
master,  who  shall  communicate  the  same 
to  the  Board  of  Management."  It  came 
on  to  be  discussed  before  Vice  Chancellor 
Wood,  who  felt  himself  not  at  liberty  to 
approve  the  scheme  with  that  particular 
provision.  A  scheme  was  therefore  settled 
upon  an  entirely  different  footing,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  children  of  Dissenters 
were  excluded  altogether  from  the  benefits 
of  the  charity.  In  the  decision  upon  that 
occasion  it  was  laid  down 

"  That  religious  instruotion  being  a  necessary 
part  of  education  in  a  grammar  school,  and  there 
being  reason  to  believe  that  such  instruction  was 
originally  intended  to  be  according  to  the  doc- 
trines and  principles  of  the  Church  of  England, 
the  Court  could  not  sanction  the  insertion  of  any 
clause  in  the  scheme  exempting  those  scholars 
whose  parents  conscientiously  objected  thereto 
from  receiving  such  instruction." 

Here  the  artificial  presumption  prevailed 
that  because  the  school  was  founded  in  the 
reign  of  Edward  VI.,  the  words  "  godly 
learning  and  instruction'*  must  be  con- 
strued with  reference  to  the  particular 
tenets  then  prevailing.  In  the  case  of 
the  Stafford  Charities,  which  came  before 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  when  it  was  sought 
to  introduce  two  or  three  Dissenters  upon 
the  Board  of  Management,  the  learned 
Judge,  although  very  well  inclined  to  take 
a  liberal  and  enlarged  view,  lamented  his 
inability,  having  regard  to  the  state  of  the 
law,  to  admit  them  ;  and  it  was  held  that 
a  grammar  school  founded  and  endowed  by 
Edward  YI.  is  substantially  a  Church  of 
England  school,  and  that  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  alone  should  be  ap- 
pointed trustees.  If  the  House  says  it  will 
adhere  to  that  rule,  that  schools  founded 
at  that  time,  when  there  was  no  tolera- 
tion, shall  be  conducted  upon  a  princi- 
ple of  intolerance,  even  in  these  days  of 
toleration,  then  I  admit  no  change  is  ne- 
cessary. But  if,  as  I  believe,  the  interests 
of  the  Church  itself  will  be  best  served 
by  not  administering  these  charities. upon 
such  narrow  and  exclusive  principles, — 
if,  as  I  believe,  the  intention  of  the 
founders  are  not  really  to  be  arrived  at  by 
reference  to  extraneous  circumstances — 
such  as  the  intolerance  of  the  State  over 
which  he  had  no  control,  and  which  was 
wholly  independent  of  his  intention — then 

The  Attorney  General 


I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
some  legislation  is  necessary.  We  acknow- 
ledge that  if  the  intention  of  the  founder 
can  be  shown  without  recourse  being  had 
to  these  presumptions,  and  that  that  in- 
tention was  to  make  the  school  exclusive, 
then  it  must  remain  confined  to  the  Church 
of  England ;  but  to  take  these  founda- 
tions, and  attribute  to  them  a  character 
arising  only  from  the  intolerance  of  the 
times,  is  not  a  wise  rule  of  administra- 
tion, not  conducive  to  the  real  interests 
of  the  Church,  and  opposed  to  all  true 
principles  of  public  policy  and  the  dictates 
of  Christian  charity.  These  are  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  conceive  these  rules  require 
to  be  modified  by  the  Legislature.  Whether 
this  Bill  will  be  successful  in  defining  the 
real  evil  and  applying  the  proper  remedy  is 
a  point  which  I  admit  ought  to  be  regarded 
as  open  to  consideration.  I  am  not  in  the 
least  degree  desirous  of  abandoning  the 
great  duty  of  imparting  religious  instruc- 
tion, and  my  hon.  Friend  who  imagined 
that  would  result  from  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  drew  a  conclusion  which  is  not  war- 
ranted by  anything  in  the  Bill.  All  it  says 
i^,  that  religious  instruotion  shall  not  in 
these  general  cases  be  instruction  accord- 
ing to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land alone  ;  but  it  leaves  the  obligation  of 
accompanying  education  with  religions  in- 
struction untouched  and  unimpaired.  That 
obligation  might  be  carried  out  in  a  variety 
of  ways,  but  at  present  the  only  mode  of 
doing  it  was  by  teaching  the  catechism  and 
the  whole  discipline  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Of  course,  the  practical  result 
is  that  the  children  of  Dissenters  are  ex- 
cluded from  these  schools.  I  do  not  con- 
sider we  are  in  the  least  degree  impairing 
the  obligation  to  impart  religious  instruc- 
tion by  saying  that  such  religious  instruc- 
tion shall  not  be  necessarily  of  an  exclu- 
sive character.  The  true  difficulty  is  that 
which  has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member 'for  Stamford — that 
we  should  have  satisfactory  proof  of  what 
were  the  intentions  of  founders  ;  for  it  is 
equally  essential  to  the  Church  and  to  Dis- 
senters that  the  intention  of  founders  should 
be  observed.  The  Bill  proceeds  upon  that 
principle,  but  not  admitting  that  intention 
shall  be  deduced  from  extrinsic  circum- 
stances wholly  independent  of  the  actual 
intention.  The  latter  point  was  brought 
out  in  the  Ilminster  case.  It  is  true  the 
decision  in  that  case  was  in  conformity 
with  the  rule  of  the  Court  of  Chancery ; 
but  will  not  the  House  agree  that  it  was 
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what  it  has  been  defioribed»  **  an  ag^rcs- 
Bion  upon  the  rights  of  Dissenters/'  for 
Ditaenters  had  been  admitted  trustees  of 
that  school  for  150  years  previously,  and 
usage,  therefore,  which  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Herts  (Mr.  Puller)  sought 
to  avail  himself  of  for  his  own  position 
had  aanctioned  those  appointments  ?  The 
school  had  been  governed  in  this  way  with- 
out injury  for  so  long  a  time,  and  yet 
these  art&cial  rules  are  so  imperative  that 
the  Oourt  of  Chancery  could  not  give  effect 
to  usage,  and  declared  that  the  trustees 
must  be  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land.  I  do  think  these  rules  require  modi- 
fication. I  admit  we  should  always  ad- 
here to  the  intention  of  the  founders  ;  but 
I  say  we  should  obtain  our  definition  of 
those  intentions  from  legitimate  proof,  and 
not  ascribe  intentions  from  extrinsic  circum- 
stances which  do  not  apply  to  them.  With- 
out troubling  the  House  further,  1  may  say 
these  are  the  grounds  upon  which  the  Bili, 
although  open  to  criticism,  does  deal  with 
a  great  want.  I  believe  legislation  wisely 
applied  will  redound  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  in  that  spirit 
I  shall  give  my  vote  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading,  with  the  understanding  that  tlfe 
language  of  the  Bill  will  remain  open  to 
alteration  in  order  to  accomplish  the  object 
which  it  is  intended  to  effect. 

Sib  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  that  the 
subject  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea had  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  in  this  Bill  was  one  the  import- 
ance of  which  could  not  be  overrated.  For 
his  part,  having  had  considerable  oppor- 
tunities of  examining  the  question,  he 
should  have  been  very  glad  if,  instead  of 
introducing  a  Bill  so  open  to  objection  as 
that  before  them,  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  had  brought  forward  a  proposi- 
tion for  an  inquiry  into  what  he  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns)  believed  to  be  the  only  just  ground 
ai  complaint  that  at  present  existed  as  re- 
garded the  Dissenters  in  this  country.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral held  out  the  hope  that  in  Committee 
this  Bill  might  be  altered  to  what  it  was 
not  now  ;  but  the  second  reading  was  the 
stage  of  the  Bill  in  which  its  principle 
ought  to  be  decided.  His  hon.  and  learn- 
ed friend  had  laid  down  two  or  three  prin- 
dples,  every  one  of  which  might  be  made 
the  subject  of  a  BiU,  but  any  one  of  which 
was  inconsistent  with  the  others.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  spoken  of  the 
great  hardships  inflicted  in  the  llminster 
easai  where  for  150  years  trustees  had 


been  appointed  without  reference  to  their 
religious  opinions.  Now,  was  this  the  princi- 
ple which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  wished 
to  see  established — that  where  there  was 
no  express  statement  in  the  deed  of  foun- 
dation the  usage  of  a  certain  number  of 
years  should  be  a  criterion  with  regard  to 
the  use  of  the  charity  in  future  ?  If  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  meant  to  do  that, 
then  he  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  must  observe 
that  the  Bill  which  he  was  about  to  vote  for 
was  quite  at  variance  with  his  intention ; 
because,  whereas  there  had  been  in  this 
country  for  some  hundred  years  a  certain 
usage  in  respect  to  the  construction  to  be 
put  on  educational  foundations,  the  House 
was  now  asked  to  overrule  everything  that 
had  hitherto  been  done,  and  follow  out  a 
new  principle  indicated  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  and  stated  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  this  Bill.  Therefore  he  must 
call  on  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
"  elect,"  as  the  saying  was,  and  declare  on 
what  principle  he  was  going  to  proceed. 
If  the  precedent  laid  down  in  the  Dissen- 
ters' Chapels  Bill  were  followed  up  by  the 
framer  of  the  Bill  he  could  understand  an 
application  to  the  House  to  relieve  the 
Dissenters  in  that  way  ;  or  if  he  were 
going  to  introduce  a  measure  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  trustees  without  regard  to 
religious  belief  in  cases  where  there  was 
nothing  in  the  trust-deed  to  negative  that 
course,  that  might  be  a  proposition  worthy 
of  consideration  by  the  House ;  but  that 
was  not  the  Bill  they  were  now  discussing. 
When  the  llminster  case  was  cited  the 
House  should  understand  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Bill  which  would  affect  the 
decision  in  that  case.  But  what  was  really 
the  case  with  respect  to  these  charities  ? 
There  were  in  existence  in  this  country 
a  great  number  of  educational  charities, 
which  were  at  first  the  results  of  en- 
dowments of  such  low  amounts  as  £5 
or  £10,  given  for  the  payment  of  school- 
masters— in  these  cases  the  Courts  had 
held,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  the 
schoolmaster  must  be  a  member  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  give  religious  in- 
struction in  accordance  with  the  doctrines 
of  that  Church.  Year  after  year  an  in- 
crease had  been  made  in  the  amount  of 
those  foundations  by  subscriptions,  dona- 
tions, and  legacies,  made  by  various  per- 
sons, on  the  faith  of  those  schools  being 
Church  of  England  schools.  So  that  in 
many  cases,  what  was  almost  contemptible 
at  first  had  become  by  accretion  a  large 
and  important  charity,  the  additions  being 
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made  on  the  underetandiiig  that  it  was  in  was  employed  in  the  deed.  It  was  in  the 
principle  and  practice  connected  with  the  power  of  the  Legislature  to  modify  any 
Chnrcb  of  England  How  did  his  hon.  j  doctrine  of  any  court  in  the  country  ;  but 
Frier d  propose  to  deal  with  f^uch  a  case  as    it  must  ho  remembered  that  they  could  not 


that?  ^Vhy,  he  proposed  to  look  to  the 
original  foundation  deed,  and  sec  whether, 
a9cordirg  to  a  construction  now  to  be  in 


compel  one  construction  to  be  placed  on  a 
deed  when  it  endowed  a  school  and  another 
when   it    endowed  an  almshouBe.      The 


trodnced,  there  was  anything  to  show  that    present  construction  must  be  changed  ia 
the  charity  was  to  be  exclusively  devoted    all  deeds  or  the  construction  must  be  pre- 
to  the  Church  of  England,  and  if  that  [  served  in  all.      In    Lady  Hewley's  caie 
ahould   not    distinctly    appear,    then   the  i  words  were  used  of  the  most  rague  kind, 
wishes  of  all  subsequent  donors  were  to  be   if  read  as  we  read  now.    It  was  an  endow* 
disregarded,  and  their  funds  confiscated  by    ment,  "to   provide  for   poor  and    godly 
applying  them  differently  from  what  they  '  preachers  of  Christ's  Holy  Gospel."  Look- 
had  intended.    Which  principle,  then,  did    ing  at  these  words  according  to  the  present 
his  bon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Attorney    usage,  clearly  they  would  not  exclude  the 
General,  intend  to  adopt — for  he  could  not   Church  of  England;  but  the  constroction 
hare  both — the  principle  included   in  this  j  of  the  Court,  by  which  Dissenters  now 
Bill  or  the  principle  of  usage?      His  hon.  ^  hold    the   charity    exdusiTely    from    the 
and  learned  Friend  said  that  the  advocates  !  Church,  was,  that  looking  to  the  use  of 
of  the  measure  did  not  desire  to  abandon  |  the  words  at  the  time  they  were  employed 
the    duty  of  religious    instruction.      But  j  in  the  deed,  it  was  clear  that  they  meant 
what  were  they  to  do  if  the  Bill  passed  ?  '  something  different  from  what  they  now 
If  Pariiamcnt  declared  that  religious  in- 1  meant,  aud  ttfat  in  point  of  faet  they  were 
Btmction  should  not  be  given  according  to  '  intended  to  point  out  Nonconformists,  si 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England  j  distinguished  from  members  of  the  Chm«h 
exclusively,  either  they   must  give  no  re-  !  of  England.     And  the  Court  of  Ghaneeiy, 
ligious  instruction  at  all,    or    else   they  |  acting  on  that  principle,  handed  over  the 
must  give  religious  instruction  according  ■  ^hole  of  the  funds  of  the  charity  to  the 
to  the  doctrines  of  every  possible  sect  that   Dissenters,  and  deprived  the  Chareh  of  say 
might  be  represented  in  the  school.    They  :  share  in  it.     Were  the  Dissenters  denrooi 
conld  have  no  other  alternative.    Instruction  !  to  undo  what  was  then  done  ?«-heeaiiie 
must  be  either  according  to  the  doctrines   they  could  not  maintain  the  prineiple  eoD- 
of  the  Church  of  England  exclusively,  or '  tended  for  by  the  introdoeer  of  tlie  Bill 
according  to  tho  doctrines  of  every  sect,  or  '  unless  they  did — they  could  not  Bay  that 
there  would  be  no  religious  instruction  at '  tho  Court  was  in  one  case  to  eonstrae  words 
all.     His  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  wishing  [  as  they  were  originally  employedy  and  ia 
to  uphold   religious  instruction,  would,  if ,  another  to  oonstrue  them    aecording  to 
this  Bill  passed,  find  himself  disappointed, ;  present  usage.      His   hon.    and    leuned 
for  it  would   be  impossible  to  givo  any '  Friend    had  referred  to  the   Ghehnsfcfd 
religious  instruction  at  all.  The  first  thing    case.      In   tho    case  of   King  Bdwnd's 
the  House  should  thoroughly  understand    Schools  he  said  the  Court  of   Ohmmrj 
was  what  was  the  principle  on  which  the  '  had  decided  that  because  they  were 
Court  of  Chancery  had  proceeded.     Tho   tuted  after  the   Reformation,   iiwt 
Court  had  never  done  anything  so  foolish    that  ground,  and  upon  that  ground 
and  absurd  as  to  construe    tho  deed  of  they  were  grammar  sehools  for  the  Chink 
foundation  as  implying  something  not  to   of  England.     The  Court  had  not  dbne 
be  found  on  the  face  of  the  deed  itself.     It   so.      But  this   they  had  done.     It  wis 
took    a    deed    founding    au    educational   found    that,    with     regard    to    some   of 
efaarity,  and  it  proceeded  on  it  in  the  same  them,  they   were  raiswl  on   the  fsiaia* 
way  as  it  did  with  any  other  deed — it  went   tion  of  extinguished  Chareh  propertyp  aid 
rimply  on  the  deed  itself.     But  then  it '  that  with    regard  to  all  of  theaiy  there 
looked  also  at  the  time  in  which  it  was   was  the  provision  that  tiie  Bishop  of  the 
andop  at  the  circumstances  of  the  person   dioccso  was  to  frame  tiie  ndes  of  As 
who^  made  it,  at  the  use  of  words  at  tho   schools,  and  to  superintend  iheni  aa  n- 
putieolar  date,  and  having  found  that  a   sitor ;    and,   consequently,  the  Oovt  if 
word  meant  something   then  which   was    Chancery  said,  when  they  fbvnd  that  le- 
ttSereotfrom  its  meaning  now,  the  Court  ligious  insitruction  was  to  be  gifeni  that  a 
the  word  according,  not  to  its   Bishop  of  the  Church  of  En^and  waa  to 
age,  hot  to  its  meaning  when  it  make  the  rules  and  be  the  Tuatai^  ikBI 
Sir  Hugh  Caim$ 
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held  that  the  religious  inBtruotion  must  be 
Bueh  as  a  Bishop  could  indicate  and  sanc- 
tion, and,  therefore,  that  it  must  bo  ac- 
cording to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Was  that  going  out  of  the  deed? 
He  said  it  was  not.  It  was  finding  the  in* 
tention  of  the  founder  in  the  four  corners 
of  the  deed,  pursuing  only  a  fair  judgment 
in  construing  it.  The  first  clauso  of  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  provided  that 
no  endowed  school  should  be  considered  a 
Church  of  England  school  exclusively,  un- 
leia  from  the  language  of  the  deed,  found- 
ing or  endowing  the  charity,  such  should 
appear  to  be  the  intention  of  the  founder. 
NoWy  if  the  Bill  were  without  a  preamble, 
and  the  question  were  simply  whether  the 
Bill  should  pass  or  not,  he  would  not  ob- 
ject— it  might  he  allowed  to  pass  with 
the  greatest  safety ;  for  it  simply  declared 
what  was  the  present  doctrine  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  But  ho  could  not  accept  the 
Billy  because  its  promoters  said  it  was  their 
intention  to  alter  the  law ;  and  he  said,  if 
they  altered  the  decision  of  the  Court  with 
regard  to  the  construction  of  deeds  con- 
ceniing  educational  charities,  thoy  altered 
it  with  regard  to  the  construction  of  all 
deeds.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  the  Chelmsford  case,  and 
had  given  a  reference  to  the  extent  to 
which  in  modern  times  the  Court  of 
Chancery  had  introduced  what  wero  call- 
ed ''conscience  clauses"  into  charitable 
schemes.  He  differed  with  his  hon.  and 
lcamed*Friend  as  to  tho  Chelmsford  case. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  *' conscience 
clause"  was  not  inserted,  but  tho  reason 
was  that  the  Vice  Chancellor,  Sir  William 
Page  Wood,  thought  that  the  visitors  had 
the  control,  and  that  he  could  not  interfere 
with  them.  But  the  course  taken  with  re- 
gard to  "  conscience  clauses  "  was  well 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
The  Court  had  given  decisions  in  two 
olaisea  of  oases.  In  one,  tho  founder 
had  provided  simply  that  "  religious 
instruction "  should  be  given ;  in  the 
other,  it  was  expressly  said  that  overy 
scholar  should  be  taught  the  Church 
of  England  catechism.  The  Court  of 
Chancery  decided  that  in  the  latter  cases 
the  school  was  a  Church  school,  and  that 
every  scholar  must  learn  the  Church  ca- 
techism ;  and  in  the  other,  where  merely 
religions  instruction  was  to  be  given,  that 
it  was  not  compulsory  to  teach  it  to  the 
dbildren  of  Dissenters,  and  they  therefore 
introduced  the  "conscience  clause."  He 
would  read  a  conscience  clause — one  set- 


tled by  Lord  St.  Leonards,  when  Lord 
Chancellor,  in  1852,  with  his  own  hand, 
and  after  consulting  the  authorities  and 
bestowing  great  care  on  the  subject.  It 
was  for  the  Basingstoke  School,  and  it 
was  as  follows : — 

"  That  religious  instruction  shall  be  given  by 
the  master  by  reading  the  Scriptures  and  the 
Liturgy,  Catechism,  and  Articles  of  the  Church 
of  England,  to  such  of  the  boys  whose  parents 
are  in  communion  with  the  Church  of  England, 
and  to  such  other  boys  whose  parents  or  person 
in  loco  parerUU  shall  not  object  to  their  receiv- 
ing it." 

There  were  more  recent  clauses;  and 
within  the  last  year  or  two  there  had  been 
raised  questions  such  as  that  in  the 
Chelmsford  case,  whether  objection  might 
not  he  taken  by  the  visitors  to  the 
conscience  clauses.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  upon  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, when  tho  foundation  deed  per- 
mitted, conscience  clauses  might  be  in^ 
troduced ;  but  he  thought  it  would  he 
desirable  if,  without  going  with  each  in- 
dividual caso  into  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
some  general  measure  could  be  introduced, 
by  way  of  amendment,  perhaps,  to  the 
Grammar  Schools  Act,  to  enable,  either 
through  the  medium  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners or  some  short  and  inexpensive 
process,  such  clauses  to  be  introduced. 
This,  to  his  mind,  was  a  grievance,  cf 
which  the  Dissenters  might  justly  com- 
plain ;  but  this  was  a  grievance  which  the 
Bill  did  not  touch.  The  remedy  could,  he 
thought,  only  be  applied  on  a  large  view  of 
the  foundations,  the  rights  of  visitors,  the 
existing  schemes,  and  how  they  would  be 
interfered  with  by  tho  contemplated  mea- 
sure. He  thought  it  would  be  desirable 
that  something  equivalent  to  a  conscience 
clause  should  be  introduced  wherever  the 
foundation  deed  would  permit  this  to  be 
done ;  and  if  there  were  any  cases  in 
which  it  had  been  the  practice  to  choose 
Dissenters  as  trustees,  he  would  even  be 
willing,  supposing  the  foundation  deed  to 
be  silent  on  the  subject,  to  see  the 
principle  of  the  Dissenters'  Chapels  Act 
applied.  But  these  things  could  only 
bo  done  by  means  of  a  Bill  in  a  form  less 
vague  than  the  present,  and  after  due 
inquiry.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
Houso  would  not  pass  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  in  order  to  have  it  converted 
into  some  other  Bill  in  Committee ;  hut 
that  it  would  wait  for  the  introduction  of 
a  more  definite  measure,  or  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  or  Commission  of 
Inquiry. 
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Mb.  3il£LL0R  laid,  that  although  he 
ihourLi  il.Li  He  BiU  was  ambiguous  iu 
laDgnare,  iiad  possibly  open  to  object! ou 
ID  point  of  furm,  he  felt  indisposed  to  vole 
againsi  its  second  reading,  siiico  the  nc- 
cessa!7  AmcDdment  might  be  made  in 
Committee.  The  principle  decided  by  the 
PisseLtcrs'CbapelAct  was  that  where  a  sect 
bad  possessed  a  chapel  twenty-five  years 
their  right  should  be  recognized  without 
reference  to  the  original  foundation,  and 
this  settled  a  vexed  question  between  the 
PrcBbyteriBFiS  and  the  orthodox  Dissenters, 
and  did  not  at  all  affect  the  Church.  The 
liminster  case  had  been  alluded  to,  and 
be  was  glad  to  find  that  the  principle  de- 
cided in  that  case  was  not  defended  by  any 
one.  In  the  reign  of  Edward  VI.,  before 
the  establish  men  t  of  the  liturgical  for- 
niularifjs  at  present  in  use  in  the  Church 
of  England,  two  persons,  inhabitants  of  the 
towL  of  Ilminstcr  "desiring  the  virtuous 
euucattou  of  youth  in  literature  and  godly 
i«aming,  whereby  tLey  should  better  know 
their  duty  to  God  and  to  the  King's  Kfa- 
j«»rj/'  assigned  certain  properly  to  trus- 
t'jec,  II  order  to  provide  "  a  discreet  pcr- 
hVL,  of  good  behaviour,*'  &c.,  as  school- 
tuaater.  The  deed  then  provided  that  the 
feurp'iut  fcbouid  be  devoted  to  the  repairing 
of  robdc  Ltid  tratercourses,  and  also  for 
tilt  appointTLeut  of  new  trustees,  who  were 
It  be  *'  honest  p>c-rscns  of  the  pari$^h  of 
liminEier/'  Here  there  was  no  question 
as  to  tzje  teaching  —  the  schoolmasters 
had  aiwBTE  belonged  to  the  Church  of 
Enrland.  The  simple  qiiestion  was,  whc- 
ti       Lissenters  conld,  by  construction  of 

context,  be  brought  within  the  descrip- 

of  "  honest  persons  of  the  parish  of 

urn  ;**  and  the  Lords  Justices  held 

I  T  were  constrained  to  decide  that 
V  being  a  foundation  established  in  the 
R  of  Edward  VI.,  Dissenters  could  not 
I  i  within  the  denomination  of  "  honest 
]  /'     For  150  years  Churchmen  and 

A  en  had  been  joined  in  the  admiuis- 

tn  n  of  the  trust  funds,  and  the  surplus 
bad  been  applied  to  the  highways 
i        watercouraes;  jet  the  decision  was, 

C  although  there  was  a  very  large  sur- 

a  thus  applied,  yet  that  because  it  was 

o       eted  with  a  trust  for  teaching  **  godly 

it"  thej  were  constrained  to  decide 

Kj        Dtenwere  not  *' honest  persons" 

\        .ing  of  the  foundation  deed. 

If       re  injudicious  or  more  fatal  to 

of  religion  and  of  the  Church 

than  the  conduct  of  the  clergy- 

ited    that  ^uit  be   could 


scarcely  imagine.  The  Charity  Commis- 
sioners had  been  applied  to  on  the  subject, 
and  they  decided  that  Dissentora  must  be 
appointed,  and  two  Unitarians  were  ap- 
pointed accordingly  ;  and  yet  this  High 
Church  clergyman,  presuming  that,  upon 
technical  grounds,  the  Court  of  Chancery 
might  hold  that  Dissenters  were  not  the 
''honest  people"  contemplated  by  the 
founder,  raked  up  the  suit.  The  Master 
of  the  Rolls  had  said  that  "  thia  could  not 
be  called  a  charity  exclusively  for  the 
Church  of  England.  The  school  un- 
doubtedly was  ;  but  the  aurplua  of  the 
funds  was  for  highways  and  watercourses, 
and  this  could  not  be  considered  as  an  in- 
significant part  of  the  eharitj."  In  this 
state  of  things  the  clergyman  interfered, 
and  obtained  a  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  that  Dissenters  were  not  eligible 
as  trustees.  He  (Mr.  Mellor)  did  not  think 
that  any  Gentleman  on  either  aide  of  the 
House  would  get  up  and  say  that  this  was 
0  stato  of  things  that  ought  to  continue  ; 
and  without  endorsing  at  that  moment  the 
particular  language  of  the  Bill,  he  saw  no 
reason  why  the  House  should  not  go  into 
Committee  on  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  ahonld  re- 
collect that  it  was  not  very  long  since  thej 
objected  strongly  to  the  refusal  of  their 
opponents  to  go  into  Committee  on  another 
Bill.  The  supporters  of  the  preitent  mea- 
sure wished  to  make  no  aggression  on  the 
Church  of  England,  but  they  wished  to 
abolish  that  artificial  presumption  of  the 
Court  of  Equity,  by  which,  looking  back 
to  the  period  when  dissent  was  not  tole- 
rated, the  intention  of  the  founder  of  the 
charity  was  taken  to  be  identical  with  the 

.  artificial  presumption. 

I  Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  aaid,  that  he 
should  have  had  no  difficulty  in  coming 
to  a  conclusion  if  of  the  two  apeeehes, 
delivered  by  the  lato  Solicitor  Generml  and 
the  present  Attorney  General,  he  had  only 
heard  one  and  not  the  other.  The  preaa&t 
Bill  professed  to  be  introduced  to  mitigate 
the  effects  of  certain  decisiona  of  the  Court 
of  Chancerv,  and  two  most  eminent  and 
learned  practitioners  in  that  Coait,  either 
qualified  to  guide  this  House  br  his  own 
opinions,  so  entirely  differed  with  reapeet 
to  the  effect  of  the  decisiona  of  the  Court, 
that  he  confessed  that  he  felt  the  ntmoet 
difficulty  in  coming  to  any  eoneloaion  on 
the  subject,  and  he  doubted  not  the  House 
was  in  a  similar  position.  Aa  he  under- 
stood, it  was  plainly  stated  by  the  hoB. 
proposer  of  the  Bill,  who  escplaiBed  it  in  • 
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conciliatory  manner,  and  without  over- 
Bg  his  oaae,  that  he  introduced  tlio 
Hire  for  the  ezpre&s  purpose  of  obviat- 
the  conBequences  of  certain  decisions  of 
Court  of  Chancery.  Well,  how  could 
House  safely  and  prudently  come  to  a 
Insion  on  the  Bill  if  two  most  eminent 
era  differed  as  to  the  effect  of  those 
lioDB  ?  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
gbt  that  the  hon.  Members  who  had 
Dcd  to  the  present  debate  must  be 
ovs  to  know  what  was  the  precise  evil 
h  the  House  was  called  on  to  remedy, 
t  there  was  evil  was  admitted  on  all 
Is.  The  late  Solicitor  General  laid  it 
n  that  thero  were  evils  which  he  would 
ose  to  remedy,  admitting  that  when 
lecisions  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in- 
ired  with  the  existin^ir  usage,  and  when 

proceeded  on  such  principles  as  that 
ooied  in  the  Ilminster  case,  there  was 
ind  for  interposition  on  the  part  of  the 
islature.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gcn- 
an  also  said  that  he  should  be  in  favour 
ba  introduction  of  some  general  mea- 
,  which  would  enable  the  Commis- 
Bra  of  Charities  to  introduce  "con- 
ice  clauses"  in  certain  deeds.  These 
Id  be  most  important  changes  in  the 

and  they  were  recommended  in  the 
ch  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
utor  General.  Therefore,  it  was  quite 
r  from  the  admissions  made  on  the 
r  side  of  the  House  that  the  present 
I  of  things  as  governed  by  the  prin- 
I  established  by  the  Court  of  Chan- 
f  whatever  that  principle  might  be, 
.need  evils  demanding  a  remedy.  Still, 
onfessed  that  he  felt  great  difficulty  in 
Ing  to  a  decision  on  the  Bill,  as  it 
i  at  present  for  the  consideration  of 
House.  The  decisions  which  governed 
Court  of  Chancery  in  this  matter  were 
embodied  in  any  form  to  which  that 
■e  could  refer,  and  two  learned  Gen- 
en  differed  so  materially  as  to  the 
ripies  which  govern  the  Court  of  Chan- 

tnat  it  was  impossible  for  a  person 
arned  in  the  law  to  reconcile  their 
tmcDts.  Under  these  circumstances 
lid  not  deem  the  matter  ripe  for  the 
lion  of  that  House  ;  and  he  would 
{est  to  the  hon.  Proposer  of  the  Bill 
onsider  the  propriety  of  not  pressing 

matter  to  a  decision  at  present,  but 
Uowing  it  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
imittee,  which,  in  the  first  place,  might 
;  to  ascertain  distinctly  the  principles 
th  governed  the  Court  of  Chancery  with 
act  to  the  construction  of  deeds  of 


charitable  endowment ;  and,  when  those 
principles  were  distinctly  and  authentically 
ascertained,  might  next  proceed  to  consider 
what  remedy  should  be  applied  to  the  evils 
which  were  admitted  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  exist.  If  the  House  should 
adopt  that  course  he  thought  they  would 
arrive  at  a  practical  conclusion  more 
rapidly  than  by  attempting  to  proceed  with 
this  Bill.  He  thought  there  was  much 
force  in  the  observations  of  the  late  Solici- 
tor General,  that,  even  if  the  House  should 
agree  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  they 
would  in  fact  be  merely  affirming  a  naked 
principle,  and  that  they  would  go  into 
Committee  with  the  object — which  he  re- 
garded as  most  objectionable— of  framing 
a  Bill  instead  of  passing  judgment  upon  a 
Bill  already  existing.  This  course  would 
occasion  such  delay  that,  during  the  present 
short  Session,  it  was  clearly  impossible 
that  a  measure  could  receive  the  assent  of 
Parliament.  If,  however,  a  Select  Com- 
mittee were  now  appointed,  the  matter 
might  be  more  speedily  brought  to  a  com- 
mon understanding,  and  there  might  be 
some  hope  that  oven  during  the  present 
Session  a  Bill  might  be  passed  to  remedy 
the  most  pressing  and  urgent  evils  which 
were  now  the  subject  of  complaint. 

Mr.  a.  mills  said,  that  if  he  could 
agree  with  the  view  which  had  been  stated, 
that  the  Bill  was  intended  to  inaugurate  a 
system  of  secular  education,  or  an  aggres- 
sion upon  the  Church  of  England,  he  should 
have  no  hesitation  in  opposing  it.  But  he 
confessed  that  he  could  not  entertain  that 
view  of  the  question,  which  was  one  upon 
which  it  appeared  to  be  admitted  on  both 
sides,  that  a  grievance,  calling  for  some 
legislative  remedy,  existed.  One  point 
in  particular  he  was  anxious  to  call  at- 
tention to.  Tho  marginal  note  to  the 
third  clause  was  to  this  effect: — "No 
schools  to  be  deemed  Church  of  Eng- 
land schools  unless  so  declared  by  their 
founders."  Now,  if  the  Bill  passed  in 
its  present  form,  it  would  work  great 
hardship.  In  1522,  before  the  Reforma- 
tion, a  college  or  school  was  founded  by 
Bishop  Foxo,  who  said  nothing  about  reli- 
gious education,  in  the  town  he  (Mr.  Mills) 
represented  (Taunton).  The  endowment, 
however,  was  so  minute  that  the  school 
was  dying  a  natural  death  ;  in  fact,  it  had 
not  a  practical  existence  until  five  years 
ago,  when  a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of 
England— the  minister  of  the  parish — re- 
endowed  it,  and  it  was  now  a  flourishing  and 
prosperous  institution.     In  his  deed  of  en- 
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liowniPiii  ihc  cUrgyniaii  liad  iiiberled  tLis 
cioiiiw-  :  tiiAi  if  It  any  iiuic  (Lc  (eacliiu^  of 
tiif  nrlionl  i^liouid  ceaso  to  be  ezclufeirely 
Acciiiiliii^  u>  the  priiiciplcit  of  the  Churcli 
iif  i^iiL  Infill,  hift  cnduwDiciit  bliould  go  to 
lilt  Surii(i>ct  County  iloBpital.  So  that  the 
coiiMcqucnce  of  tho  present  Bill,  if  it  were 
piuMcd  iii  it«  then  shape,  would  be  that 
the  Hrljfiol  ho  referred  to  would  abBolutclj 
r.niu<c  i»  C'\i<t.  lie  wished  particularly  to 
cull  the  fiiieutiiiii  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
Swatif«ra  to  this  point;  but  if  the  hon. 
Id om her  pressed  the  Hill,  he  should  not  ob- 
ject to  c:o  into  Committee  upon  it  on  the 
iindcrt-uudiiig  that  words  should  be  insert- 
ed to  iiiCi  t  cases  of  this  nature. 

Sir  EKSKINE  PERRY  supported  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  lie  thought 
the  Borne  Secretary  (Sir  George  Lewis) 
had  dw(4i  i(H>  much  upon  tho  legal  difBcul- 
ueh  coniicicic'd  iii;h  the  question.  lie  had 
attended  vi^ry  carefully  to  the  arguments 
III  ilu*  Atturijev  Gcuc-rul  and  the  late  Soli- 
ciloi  Gciieriii.  ai.d  he  thought  there  was 
ni>  verv  liubtlc  question  at  stake.  Hero 
wii.*-  II  prucLiciiJ  iiiierancc,  for  which  this 
Bill  supplied  a  lemedy.  Recent  decisions 
Oi  the  C-oun  of  Chancery  had  established 
tiiai  there  would  be  no  education  without  re- 
liciouc-  iustruciioD,  and  that,  in  tho  absence 
u\  pnivi&iuu  to  tliC  contrary,  that  instruc- 
liuii  Kuusi  be  tliiit  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
luiiii.  TLi*  Court  had  held  that  tho  words 
*'  gudly  learning,''  euipluyed  at  the  time  of 
Edward  V].,  uiubt  mean  tho  teaching  of 
thi  Churrh  of  Dnnland.  No  such  law 
would  huvir  u  chance  of  passing  tho  Legis- 
ialurc  ;  yui  the  Court  of  Chancery  had  in 
tifi'fsct  ouauLtid  Euch  a  law.  Moderate  men 
uu  both  Hides  were  pretty  nearly  unani- 
mouF  ufi  to  what  should  be  done  in  this 
matter.  They  wished  to  prcTcnt  any  ill* 
foaling  on  matters  of  this  kind  between 
Ghurohnicn  and  Dissenters,  and  to  deal 
with  the  quoation  not  a*  lawyers  or  Church- 
men, but  on  grounds  of  public  policy. 
;     ;.  WALTOLB  :   Sir.  1   think  it  do- 

oio  that  the  House  should  understand 
icdy  the  position  in  which  wo  niv  pU)ce\l. 

I  UoKC  Sccrotary  has  (hixtwn   out  a 
i       ^eatioK  thai  the  Bill  should  be  with- 
in and  that  the  whole  matter  >hould 
ned  t«  a  Select  Committee:  but 
And  loamed  Gentleman  who  has 
wiahos  to  affirm  tho  principle 
tlie  second  reading,  »nd  be- 
1.  Now  before  1  proceed.  1 
10  2      w  from  the  hor.  Gen* 
il     ge  of  U)i»  Bill,  whether 
e  ao  (he  propoaition  of 


the  Home  Secretary  ?  [Mr.  Dillwts  inti- 
mated dissent.]  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  accede  to  that  soggestiont  I  will 
support  the  proposition  for  referring  the 
subject  matter  of  the  Hill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee; hut  if  he  does  not.  I  think  I  can 
show  him  and  the  House  that  he  is  asking 
the  House  to  affirm  a  principle  to  which  it 
ought  not  to  listen  for  a  single  moment ; 
and  that  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  ought  to  he  the 
first  persons  to  dissuade  the  Hoiue  from 
assenting  to  that  principle.  The  principle 
attempt^  to  he  affirmed  hy  thia  Bui  is  such 
an  alteration  in  the  law  of  eTidence,  aa  that 
it  will  not  be  applicable  to  all  clasaea  of 
the  community,  but  to  one  class  only.  Now, 
I  ask  whether  the  Gorernment  «re  pre- 
pared to  sanction  such  au  alteration  of  the 
law  of  evidence  ?  If  the  Government  reply 
in  the  affirmative,  I  tell  them  tho  conse- 
quence will  be  that  we  shall  have  one  law 
of  evidence  for  one  class  of  the  commimity, 
and  a  different  law  for  another  class,  and 
Buch  a  consequence  has  never  been  admitted. 
If,  however,  the  Government  state  that  they 
propose — as  I  believe  is  the  case — to  have 
ono  law  of  evidence  with  reference  to  this 
particular  suhjeet,  applicable  to  all  classes 
of  tho  community — a  law  of  evidence 
founded  on  the  principle  of  the  Dissenters' 
Relief  Act — then  there  will  bene  oppositioa 
on  my  part  to  such  a  proposition.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  last  spoke  sud, 
that  the  object  was  to  remedy  a  great  grieT- 
anco ;  but  the  grievance  he  pointed  out  will 
not  bo  remedied  by  this  Bill.  In  the  next 
place,  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
preamble  of  this  Bill  does  not  coincide  with 
the  enacting  clauses;  and,  in  the  third 
place,  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
statements  which  have  been  dinnfmninatsd 
throughout  tho  country  as  to  the  natnre  of 
tho  decision  of  the  Court  of  Ghanoeiy  do 
not  accurately  represent  the  ^Vmtiiwi  of 
that  Court,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
erroneous  statement  you  are  asked  to 
affirm  propositions  totally  at  vatiaiioe  with 
the  facts  of  the  case.  Even  my  boa.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Nnttiiwham 
(Mr.  Mellor)  has  gravely  toU  the  flioma 
that  the  Court  of  Chaaoery  haa  jkioidod 
that  a  Dissenter  cannot  be  a  Croateo  for  a 
charitable  institution,  beeaose  ht  k  not 
**  an  honest  man/'  [**  No.**]  Wall,  Ikl 
hon.  and  Ic-amod  Gentleman  left  the  HooM 
to  infer  so.  The  hon.  Member  fcr  Bir- 
mingham ^Mr.  Bright)  seems  to  inngiae  I 
am  staling  that  which  has  act  baeaaHHi* 
odon  the  part  of  thepvamelonaf  ihiBflL 


757 


Endowed 


{July  6,1859} 


Sehooli  Bill. 


758 


But  18  that  so  ?  My  lion,  and  learned 
Friend  quoted  Torj  nearly  the  words  of 
the  petition,  in  which  I  find  it  stated, 
"  that  from  the  recent  judicial  decision 
in  reference  to  the  Ilminster  School  trusts, 
all  Her  Majesty's  suhjects  who  are  en- 
titled *  Proteatant  Dissenters'  are  dis> 
qonlified  from  acting  as  trustees  or  ad- 
ministrators in  all  cases  in  which  the 
penons  filling  those  offices  are  required 
to  be  honest  and  discreet  persons,  capable 
of  teaohing  godly  as  well  as  other  educa- 
tion. *'  Now,  that  is  the  statement  which 
has  been  disseminated  throughout  the  coun- 
try;  but  what  has  the  Court  of  Chancery 
demded  H  I  speak  in  the  presence  of  the 
Attorn^  General,  and  of  the  late  Solicitor 
General,  who  are  better  able  to  instruct 
the  House  on  this  subject  than  any  other 
penons,  setting  aside  the  Judges,  and  I 
iSf  the  Court  of  Chancery  hat»  simply  de- 
oioed  that  according  to  certain  rules  of  in- 
terpretation which  they  apply  to  instru- 
ments, drawn  from  the  circumstances  of 
the  times  in  which  those  instruments  were 
eieeoted,  the  inference  must  bo  drawn 
that  «  charity  was  founded  with  a  given 
objeet^  although,  had  the  circumstances  at- 
tending the  foundation  been  different,  it 
might  have  been  decided  that  it  had  been 
fiNUided  with  another  object.  In  other 
words,  the  Court  of  Chancery  has  simply 
decided  that  I  wish  you  to  maintain  as  the 
kir  of  eridenoe — that  you  must  look,  in 
Ae  first  instance,  to  the  instrument  creat- 
ing the  trust  as  the  evidence  to  determine 
the  nature  of  the  trust ;  but  if  there  is  am- 
Ugnity  in  the  instrument,  or  if  it  is  silent 
■a  to  particular  points,  then  you  must 
look  to  the  circumstances  of  the  time  or 
to  the  usage  which  has  gone  along  with 
that  trust  from  the  time  of  its  foundation. 
The  Dissenters'  Relief  Act  lays  down  pre- 
eiaely  that  principle  enunciated  by  the  Court 
of  Chancery  which  you  are  attempting  to 
disturb,  namely,  that  where  an  usage  of 
twenty  *fiTey  ears  has  gone  along  with  a  trust, 
the  trust  is  to  he  upheld  according  to  that 
mage,  unless  there  is  anything  in  the  deed 
of  :trust  contrary  to  such  usage.  You  are 
■ow  asking  Parliament  to  disturb  or  rather 
torererse  that  principle.     If  you  tell  me 

Ci  intend  to  do  something  else  than  the 
gnage  of  this  Bill  purports  to  do,  my 
answer  is,  that  nothing  is  more  dangerous 
than  to  introduce  Bills  and  get  them 
afinned  by  a  second  reading,  which  involve 
eipressly  one  principle  when  you  intend  to 
establish  another.  The  consequence  of 
going  on  with  this  Bill  will  be  to  establish 


the  principle  that  usage  is  not  to  be  exer- 
cised in  future  in  the  interpretation  of 
trusts.  You  are  introducing  this  principle, 
which  is  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Dissenters'  Relief  Act,  and  that  too  for  the 
first  time.  Well,  I  now  ask  the  promoters 
of  this  Bill,  are  you  prepared  to  make  your 
first  clause  general?  This  will  test  it. 
Instead  of  providing  that  "  no  endowed 
school  or  educational  charity  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  been  founded  for  the 
purpose  of  afibrding  religious  instruction 
according  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  England  exclusively,  unless  from  the 
language  of  the  instrument  founding  or 
endowing  the  charity  it  shall  appear  that 
such  was  the  intention  of  the  founder 
thereof,"  will  you  omit  the  words  **  accord- 
ing to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land exclusively,"  and  substitute  the  words, 
"  according  to  the  doctrines  of  any  religious 
denomination  or  religious  body?"  No! 
You  will  never  do  that.  For  if  you  do 
you  will  at  once  repeal  the  Dissenters' 
Relief  Act,  and  establish  a  law  of  evidence 
which  is  contrary  to  its  name,  it  would 
exclude  considerations  of  usage.  Again, 
let  me  ask  you,  if  you  pass  the  Bill  in 
its  present  form,  what  will  you  do  with 
regard  to  Roman  Catholic  charities? 
You  have  been  obliged,  year  after  year, 
to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  generid 
law  with  respect  to  Roman  Catholic  cha- 
rities— and  why  ?  Because  those  charities 
were  founded  upon  usage,  and  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  apply  the  same  forms  to  them 
which  you  apply  to  other  charities.  Will 
you  in  future  establish  as  your  general  rule 
of  evidence,  that  usage  is  not  to  be  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  interpretation  and  con- 
struction of  these  charitable  trusts,  and 
tell  the  Roman  Catholics  as  a  body  that 
not  one  of  their  charities  can  bo  carried 
into  effect  ?  This  is  the  result  at  which  you 
will  arrive  if  you  affirm  the  principle  of  a 
Bill  which  will  entirely  destroy  the  law  of 
evidence  with  reference  to  usage.  You  can 
settle  the  only  practical  grievance  which  is 
alleged  to  exist  by  adopting  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Home  Secretary.  That  practical 
grievance  is,  that  certain  persons  who  are 
supposed  to  have  rights  in  certain  charities 
can  no  longer  enjoy  those  rights  in  con- 
sequence of  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  Bill.  If  that  be  the  case,  remedy 
the  grievance  at  once  by  an  enactment  in 
words  which  will  have  that  effect,  but  do 
not  attempt  to  do  so  by  a  Bill  which  it  is 
admitted  by  every  speaker  will  have  a  dif- 
ferent operation  from  that  which  it  pro- 


769 


Endowed 


{COMMONS I 


Schooh  Bill 


760 


fesBCB.     As  reasonable  men  you  must  see  ; 
that  the  proper  method   of   settling   the 
question  is  to  ascertain  the  practical  griev- 
ance and  then  apply  a  remedy ;  not  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  affirming  a  principle  which  ^ 
every  speaker  who  has  addressed  the  House  . 
contends  will   have   a  different  operation  | 
from  that  which  the  supporters  of  the  Bill . 
say  it  ought  to  have.     I  entreat  the  House 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  Home  Se- , 
cretary ;  but  if  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  j 
will  not  accede  to  that  suggestion,  then 
I    say   we   ought  to   refuse   to   affirm   a 
principle  which  must  lead   to   most  fatal 
consequences   with   reference  to  all    cha- 
ritable   trusts    if    such    a    law    as    that 
which    is  proposed   should    ever    become 
general. 

Mb.  WALTER  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
prolong  the  discussion,  but  as  it  had  been 
said  there  was  considerable  unanimity  of 
opinion  on  the  subject,  ho  thought  ll.c 
better  course,  instead  of  proceeding  to  a 
division,  would  be  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  to  refer  the  question  to  a 
Select  Committee.  His  belief  was,  not 
only  that  the  Bill  could  never  pass  in  its 
present  shape,  but  that  it  was  not  fit  to  go 
into  Committee.  The  Bill  professed  to 
provide  a  remedy  for  one  grievance,  but  he 
believed  that  it  would  create  a  thousand 
grievances.  The  only  practical  grievance 
which  existed  was  that,  by  a  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  certain  gentlemen 
who  were  trustees  of  a  particular  charity, 
being  Dissenters,  had  been  removed  from 
their  position  in  the  trust,  contrary  to  the 
prescriptive  usage  of  150  years.  Ho  ad- 
mitted that  that  was  a  practical  grievance; 
but  the  effect  of  this  Bill,  if  it  became  law, 
would  be  to  abolish  the  prescriptive  usage 
of  centuries  with  regard  to  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  charities  of  this  country  ; 
and  he  trusted  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  would  agree  to  refer  the  question 
to  a  Select  Committee,  where  alone,  ho  be- 
lieved, the  difficulties  and  intricacies  of  the 
subject  could  be  fairly  dealt  with. 

Mb.  BRIGHT  :  I  wish  only  to  refer  to 
one  observation  which  fell  from  the  lion. 
Member  for  Taunton  (Mr.  Mills).  The 
hon.  Member  mentioned  a  case  in  which 
he  thought  this  Bill  would  create  a  griev- 
anoe.  It  is  quite  possible  that  might  be  so, 
Imt  I  am  sure  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dill- 
wjn)  will  endeavour  to  meet  that  case  by 
the  introduction  of  any  words  which  it  may 
thought  nocessary  to  insert  in  tho  Bill. 
1     it  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
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Walpole)  also  suggested  that  certain  words 
should  be  introduced  into  the  Bill  with  re> 
fercnce  to  the  Dissenting  sects.     I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  will  have  no  objection  to 
extend  the  principle  of  his  measure  to  the 
Dissenting  sects.      So  far  as  I  know  the 
opinions  of  the  members  of  the  free  churches 
of  this  country  I  believe  they  do  not  wish 
to  apply  any  principles  to  the  Established 
Church  which  they  would  not  be  willing  to 
have  applied  to  themselves  ;  and  if  I  am  au- 
thorized by  my  hon.  Friend  in  making  that 
statement,  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
may  fairly  be  called  upon  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  lately  about  what  may  be  done 
with  Bills  in  Committee,  and  I  believe  that 
in  Committee  this  Bill  might  be  rendered  a 
very  useful  and  satisfactory  measure.    A 
most  curious  state  of  things  appears  how- 
ever to  prevail  upon  the  Treasury  Bench. 
I  find  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  the  name  of 
the  Attorney  General,  and  we  have  heard 
from   him  a  speech  which  was,  I  think, 
conclusive  with   regard   to  this  question. 
We  have  hoard  a  great  deal  about  "har- 
monious colleagues,"  and  we  hare  heard  it 
said  that  a  Government,   in  order  to  be 
strong,  ought  to  be  agreed  upon  all  great 
quesiions  ;  but  I  am  very   sorry   to  find 
that,  upon  the  very  first  proposition  made 
to  the  House,  somebody  does  not  agree 
with  somebody  else,  aud  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  is  asked  to  withdraw  his  Bill, 
in  order,  I  suppose,  that  we  may  not  have 
the  old  spectacle  of  one  portion  of  the  Go- 
vernment going  into  one  lobby  and  another 
portion  into  the  other.     I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  divide  the  House.     He  has  be- 
fore him  the  example  of  the  question  of 
church  rates.    We  know  how  that  question 
has  been  treated,  how  many    impossible 
propositions  have  been   submitted  to  as 
from  the  opposite  side, — and  we  are  now 
almost    unanimously  of  opinion   that  the 
question  can  only  be  settled  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  tho  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock.     ["  No,  no."]     I  regard  this  as 
a  question  very  much  of  the  same  character. 
You  cannot  deal  with  it  by  halves.     Yon 
must  admit  the  honest  fair  principle  for 
which  the  Bill  contends.     I  am  sure  yoa 
cannot   keep  matters  as  they   are,  and, 
although  you  may  refuse  to  pass  the  Bill 
this  Session,  I  believe  that  the  more  the 
subject  is  discussed  the  more  likely  will  the 
House  be  to  come  to  a  unanimous  oondii- 
sion.     If  I  were  to  tell  the  House  honestlv 
my  precise  notion,  it  is  that  the  Bill  wul 
not   take   anythmg  whaterer    from   the 
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Bstablished  Chnroh.  I  belieye,  indeed, 
that  ihe  cases  in  which  it  would  make  any 
change  whaterer  are  exceedingly  few,  and 
these,  as  far  as  I  can  gather,  are  the  opi- 
nions of  the  promoters  of  the  measure. 
Qenerally  speaKing,  in  the  case  of  these 
schools  the  appointment  of  trustees  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  bishops,  of  persons  con- 
nected with  the  Established  Church,  of 
lam  landed  proprietors,  or  of  corporate 
bodies  of  one  kind  or  another  ;  and  this 
Bill  does  not  propose  in  the  slightest  degree 
to  interfere  with  the  power  of  appointment 
which  these  parties  possess.  I  believe, 
therefore,  speaking  generally,  that  if  this 
BiU  passes  into  law,  there  will  not  be,  ten 
years  hence,  any  considerable  number  of 
cases  in  which  any  difference  had  been  oc- 
casioned by  its  operation.  I  do  believe, 
however,  tnat  it  would  do  much  to  satisfy 
the  minds  of  the  great  body  of  the  Dissent- 
ing sects  in  the  country,  who  feel  that  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  denies 
to  them  the  commonest  rights  of  citizens. 
1  hope,  therefore,  that  my  hou.  Friend 
will  divide  the  House,  and  that  we  shall 
not  see  the  spectacle  of  any  Members  of 
ihe  Goremment  calling  themselves  Liberal 
going  into  the  lobby  against  the  Bill. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY:  I  must  say.  Sir, 
that  after  the  course  which  this  debate 
has  taken  the  proposition  made  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
with  reference  to  this  Bill  seems  to  me 
very  reasonable.  I  think  the  course  of 
the  debate  has  shown  that  there  is  a  prac- 
tical grievance  which  requires  a  legisla- 
tive remedy.  That  is  a  great  admission 
to  obtain  from  the  House.  It  was  dis- 
tinctly and  candidly  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Belfast  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns),  and  I  was  very  glad  to  hear 
him  pledge  himself  to  give  his  assistance  in 
devising  a  legislative  remedy  ;  but  I  think 
it  has  also  been  established  that  grave 
doubts  exist  whether  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  is  likely  to  apply  an 
efficient  legislative  remedy.  Under  these 
droomstances  what  my  right  hon.  Friend 
proposes  is  that  we  should  hesitate  in 
adopting  this  Bill  without  further  inquiry 
into  the  precise  nature  and  extent  of  the 
grievance  and  the  best  mode  of  providing 
a  remedy;  and  I  think  the  proposal  a 
reasonable  one.  I  think  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Walpole)  have  rather  tended  to  lead  the 
House  away  from  the  real  question  at 
issue.  He  says  that  the  Bill  proposes 
generally  to  alter  the  law  of  evidence  upon 


which  the  Court  of  Chancery  acts.  Now, 
this  Bill  refers,  not  to  modern  educational 
trusts,  in  which  the  intentions  of  the 
founders  may  he  clearly  ascertained,  but 
to  very  ancient  educational  trusts,  some  of 
them  dating  before  the  Reformation,  and 
others  at  an  early  period  of  our  history, 
containing  the  words  "godly  and  honest 
men,"  which  at  the  time  were  necessarily 
restricted  to  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  as  they  were  used  at  a  time  when 
the  numerous  classes  of  Dissenters  had 
no  existence.  These  educational  trusts 
were,  in  fact,  intended  to  benefit  the  whole 
community,  because  the  Church  then  em- 
braced the  whole  community.  But  in  the 
lapse  of  centuries  the  circumstances  of 
the  country  in  this  respect  have  widely 
changed,  and  in  the  spirit  of  these  ancient 
foundations  other  religious  denominations 
have  a  claim  to  share  the  benefits  of 
these  educational  grants  where  there  are 
no  express  words  showing  an  intention 
to  limit  the  application  of  the  endow- 
ments. When,  therefore,  the  petition, 
which  has  been  referred  to,  points  out  that 
the  Dissenter  is  excluded  from  any  share 
in  the  administration  of  these  trusts,  be- 
cause it  is  required  that  the  trustees  should 
be  "godly  and  honest,"  it  states  what  is 
perfectly  true  with  reference  to  educa- 
tional establishments  founded  in  the  time 
of  Edward  YI.,  when  those  words  bore  a 
construction  which  was  then  necessarily 
placed  upon  them,  but  which  could  not  be 
put  upon  them  now.  I  think  the  House  has 
shown  in  the  course  of  this  debate  that  it 
is  willing  to  entertain  the  claim  now  put 
forward  on  the  part  of  Dissenters  upon 
this  general  ground.  I  have  great  doubt 
whether  the  Bill  in  its  present  form  would 
really  effect  the  object  it  is  intended  to  ac- 
complish. I  think  some  inquiry  is  neces- 
sary, and  the  question  is  whether  we  should 
have  such  inquiry  before  we  assent  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  or  whether  the  Bill 
should  be  read  a  second  time  and  be  then 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  The  dif- 
ference between  us  is  thus  reduced  to  an 
almost  infinitesimal  degree.  I  should  hope 
there  will  be  no  division,  but  although  I 
think  the  Bill  would  require  very  consider- 
able amendment  in  Committee,  I  am  dis- 
posed to  vote  for  a  second  reading,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  charge  of  it 
presses  for  a  vote  on  its  principle.  It 
may  then  bo  referred  to  the  considera- 
tion  of  a  Select  Committee,  which  I  think 
nii((ht  usefully  inquire  into  the  position  of 
endowed  sohools  and  educational  charities, 
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with  reference  to  the  effeet  of  the  recent 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House  seemed  to  leave 
in  douht  what  was  the  recommendation  or 
decision  at  which  the  Government  had 
arrived.  Should  the  House  agree,  as  he 
trusted  it  would,  to  negative  the  question 
that  the  Bill  be  "now"  read  a  second 
time,  Gentlemen  on  that,  the  Opposition, 
side  of  the  House  would  be  prepared  to 
substitute  for  the  Amendment  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time  that  day  three  months 
words  to  tliis  effect — that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  inquire  how  far, 
having  regard  to  usage  and  the  declared 
trusts  of  foundations,  the  educational  chari- 
ties of  England  and  Wales  could  be  made 
available  for  the  education  of  the  children 
of  persons  dissenting  from  the  doctrine  and 
discipline  of  the  Church  of  England.  He 
believed  that  a  proposal  of  that  nature 
would  meet  the  equity  and  justice  of  the 
case,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  supported 
by  both  sides  of  the  House. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  Sir,  as  my  constituents  naturally 
feel  a  deep  interest  in  this  question,  I  trust 
I  may  be  allowed  very  briefly  to  state  my 
opinions  on  the  subject.  A  distinction 
without  a  difference  is  commonly  thought 
to  be  an  absurd  thing,  and  I  think  a  divi- 
sion without  a  differenco  is  much  worse.  I 
may  safely  say,  after  listening  to  a  debate 
of  three  or  four  hours,  that  there  has  been 
a  general  concurrence  of  opinion — so  far 
as  opinions  have  been  definitely  expressed 
— on  both  sides  of  the  House.  The  late 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  has 
made  a  douhle  admission,  or  rather  a  double 
statement,  that  the  law  requires  amend- 
ment. In  his  opinion,  if  I  understood  him 
correctly,  there  ought  to  be  some  statutory 
affirmation  of  the  principle  of  usage  as  ap- 
plicable to  endowed  schools  and  educational 
charities,  and  he  also  thinks  that  in  lieu 
of  the  cumbrous,  uncertain,  and  somewhat 
hazardous  process  of  procuring  what  arc 
called  **  conscience  clauses''  in  particular, 
some  general  law  should  be  established  by 
the  Legislature.  These  are  admissions  on 
the  opposite  side,  and  I  have  not  heard  on 
this  side  anything  more  definite  in  its 
terms  or  that  has  gone  beyond  these  ad- 
missions. The  hon.  Member  for  Birniinor- 
ham  has  spoken  of  the  great  principle 
asserted  by  this  Bill,  and  he  seems  to  think 
the  vote  of  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  determined,  not  with  re- 
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ference  to   the   particular   merits  of  the 
measure,  but  rather  by  the  political  title 
which  the  Government  is  supposed,  to  bear. 
Now,  I  do  not  see  in  this  measure  the  ele- 
ments of  party  difference ;  because  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  is  entitled 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  party  with  which 
he  acts  substantially  concurs  with  every 
hon.  Member  who  has  spoken  on  this  side 
the  House.     In  point  of  fact,  we  have  r^ 
duced  our  difference  to  the  narrowest  limits. 
On  the  one  side  it  is  argued  that  a  Com- 
mittee ought  to  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject,  and  on  the  other  side  it  is 
admitted   that  a  Committee  ought  to  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Bill.    Tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  says,  "Let 
us  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  becaaie 
it  is  susceptible  of  amendment,"  and  he 
adds  with  great  significance^  "  We  have 
been  told  lately  that  a  great  deal  can  be 
done   with  a  Bill  in  Committee."    It  ii 
quite  true  we  were  told  that  many  thingi 
might  bo  done  in  Committee  with  a  Bill ; 
but  a  majority  of  the  House  decided  tbt 
they  should  not  be  done,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  was  one  of  iKe 
majority  who  supported  that  deoisioii.   It 
is  admitted,  on  the  one  hand,  that  if  the 
Bill  goes  into   Committee    iti  chaiMter 
must  be  very  materially  altered  ;  and,  bo 
far  as  an  anticipaUon  can  be  formed,  I 
think  it  is  very  unlikely  that  the  only  im- 
portant enacting  clause  of  the  metuN 
would   survive  the  operations  of  a  Geoi- 
mittce.     My  noble  Friend  who  apoke  Uit 
(Lord  John  Manners)  stated  that  if  tbe 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the  M 
were  negatived  he  would  be  ready  to  move 
for  a  Committee  of   Inquiry.     I  woald 
therefore  suggest  that  the  propoaal  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time  this  day  three  mondu 
should  be  withdrawn.     It  wonld  then  still 
be  open  to  those  who  wished  to  negatiis 
the  second  reading  now  to  do  bo  ;  and  the 
desiro  being,  no  doubt,  to  remoTe  real  dif- 
ficulties out  of  the  way,  and  to  reeogoiio 
reasonable  objections,    those   who  migbt 
not,  perhaps,  be  ready  to  agree  to  the  se- 
cond reading  of  this  BUI  now  ought  not  to 
be  made  to  vote  for  its  abaolnte  rejoetbo, 
which  might  be  interpreted  into  a  denisl 
that  there  was  any  neceaaity  for  legislatioi 
at  all.     Tho  question  is  whether  there  ii 
to  be  a  Committee  on  the  Bill  or  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  whole  auhjeot.     I  eaimot 
but  admit,  wholly  apart  from  anj  qnestioB 
of  party  politics  or  even  of  the  meriti  of 
this  immediate  subject,  that  there  is  the 
greatest  force  in  the  objection  of  thow  wiio 
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k  ft  bad  and  inconyenient  practice, 
cftwiMSe  flimply  to  the  rules  of  the 
I  of  Coimnons,  to  affirm  Bills  on  the 
I  nadingv  with  the  view  of  going  into 
attea  to  consider  provisions  which 
itieipate  will  there  probahly  undergo 
tllaratlon.  It  appears  to  me  that'the 
iid  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
kaiy  is  we  one  most  convenient  to  all 
s.  I  tmst  we  shall  not  be  obliged, 
I  one  band,  to  appear  to  resist  a  pro- 

io  reasonable,  or  on  the  other  to 
tlia  necessity  for  legislation,  which 
ipeakor  has  admitted.  But  in  an- 
bo  the  appeal  that  has  been  made,  so 

I  am  concerned,  I  must  say,  think- 

Slight  hon.  Friend's  suggestion  the 
is  my  intention  to  abide  by  it. 
•  HBNLET  wished  to  guard  himself 
kte.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the 
>  from  being  supposed  to  assent  to 
roposition  that  a  grievance  had  been 
1.  m  this  case.  He  was,  however, 
diaposed  to  inquire  into  the  facts, 
so  whether  there  was  a  grievance  or 
Tbo  facts  had  been  so  much  con- 
lad  by  great  lawyers  on  both  sides 
House  that  he  was  unable  to  satisfy 
ind  as  to  what  was  really  the  effect 
s  deoision  which  was  said  to  have 
all  this  question.  So  obscure  was 
iatter  that  since  the  House  met  in 

5  the  author  of  this  measure  had 
three  essentially  different  ver- 
bfhis  own  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
old  them  he  did  not  want — that,  on 
Nitrary,  it  would  be  very  objection- 
-to  have  Dissenting  trustees  for  a 
ih  of  England  school.  In  the  second 
n  of  this  Bill,  however,  ho  had  pro- 

to  do  that  very  thing.  [Mr.  Dill- 
iiisented.]     The  hon.  Member  might 

his  head,  but  it  was  provided  in 
Bill  that  no  person  should  be  decm- 
wmpetent  to  act  as  feoffee  or  trus- 
f  a  school  by  reason  of  his  dissent 
Ae  doctrines  of  the  Church.  Wiien, 
^ora,  they  had  three  Bills  placed  be- 
jiem  in  the  space  of  four  or  five 
ia»  all  differing  widely  in  their  terms, 
rben  no  two  lawyers  exactly  agreed 
what  the  grievance  was  which  they 
I  cure,  it  was  impossiblo  to  assent  to 
wond  reading  of  this  measure.  Ho 
d  that  the  recommendation  of  the 

Secretary  would  be  adopted. 
.  DILLWYN,  in  reply,  said  the  por- 
rf  No.  2  Bill  which  the  right  hon. 
ler  for  Oxfordshire  had  referred  to, 
d    to    the    very   class   of   endowed 


schools  now  in  dispute,  and  which  ho  de- 
nied belonged  to  the  Church  of  England. 
lu  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  University,  he  could  only  en* 
dorse  what  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham had  said — namely,  that  though 
he  should  like  to  see  them  first,  he  shomd 
be  happy  to  accept  such  clauses  as  would 
prevent  Dissenters  from  having  any  excep- 
tional or  undue  preference  over  Church- 
men. As  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  that  he  should  postpone  or 
withdraw  the  Bill,  he  could  only  say  that 
the  regular  mode  was  to  determine  first  on 
what  principle  they  should  proceed,  and 
then  consider  how  they  were  to  carry  it 
out.  After  deciding  on  the  principle  he 
was  quite  ready  to  go  into  Committee ; 
and  he  thought  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
might  be  susceptible  of  improvement  or 
amendment.  His  object  was  to  put  Church- 
men and  Dissenters  as  nearly  as  possible 
on  a  footing  of  religious  equality.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  said  that  his  Bill  was  little  else 
than  the  assertion  of  a  naked  principle. 
That  principle  had  been  illustrated  by  the 
hon.  Seconder  of  the  Amendment  who  said 
that  so  long  as  the  Church  of  England 
maintained  its  present  national  status  a 
Dissenter  was  not  in  fact  upon  a  par  of 
religious  equality  with  a  Churchman.  Ho 
wished  so  far  as  it  was  practicable  to  dimi- 
nish that  inequality,  and  he  was  particular- 
ly desirous  of  testing  the  opinions  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  that  principle,  in 
order  that  he  might  determine  whether  or 
not  he  could  give  them  his  hearty  sup- 
port. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  210;  Noes 
192  :  Majority  18. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Adam,  W.  G.  F.  L.  P.  Bethell,  Sir  R. 

Agar-Ellis,  hon.  Biggs,  J. 

Agnew,  Sir  A.  Black,  A. 

Alcock,  T.  Bonham-Carter,  J. 

Angerstein,  W,  Bouverie,  rt.  hon.  E.  P. 

Ashley,  Lord  Bouverie,  hon.  P.  P. 

AyrtoD,  A.  S.  Bowyer,  G. 

Bagwell,  J.  Brady,  J. 

Bailey,  0.  Brand,  hon.  H. 

Baines,  E.  Bright,  J. 

Ball,  E.  Briscoe,  J.  I. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  SirF.T.  Bristow,  A.  R. 

Baxter,  W.  E.  Brocklehurst,  J. 

Bazley,  T.  Browne,  Lord  J.  T. 

Bcale,  S.  Bruce,  II.  A. 

Beamish,  F.  B.  Buchanan,  W. 

Beaumont,  W.  B.  Buller,  J.  W, 

Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F.  Butler,  0.  S. 

Berkeley,  Ool.  F.  W.  F.  Butt,  I. 
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Buxton,  C.  King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 

Cairdf  J.  Kinglake,  A.  W. 

Calthorpe,  hon.  F.  II.     Laing,  S. 


W.  G. 

CaTendisb,  hon.  W. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
Ohiy,  J. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cliflford,  Col. 
Clinton,  Lord  R. 
CUto,  G. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Coningham,  W. 
Craufurd,  £.  H.  J. 
Crawford,  R.  W. 
OroBsley,  F. 
DalgUsh  R. 
Dayey,  R. 
Davie,  Sir  II.  R.  F. 
Dayie,  Col.  F. 
Denison,  hon.  W. 
Divett,  E. 
Dodson,  J.  G. 
Douglas,  SirC. 
Dunbar,  Sir  W. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Dundas,  F. 
Dunlop,  A.  M. 
Egerton,  E.  C. 
Ellice,  rt.  hon.  K. 
Esmondo,  J. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewart,  J.  C. 
Swing,  H.  E.  C. 
Fenwick,  H. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
FitzRoy,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Foley,  J.  H. 
Foley,  H.  W. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forstcr,  C. 
Foster,  W.  0. 
Fortescue,  C.  S. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gavin,  Major 
Gilpin,  C. 
Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 


Langston,  J.  II. 
Langton,  W.  H.  G. 
Lawson,  W. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  W. 
Levinge,  Sir  R. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  W.  S. 
Locke,  John 
Lowe,  i*t.  hon.  R. 
M'Cann,  J. 
Mackic,  J. 
Maokinnon,  Wm.  Alex. 

(Lymington) 
M*Mahon.  P. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Massey,  W.  N. 
Matheson,  A. 
Mellor,  J. 
Merry,  J. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
MiUer,  W. 
Mills,  A. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Noble,  J.  W. 
Norris,  J.  T. 
North,  F. 

O'Connell,  Capt.  D. 
Ogilvy,  Sir  J. 
Onslow,  G. 
Paoke,  G.  II. 
Paget,  C. 
Paxton  Sir  J. 
Pease,  II. 
Poto,  Sir  S.  M. 
Pigott,F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Pinney,  Col. 
Pollard-Urquhart,  W. 
Portman,  hon.W.  II.  B. 
Pryse,  E.  L. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J.  W. 
Ricardo,  0. 


Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.     Ridley,  G. 
Grenfell,  C.  P.  Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 


Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Gurdon,  B. 
Iladfield,  G. 
Ilandley,  J. 
Hankey,  T. 
Ilanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hartington,  Marq. 


Robertson,  D. 
Roupell,  W. 
Russell,  liOrd  J. 
Russell,  II. 
Russell,  A. 
Russell,  F.  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  J. 
Salt,  T. 


Ileadlam,  rt.  hon.  T.  E.     Schenley,  E.  W.  11. 


Ilcneago,  G.  F, 
Ilcnlcy,  Lord 
Hodgson,  K.  D. 
Horsman,  rt.  hon.  E. 
llutt,  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
Ingram,  II. 
James,  £.  J. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  C. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Keating,  Sir  II.  S. 
Kershaw,  J. 


Scholefield,  W. 
Scott,  Sir  W. 
Seymour,  H.  D. 
Seymour,  W.  1). 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shcridcin,  H.  B. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Somervillo,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  M. 
Stanley,  Lord 
StansAeld,  J. 


Steel,  J. 
Stouart,  A. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sturt,  N. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Sykos,  Col.  W.  H. 
Talbot,  C.R.  M. 
Taylor,  H. 
Thornhill,  W.  P. 
Tite,  W. 

Tollomache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Trckiwny,SirJ.  S. 
Vivian,  II.  H. 
Watkina,  Col.  L. 
Wemyss,  J.  II.  E. 
Western,  S. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  B, 


Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  Col.  L. 
Wiokham,  H.  W. 
Willoox,  B.  M'G. 
Williams,  W. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  B. 
Wilson,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Wise,  J.  A. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wynne,  C.  6. 
WyviU,  M. 

TILUBB. 

Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Porry,  Sir  T.  E. 


List  of  ike  Noes. 

Addorley,  rt.  hon.  0.  B.    Goo^go,  J. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  Gen.      Gilpin,  Col. 
Astell,  J.  n. 


Baring,  11.  B. 
Barrow,  W.  H. 
Bcctive,  Earl  of 
Beceroft,  G.  S. 
Bontinck,  G.  W.  P. 
Beresford,  rt. hon.W. 
Blackburn,  P. 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Botfleld,  B. 
Bovill,  W. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bridges,  Sir  B.  W. 
Bruoe,  Mi^or  C. 
Bruen,  II. 
Buckley,  Gen. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Cairns^  Sir  II.  M'C. 
Cartwright,  Col. 
Churchill,  Lord  A.  S. 


Gladitone,  Oupt. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gordon,  C.  W. 
Gore,  J.  R.  0. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greenwood,  J. 
Gray,  Capt. 
Griffith,  C.  D. 
GroBvenor,  Earl 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanbury,  hon.  Cipt. 
Hardy,  G. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Ha8SMrci,M. 
Henley,  rt  hon.  J.  W. 
Hennessy,  J.  P. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  CoL  P. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 


Cochrane,  A.  D.  R.W.B.     Heygate,  Sfar  F.  V. 


Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Cole,  hon.  Col. 
Cooper,  C.  W. 
Curzon,  Visot. 
Dawson,  R.  P. 
Deedes,  W. 
Dickson,  Col. 
Du  Cane,  C. 
Duncombc,  hon.  W.  E. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Dutton,  hon.  R.  II. 
Earlc,  R.  A. 
Edwards,  Major 
Egcrton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Kgerton,  hn.  A.  F. 
Egcrton,  hn.  W. 
Elmley,  Visct. 
Elphinstone,  Sir  J.  D. 
Emiyn,  Visct. 


Hill,  Lord  E. 
UUI,hon.  R.C. 
Uoare,  J. 
Holdford,  R.  S. 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hopwood,  J.  T. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
ilorsfiOl,  T.  B. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howes,  E. 
Hubbwd,J.  G. 
Homberston,  P.  8. 
Hant,G.W. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
JormyUfEul 
Jcrris,  Capi. 
Joliflb,  rt.  bon.  SirW 
G.H. 


Estcourt,  rt.  hn.  T.  H.  S.     Kekewioh,  S.  T. 


Euston,  Earl  of 
Farqulmr,  Sir  M. 
Farrcr,  J. 
Fellowc<  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forester,  rt.  hon.  Col. 
Frecland,  II.  W. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gard,  R.  S. 
Gamett,  W.  J. 


Kendall,  N. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
Ker,  D.  S. 
King,  J.  K. 
Knatchlrall,  W.  F. 
Knightley,  VL 
Knox,  Col. 
Knoz^lMO.  WjorS. 
Leeke^SirH. 
Lcfroji  A* 
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f  hoii*  H.  G. 

f,  hon.  Col. 

UP. 

W. 

ad,  R. 

ir,  lioa«  Col. 

hon.F. 
by,K. 
iring,  T. 
ravrthn.Lord  J. 
SirW. 
T.J. 
I,  W.  T. 
pi,  Loi^  R. 
,0.  A. 
int,  Sir  G. 
1,0. 

I,  lion.  Major 
Kjf  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
•  W. 
c^Viflct. 
^,  C.  N. 
riyVisct. 

ton.  G.  J. 

Col. 

.d,W. 

O.W. 

lam,  Col. 

J. 

n,  P.  0. 

,  Major  W. 

.  OoL  W. 

H. 

t.  hon.  Gen. 

it,  hon.  Ool. 

9f,  Yisct. 

L.P. 
urd,  J. 
P. 

Sir  M.  W. 
,J.J. 


Role,  J. 
Salt,  T. 
Selwyn,  C.  J. 
Seymer,  11.  K. 
Sibtborp,  Major 
Smith,  Sir  F. 
Smith,  A. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stuart,  Major  W. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Stracoy,  Sir  H. 
Talbot,  hon.  W.  C. 
Taylor,  Col. 
Thynne,  Lord  E. 
Thynne,Lord  H. 
ToUcmache,  J. 
Torrens,  R. 
Upton,  hon.  Gen. 
Valletort,  Visct. 
Vance,  J. 
Vandeleur,  Col. 
Vansittart,  W. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Vernon,  L.  V. 
Walcott,  Admiral 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Walter,  J. 

Watlington,  J.  W.  P. 
Way,  A.  E. 
Wolby,  W.  E. 
Whiteside,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Whitmore,  H. 
Williams,  Col. 
Wyndham,  Gen. 
Wyndhara,  hon.  H. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Wynne,  W.  W.  E. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TELLHRS. 

Northcote,  Sir  S. 
Puller,  C.  W.  G. 


n  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
read  2\ 

©JOHN  MANNERS  inquired  what 
I  the  Government  intended  to  pursue 
ipeet   to  the  future  stages  of  this 

GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  the  course 
posed  to  take  was  in  entire  accordance 
he  suggestion  he  bad  already  made. 
d  of  the  Bill  being  submitted  to  a 
ittee  of  the  whole  House,  he  thought 
bt  to  be.  sent  to  a  Select  Committee, 
ereforo  now  begged  to  move,  that  it 
srred  to  a  Select  Committee  accord- 
ion made  and  Question  proposed, 
t'  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 

.DILLWYN,  before  he  assented  to 

nqposa),  wished  to  know  what  was  to 

oompoBition  of  the  Committee,  whe- 

U  CLIY.    [third  series]. 


then  it  was  to  inquire  and  take  evidence* 
or  merely  to  tliscuss  the  facts  already  as- 
certained; what  alterations  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  make  in  the  provisions, 
and  whether  they  intended  to  give  every 
facility  for  the  passing  of  the  measure  this 
Session,  or  merely  desired  to  defeat  it? 
The  Bill  was  a  very  short  one;  it  might 
very  well  be  discussed  in  the  whole  House; 
and  he  was  ready  to  adopt  everything  that 
would  make  it  a  good  and  practical  mea- 
sure. The  Motion  for  referring  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  ought  to  be  postponed 
till  to-morrow,  in  order  that  he  might  ob- 
tain assurances  from  the  Government  on 
the  points  he  had  named. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  had  not  the  least 
objection  to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
till  to-morrow  if  such  were  the  wish  of  the 
House;  but  it  was  necessary  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  nominated,  and  when  the 
Motion  for  that  purpose  wos  made,  every- 
opportunity  would  be  given  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  obtain  the  explanation  he 
desired.  An  adjournment  was,  therefore, 
unnecessary.  It  was,  of  course,  impossible 
now  to  state  what  clauses  the  Government, 
or  any  other  Member  who  might  sit  on  the 
Committee,  would  wish  to  propose;  but  it 
was  well  known  that  it  was  in  the  power 
of  a  Select  Committee  entirely  to  remodel 
any  Bill  that  was  referred  to  them — [a 
laugh],  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  be  amused 
at  the  fact,  but  he  had  simply  stated  what 
was  one  of  the  Orders  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CONING  ham  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  would  adhere 
to  a  postponement  of  this  question  until 
to-morrow  or  some  other  occasion.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance, and  one  on  which  the  Liberal 
party  ought  to  enter  into  no  compromise. 
The  course  taken  by  the  Government  on 
this  matter  would  show  whether  their  po- 
licy was  likely  to  entitle  them  to  support. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  the  Motion  of 
the  Home  Secretary  was  rather  irregular, 
and  had  evidently  taken  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  by  surprise.  The  usual  course 
was  for  the  hon.  Member  who  had  charge 
of  a  Bill  to  fix  the  day  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee, and  then  it  was  competent  for  any 
hon.  Gentleman  to  move  as  an  Amendment 
that  there  should  be  a  reference  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  Nobody  had  been  pre- 
pared for  this  sudden  proposal,  which, 
moreover,  would  have  the  effect  of  taking 
the  Bill  entirely  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  brought  it  in.  The 
Motion  should  therefore  now  be  withdrawn, 
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and  by  tlic  time  tho  day  for  going  into 
Comuiitteo  had  been  fixed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  the  Government 
might  have  made  up  their  minds  as  to 
the  course  they  were  to  pursue.  If  tliey 
then  persisted  in  wishing  for  a  Select 
Committee  they  might  move  an  Amend- 
ment accordingly. 

AFr.  BOUVIilRIE  thought  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
would  delay  tlie  progress  of  the  Bill,  while 
that  of  the  Home  Secretary  would  facili- 
tate it.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
fixed  •the  next  stage  of  the  Bill,  it  could 
not  come  on  for  a  fortnight  or  so,  when 
they  would  have  another  debate  on  the 
question  of  referring  the  measure  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mr.  speaker  asked  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  had  moved  tho  ad- 
journment of  tho  debate  ? 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said  he  begged  to  move 
that  the  House  go  into  Committee  on  tho 
Bill  to-morrow. 

Mr.  speaker  said  that  tho  hon. 
Member,  having  already  spoken,  was  not 
then  entitled  to  make  a  Motion  ;  but  if  by 
any  misapprehension  on  his  part,  he  had 
not  heard  tho  hon.  Gentleman  move,  he 
was  sure  he  was  acting  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Ilouse  in  giving  him  an 
opportunity  of  moving  tho  adjournment. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  hoped  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  would  not  abandon  the 
charge  of  the  Bill.  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  ITouse  go  into  Committee  on  tho 
Bill  to-morrow. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber move  the  adjournment  ? 

Mr.  HADFIELD  :  Yes. 

Mr.  J.  HARDY  gave  notice,  tliat  on 
tho  Motion  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  he  would  move  a  general  Reso- 
lution, referring  the  whole  subject  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee  with  a  view  to  legislation 
on  it. 

Debate  adjourned  till  to-marrav:. 

aJ^peal  in  criminal  cases  bill. 

SECOND  BEADING. 

■ 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

,  H'MAHON,  in  moving  tho  second 
4  of  this  Bill,  said,  the  measure  was 
identical  with  one  that  had  been 
ft  seeolhd  time  last  year,  with  this  ex- 
n,  that  ho  had  omitted  from  the  pro- 
dill  all  the  clauses  which  had  been 
'  Dunds  of  objection  on  the  previous 
J    He  believed  tho  principle  of  tho 

jBbrfnum 


measure  was  approved  by  the  country,  and 
after  all  that  had  passed,  he  was  certainly 
surprised  to  learn  that  tho  Government 
v^ere  now  about  to  oppose  it ;  and  as  he 
had  only  forty  minutoB  left  before  the  ad- 
journment, and  could  not  hope  to  gain  any- 
thing by  postponing  the  second  reading,  he 
would  take  the  division  at  once.  It  might 
be  said  this  measure  was  unnecoB&ary,  be- 
cause tho  Government  intended  to  consoli- 
date the  whole  of  the  criminal  law.  The 
consolidation  of  the  criminal  law  had  been 
talked  of  now  for  nearly  thirty  years  and 
yet  nothing  had  been  done.  The  maio 
object  of  this  Bill  was  to  secure  to  a  per- 
son who  was  prosecuted  for  an  offence  in- 
volving his  life,  his  liberty,  and  his  pro- 
perty, the  same  right  of  having  the  sen- 
tence pronounced  against  him  reviewed, 
which  he  now  enjoyed  if  he  were  sued 
civilly  for  the  sum  of  sixpence.  In  the 
present  state  of  the  law,  if  a  person  charged 
with  a  criminal  offence  had  not  the  good 
luck  to  move  tho  indictment  before  trial 
into  tho  Queen's  Bench,  he  was  at  the 
mercy  of  tho  first  Judge  and  jury  before 
whom  he  might  be  brought.  His  only 
remedy  was  an  appeal  to  the  Home-office  ; 
but  there  was  a  manifest  impropriety  in 
sending  a  man  to  beg  a  pardon  from  a 
Secretary  of  State  when  he  ought  to  get 
redress  in  open  court.  What  his  Bill  pro- 
posed was  to  empower  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  to  grant  a  new  trial  after  a  verdict 
as  well  as  before  it,  and  he  trusted  that  so 
moderate  and  beneficial  a  measure  would 
receive  the  sanction  of  the  House.  The 
principle  had  been  approved  of  by  the 
Criminal  Law  Commission,  and  in  1844 
Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly  introduced  a  similar 
Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading  of 
tho  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  tho  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  tho  question  involved  in  the  seeond 
reading  of  this  Bill  was  not  simply  who* 
ther,  under  proper  guards,  an  appeal  upon 
questions  of  fact  should  be  allowed,  W 
whether  the  procedure  in  criminal  eases 
should  be  assimilated  tti  omnibus  to  that  in 
civil  causes,  and  such  a  proposition  he  felt 
bound  to  oppose.  At  pi*e8ent  the  eriminal 
law  was  administered  with  a  careful  regard 
to  tho  interests  of  the  accused;. hut  he  was 
afraid  that  the  reverse  would  he  the  ease 
if  the  law  were  altered  as  proposed.  The 
effect  of  permitting  prisonen  to  *ppMl 
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upon  iiiieh  grounds  as  the  alleged  inad- 
mifiBibilitj  of  efidence  or  misdirection  on 
the  part  of  the  Judge,  would  be  to  impede 
the  execution  of  sentences ;  for  if  a  rich 
man  were  convicted  ho  could  carry  the 
case  from  Court  to  Court,  (and  by  the  Bill 
a  rule  nm  was  to  operate  as  a  stay  of  ex- 
ecution), whilst  the  poor  man  was  practi- 
cally excluded  from  its  operation.  He 
maintained  that  adequate  means  existed  at 
present  for  correcting  erroneous  Tordicts, 
and  that  no  failure  of  justice  could  be 
proved  under  the  law  as  it  now  stood  which 
would  warrant  such  a  change  as  that  pro- 
posed. To  allow  an  appeal  in  cases  where 
the  presiding  Judge  thought  the  yerdict 
was  against  the  evidence  or  otherwise  un- 
satisfactory, would  at  least  be  an  intelligi- 
ble proposition;  but  nothing  could  bo  more 
injurious  to  the  due  administration  of  cri- 
minal justice,  than  to  permit  a  prisoner  to 
move  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  a  new 
trial  upon  any  ground  whatever,  however 
trivial  or  technical.  If  such  a  right  were 
granted  ex  dehito  justitice  to  defendants  it 
oould  not  fairly  be  refused  to  the  Crown, 
and  where,  then,  would  be  that  funda- 
mental principle  in  English  jurisprudence, 
that  a  person  once  acquitted  by  the  verdict 
of  twelve  men  could  not  be  tried  again  for 
the  same  offence  ?  For  these  and  other 
reasons,  which  at  that  hour  it  was  impossi- 
ble to  advert  to,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

It  being  now  a  Quarter  to  Six  o'clock, 
Mr.  BowTER  moved  that  the  debato  bo 
adjourned. 

Debate  (idjoumed  till  To-morrow, 

Ilouse  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  7,  1859. 

MniUTXS.]  Took  tlie  Oath, — The  Earl  of  Lindsey. 
Fujujo  Bills. — \^  Jury  Trial   (Scotland)  Act 
Amendment. 

COUNTY  COURT  COMMITMENTS. 

BETUBNS  ORDERED. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  a  Peti> 
tion  of  the  Mayor,  Magistrates,  and  other 
Inbabitants  of  Llanidloes,  praying  for  main- 
tainiDg  the  power  of  Imprisonment  in  Coun- 
ty Courts.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
aaid  be  would  take  the  opportunity  of  re- 
ferring to  the  great  costs  to  which  suitors 
were  atill  put  in  suing  for  small  debts,  as 
.W«U  fls  to  the  number,  diversity,  and  irre- 


gularity of  the  commitments  from  these 
Courts.  It  apponrcd  from  a  Return  which 
he  had  obtained,  that  in  the  year  1857, 
the  number  of  commitments  was  upwards 
of  10,000.  Of  these  a  very  large  propor- 
tion— between  7,000  and  8,000— were  for 
non-attendance  to  the  summons,  not  for 
non-payment  or  refusal  to  pay.  But  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  remarkable  diversity  in  the  amount  of 
commitments  by  different  Judges.  He  did 
not  mean  to  blame  the  Judges,  but  it  was 
evident  that  they  had  widely  different  views 
as  to  the  exigency  of  the  case  which  would 
justify  a  commitment,  and  it  was  highly 
desirable  that  some  inquiry  should  be  made 
into  the  causes  of  this  difference.  In  one 
County  Court  there  had  been  no  fewer  than 
750  commitments  in  the  year,  and  in  an- 
other only  26  ;  though  it  was  true  that  the 
first-mentioned  Court  had  tried  20,000 
cases,  and  the  other  a  much  smaller  num- 
ber ;  but  the  proportion  of  commitments  to 
actions  tried  in  the  former  case  was  1  in 
26,  and  in  the  other,  1  in  230.  He  re- 
joiced to  find  that  the  County  Courts  were 
so  much  used,  as  he  believed  they  saved  an 
enormous  amount  of  delay  and  expense  to 
the  poor,  but  he  thought  it  desirable  that 
there  should  be  an  inquiry  into  the  prac- 
tice with  regard  to  commitments. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  his  at- 
tention was  called  to  this  subject  while  he 
was  Lord  Chancellor,  and  recognizing  its 
importance,  he  requested  the  learned  Judges 
of  the  County  Courts  to  report  to  him  con- 
cerning these  commitments.  He  believed 
that  such  a  report  had  been  prepared,  but 
he  was  not  awaro  whether  it  had  yet  been 
received  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  woolsack. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  agreed  in 
thinking  the  subject  a  most  important  one, 
especially  since  imprisonment  for  debt  was 
now  virtually  at  an  end,  except  so  far  as 
regarded  the  powers  of  the  County  Courts. 
The  effect  of  going  further  in  that  direc- 
tion might  be  to  deter  tradesmen  from 
giving  credit  to  the  poor. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  thought  it  would 
be  much  better  if  they  did  not  give  credit 
so  freely  to  the  labouring  classes.  One  of 
the  most  sensible  men  he  ever  knew — the 
late  Lord  Althorp — was  of  opinion  that, 
below  a  certain  amount  there  ought  to  be 
no  remedy  whatever  against  a  debtor,  and 
then  credit  would  not  be  given.  This 
might  be  going  too  far  ;  but  the  facilities 
of  obtaining  credit  produced  great  injur 
and  no  little  injustice. 
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"  Return  of  tlio  Number  of  Plainti  entered  In, 
in  1 809,  villi  the  Suma  for  which  cntorcd  :  Num- 
ber tried  I  Nnmher  tried  nboro  £20  and  under 
£fiO  :  Amount  of  Money  recovered  by  Judgments; 
■nd  Amount  of  Money  paid  into  Court,  naa  or- 
dered to  be  laid  beforo  the  llouao." 

[On  tho  following  doy  this  Order  W6S 
discharged,  and  an  Address  far  the  same 
agreed  to\. 

AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY.— LORD  STRATFORD 
DE  REDCLIFFE'S  MOTION. 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBY;  A  few  nightB 
ago  a  noble  Viscount,  not  now  in  Ills  place, 
(Yiacount  Stratford  de  Redcllffe,}  gave  no- 
tice of  bis  intention  to  bring  forward  a  Mo- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  foreign  policy  of 
this  country  nitb  regard  to  tbo  affairs  of 
Italy.  Ho  did  me  the  honour  of  asking 
me  across  the  table  whether  I  and  those 
frith  whom  I  acted  bad  any  desire  to  bare 
the  Motion  postponed  ;  but,  after  listening 
attentively  to  the  terms  of  the  Motion,  I 
immediately  ansTrered  that  we  had  no  wish 
to  postpone  the  consideration  of  it,  and 
that  the  Resolution,  as  it  appeared  to  us, 
was  one  to  wblcb  we  could  hare  no  objec- 
tion. Of  course,  that  answer  was  made 
on  the  supposition  that  the  Motion  was 
made  with  the  concurrence,  and  would  re- 
ceive tbo  support  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  because  it  is  quite  clear  that  we 
■hould  bo  placed  in  a  very  different  position 
if,  when  Uie  Motion  was  made,  the  Oovem- 
mcnt  were  to  move  an  Amendmeut,  tho 
terms  of  which  might  appear  to  us  to  ho 
objectionable.  I  would  therefore  venture 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Presideut  of  the 
Council,  whether  that  Notice  was  given 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Qovernment, 
and  whether  it  will  meet  with  their  sup- 
port. I  would  take  the  opportunity  of 
suggesting  that  there  is  one  expression  in 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  Resolution 
wbioh  does  not  quite  correctly  oxpress  the 
noble  Tisconnt'i  meaning.  He  proposes 
to  signify  the  confidence  of  the  House 
in  Her  Majesty's  detsrminBtion  to  main- 
tain inviolate,  the  "  neutrality,  as  therein 
declared,  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions;" 
whereas  what  the  noblo  Lord  means  to  con- 
vey is,  that  the  general  principle  of  neu- 
trality between  the  parties  engaged  in  the 
oontest,  as  laid  down  in  the  papers  pre- 
Hmted  to  Parliament,  should  be  main- 
lined mviolate.  The  alteration  is  merely 
%  verbal  one,  and  if  it  is  mode,  I  shall  have 
ni>  other  objection  to  offer  to  the  Motion. 

Sarl  GRANVILLE  replied,  that  the 
RobleLord  [Viscount  Stratford  deRedcliffe) 
was  not  now  in  his  place,  but  if  he  were, 
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he  would  certainly  be  ready  to  repeat,  that 
ho  gave  notice  of  that  Motion  witnout  bar- 
ing bad  any  previoui  communication  at  all 
with  the  Government  on  the  subject ;  and 
certainly,  if  he  (Earl  Granville)  had  been 
consulted  as  to  the  desirableness  of  bring- 
ing forward  any  such  Motion,  he  should 
have  replied  that  he  did  not  see  the  par- 
ticular utility  of  it.  Of  course,  he  must 
reserve  till  to-morrow  evening  to  state  bis 
opinion  as  to  the  desirableness  of  agreeing 
to  the  Motion.  But  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  the  noble  Earl  that  be  should  know 
what  course  the  Government  intended  to 
take,  he  (Earl  Granville)  would  at  once 
say  that  he  did  not  himself  see  anything 
iu  that  Motion  to  which  he  had  the  alighteit 
ohjootlon,  or  which  would  lead  him  to  op- 
pose it,  far  less  to  give  the  House  the 
trouble  of  dividing  on  it. 

COURT  OF  DIVOROE.— STATB  OF  BUSI- 
NESS.—0  BSERVATIONS. 
Loan  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  in 
rising  to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  state  of  the  Court  of  Divorce, 
be  did  so  with  the  view  of  their  consider- 
ing the  desirableness  of  introdoeing  some 
alteration  in  the  law  with  respect  to  it. 
Perhaps  he  ought  to  apologise  nir  openug 
again  a  subject  which  had  been  discnwed 
so  recently  as  Monday  night ;  bnt  he  con- 
sidered it  one  of  such  great  importance 
that  he  might  fairly  hope  their  Lordships 
would  indulge  him  with  a  few  momenta' 
attention.  Serious  doubts  were  enter- 
tained whether  the  establishment  of  the 
Divorce  Court  had  been  oalcnlated  to 
strengthen  public  opinion  aa  to  tho  sanc- 
tity of  the  marriage  tie,  to  advaniw  tiia 
security  of  the  married  life,  and  to  pr»- 
motethe  happiness  and  morality  of  societj. 
These,  however,  were  considerations  of  tna 
'  past.  The  Divorce  Court  had  now  taken 
its  place  as  one  of  the  permanent  jndieial 
insUtutions  of  the  country,  and  all  their 
thoughts  and  efforts  ought,  in  his  Judg- 
ment, to  bo  directed  to  improvinff  tho  tn> 
bunal,  and  making  it  answer  tbo  onda  fiir 
which  it  was  established.  He  might  be 
permitted  to  say  that  a  mistake  had  been 
made  in  the  original  oonstractton  of  the 
Court.  Whether  it  was  owing  to  %  regard 
for  economy,  or  from  an  expoetation  that 
the  business  would  be  of  saah  ft  ehaiMter 
and  extent  that  it  would  hardly  be  pn^ar 
to  ostablish  an  independent  Court,  for  lonis 
reason  the  Divorce  Court  was  nnf^unatalj 
made  dependent  for  a  supply  of  Judges  to 
constitnte  a  FuU  Court  upon  other  Ooirti. 
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By  the  provisions  of  the  Act  no  sentence 
for  a  divorce  or  judicial  separation  could 
take  place  except  before  the  Full  Court/ 
consisting  of  three  Judges,  one  always 
being  the  Judge  Ordinary,  and  the  others 
to  be  selected  from  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  three  Chiefs  of  the  superior  Courts  of 
Law,  and  the  senior  puisne  Judges  in  those 
three  Courts.  It  appeared  to  him  that  very 
serious  objections  to  that  system  had  been 
manifested  in  the  course  of  its  working. 
In  the  first  place  the  having  recourse  to 
occasional  Judges  was  calculated  to  im- 
pair the  dignity  of  any  Court ;  and  there- 
fore it  would  be  infinitely  better  to  esta- 
blish the  Court  upon  a  permanent  footing, 
with  Judges  who  should  constitufo  a  part 
of  the  Court — Judges  of  such  dignity  as 
to  give  a  high  character  to  the  tribunal. 
In  the  next  place,  the  time  of  these  Judges 
was  so  fully  occupied  in  their  own  Courts, 
that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  procure 
their  attendance  for  the  Divorce  Court, 
and  the  consequence  was  a  very  great  de- 
lay and  inconvenience  to  the  suitors.  There 
were  certain  cases  where  the  parties  de- 
sired that  some  of  the  facts  should  he  de- 
cided by  a  jury,  and  there  were  other  cases 
which  were  determined  entirely  by  the  Full 
Court.  Under  these  circumstances  causes 
could  not  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which 
they  stood  on  the  list.  At  the  head  of  the 
list  there  might  be  a  case  requiring  the 
attention  of  the  Full  Court,  followed  by 
another  requiring  the  consideration  of  a 
jury.  Some  cases  must,  therefore,  be 
eontinually  postponed  from  the  difficulty  of 
obtaining  the  attendance  of  a  Full  Court. 
The  Judge  Ordinary  could  not  tako  a  case 
and  summon  a  jury  and  decide  it,  and  then 
haye  his  Full  Court  for  the  next  case.  He 
miist  make  his  arrangements  and  take  the 
jarj  cases  at  a  particular  time,  and  ap- 
point the  cases  for  the  Full  Court,  when 
he  could  obtain  the  attendance  of  the 
Judges.  Again,  in  many  instances  the 
Judges  of  the  Full  Court  did  not  hear  the 
whole  of  the  case  which  they  were  ultimate- 
ly to  decide.  The  Judge  Ordinary  alone  pre- 
sided at  the  trial  by  jury;  but  such  trials 
were  merely  directed  to  a  portion  of  the  case 
open  which  the  ultimate  decision  depended 
—the  single  fact  of  adultery,  for  instance. 
When  the  Full  Court  was  assembled  to 
determine  the  case,  the  Judge  Ordinary 
read  the  evidence  taken  before  the  jury  in 
order  that  they  might  have  the  full  circum- 
stances before  them  ;  but  evidence  merely 
read  from  notes  made  but  a  very  slight 
ittpffeniion  on  the  mind  and  was  not  to  be 


{  compared  with  the  advantages  of  hearing 
evidence  vivd  voce  and  seeing  the  witnesses. 
All  these  circumstances  had  induced  him 
(Lord  Chelmsford)  to  think  that  it  was  a 
great  mistake  not  to  have  established  the 
Divorce  Court  originally  on  a  permanent 
footing,  constituting  it  a  Court  of  con- 
siderable dignity  and  importance,  and  with 
Judges  with  adequate  remuneration,  mak- 
ing it  in  fact  one  of  the  Superior  Courts 
of  the  country.  The  Judge  Ordinary  was 
no  doubt  the  primary  Judge  presiding  over 
that  Court  ;  he  it  was  who  was  imbued 
with  all  the  principles  upon  which  the 
practice  of  the  Court  was  administered — 
and  yet,  whenever  the  Full  Court  assem- 
bled, the  Judge  Ordinary  became  almost 
a  cypher  —  he  was  the  inferior  Judge  in 
his  own  Court.  It  was  quite  impossible 
to  do  justice  to  this  subject,  or  even  to 
advert  to  it  for  one  moment,  without  speak- 
ing of  the  admirable  manner  in  which  the 
business  of  the  Court  had  been  conducted  by 
his  right  hen.  and  learned  Friend  Sir  Cress- 
well  Cresswell.  He  believed  there  never  was 
a  Court  which  was  launched  on  its  course 
for  the  first  time  under  more  favourable 
auspices.  It  was  impossible  to  over-esti- 
mate the  indefatigable  activity  and  con- 
summate ability  with  which  his  right  hen. 
Friend  had  conducted  the  business.  Upon 
his  attention  being  first  attracted  to  this 
subject,  he  communicated  with  Sir  Cress- 
well  Cresswell  to  ascertain  what  was  the 
state  of  the  business  of  the  Court,  and 
what  was  the  probable  amount  of  time 
likely  to  be  required  in  order  to  transact 
the  business.  His  right  hen.  Friend  was 
good  enough  to  send  him  a  Return  of 
the  actual  state  of  the  business  in  the 
Court  on  the  27th  of  last  month.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  number  of  petitions  for 
dissolution  of  marriage  now  on  the  file 
was  275,  and  the  number  of  them  now 
ready  for  trial  1 80.  The  number  of  ju- 
dicial separations  on  the  file  was  seventy- 
seven  ;  and  the  number  ready  for  trial  five. 
The  number  of  cases  of  nullity  of  mar- 
riage on  the  file  was  eight ;  and  those  now 
ready  for  trial  two  ;  while  the  number  of 
cases  for  restitution  of  conjugal  rights  on 
the  file  was  fourteen.  His  right  hen. 
Friend  thought  at  that  time  that  ninety 
days  in  the  year  would  be  sufficient  for  the 
transaction  of  the  whole  of  the  business  of 
the  Court ;  but  he  (Lord  Chelmsford)  had 
been  favoured  with  another  communication 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  containing  an  amend- 
ed estimate,  from  which  it  appeared  the 
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nitiinit    III    till'   )'i'iU'.  wIiIIm   III]    tlioilglit    it 

\v\y  ilt>nimlilo  to  itliioo  ilio  t'oiirt  on  an  iri- 

«lr|>iMiil<Mtl    mill    di,!|;iiitli'il   fooling,  lio    felt 

tlirtf  tlio  uiuount  ni'  liuniiiONH  would  hardly 

lii«  MiilliiMiMtt  t«)  will  mill  iho  nppoiiitintMitof 

.hidji^ort  will)  \MMO  to  ho  ooiiliiiod  iiicioly  to 

iho  itiiiv  of  nttiMiihuii^o  ill  that  ('ourt.     It 

otvuiivd  to  him,  thoivfoiv,  that  iiu  ini;;ht 

M\i;i;i2;o»l    Moni««   othor  oin)iloYUUMit    lo    tho 

.1)iiX>r«'i»  duiioj;  tho  timo  that  thoir  attend- 

nnoo  would  not  ho  ro4)\iirod  in  tho  Divorcu 

I  oiiil.     la  Jaiumrv  hi^t  ho  ooinniunicatod 

A  Hrhoiiio  to  hih  nohlo  Fiioiid  at  tho  head 

«»i'    tho  tiovoinmoiit    and  his   colloagucs ; 

but  no  opinion  x\hatovor  liad  hooii  como  to 

iij^Mi  ilioMihiivl,  ^hioh  WAA  (horo tore  quite 

upon  to  (lioit-  ooiiMdoration.     It  did  ooour 

to  hint  that  i^  hou  tho  ix^o  pornianout  »1  udgo» 

whoini^-lit  W  appoiutod  rt»  ASS09sor$  to  Sir 

iVosNwoll  i'jv»«oU  should  not  bi»  ix'^quirod 

III   iW   1\vo;to  i*oim    thov — ^l>oinj::  in  ado 

uiohihoi>  o\  i\w  W'\\\  Oouuoil     niignt  form 

n  \^vi  ol  tV.c  Appoal  i.'ouM  of  the  Judicial 

k\m)mi:ioo      Tlio   siato   of    that    Appoal 

i\\»ri.  \y\\yA.  ^As  one  o:"  the  iroatcJt  J:u-  !  anco  of  tho  Attoniev  General  on  those  oc- 

n,vuiuv.  roquiroi;  h  '.iu-o  siro;'.i::l:oni:i:;.  ,  CAsior.s  was  not  of  the  most  satufactorj 
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^i^K  t'i  hfs  oidr  teai|>orarT;  bai  be  did  not 
iik';  \)j:h*!  experiments  in  matters  rela-.ing 
to  tho  alminifitration  of  justice,  acd  snch  a 
C'oi:i5.c  would  Icare  open  all  the  objections 
which  now  existed.  There  was  a  sugges- 
tion thrown  out  in  the  course  of  discussion 
the  other  evening  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Brougham)  which  appeared 
to  deserve  their  Lordships'  attention, 
namely,  the  appointment  of  some  person 
to  watch  tho  proceedings  in  divorce  cases, 
in  order  that  ho  might  prevent  all  collusion 
between  parties  in  cases  of  that  descrip- 
tion ;  but  he  believed  that  such  an  appoint- 
ment would  not  prevent  collusion  taking 
placo  if  tho  parties  were  determined  to 
nractise  it.  His  noblo  and  learned  Friend 
liad  referred  without  sufficient  ground  to 
tho  prcsenco  of  tho  Attorney  General  being 
required  in  all  cases  where  an  extension  of 
timo  was  asked  in  patent  cases.  The  at- 
tendance, however,  of  tho  Attorney  General 
in  such  cases  could  not  be  considered  as 
analogous  to  his  attendance  in  divorce  cases; 
for  tho  public,  though  they  were  interested 
in  the  general  cause  of  morality,  were  not 
interested  in  each  particular  divorce  case  ; 
whereas  a  patent  being  a  monopolyt  the 
public  wore  interested  in  every  case  in  an 
applieation  for  an  extension  of  the  term, 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral to  see  that  it  was  not  granted  except 
upon  sufficient  ground.  He  must,  how- 
ever, say  that  in  his  experience  the  attend- 
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o.\>e  y.rvveoded  any  objection  wluch  nught 
y:v5i-ri  :w*If.  if  it  were  not  a  reiy  bene- 
r.c  ftl  iv.vc:;ii<::ri.  or  the  patenteea  had  been 
$..^.,\;;-.:a  rc^v.GLexsied.  He  was  qvite 
sj;;.sf.i>i  :ri&4  t^^c apjoiLUDcni  of  aaomeiilt 
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iDg  the  petition.  He  understood  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  to  suggest  that  the 
petition  should  he  extended  so  as  to  give 
in  detail  the  history  of  the  whole  married 
life  of  the  parties,  including  the  knowledge 
of  the  paramour.  He  was  not  aware  that 
that  would  have  any  effect  in  preventing 
or  exposing  collusion,  because  there  was 
no  occasion  to  put  in  any  answer,  and  the 
details  might  just  as  well  be  framed  col- 
lusively  as  not.  But,  supposing  such  a 
form  of  petition  should  be  adopted,  each 
statement  in  it  "might  bo  made  the  subject 
of  a  separate  and  distinct  issue,  and  the 
consequence  would  be  that  they  would  have 
all  the  multifarious  and  voluminous  pro- 
ceedings which  were  the  reproach  of  the 
ecclesiastical  courts.  He  ought,  perhaps, 
to  apologize  for  trespassing  so  long  upon 
their  Lordships,  but  there  was  another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  attract  the  at- 
tention of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  woolsack.  It  might  bo  in  the  recol- 
lection of  their  Lordships  that  when  he 
had  the  honour  of  sitting  there,  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  asked  him  whether  it 
was  his  intention  to  extend  the  Divorce 
Court  to  Ireland,  and  when  he  stated  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  introduce  a  mea- 
sure of  that  kind,  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  expressed  in  very  strong  and  earnest 
terms  his  deep  regret  that  such  was  the 
answer  which  he  had  received.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  having  attained  the 
object  of  his  highest  ambition,  was  now  in 
a  situation  in  which  he  could  carry  out  the 
desire  of  his  heart,  and,  inasmuch  as  he 
took  it  for  granted  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  sincere  in  the  regret 
which  he  expressed,  ho  begged  to  ask  him 
whether,  among  the  amendments  and  im- 
provements of  the  Divorco  Court,  it  was 
contemplated  to  extend  the  law  to  Ireland? 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
in  answer  to  the  question  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  he  would  state  that  he 
held  in  his  hand  the  heads  of  a  Bill  which 
he  should  have  the  honour  of  laying  on  the 
table,  and  that  Bill  was  confined  to  Eng- 
land. He  hoped  jet  to  have  the  honour 
of  introducing  a  Bill  establishing^  a  Divorce 
Oonrt  in  Ireland  ;  but  he  would  rather 
proceed  experimentally  in  England  first, 
before  he  proposed  to  institute  a  similar 
tribvnal  in  the  sister  island.  If  it  had 
noi  been  for  the  question  which  had 
been  so  pointedly  put  to  him,  he  should 
■ot  have  troubled  their  Lordships  with 
ttij  observations,  because  he  had  already 
ttU  that  was  essential   before  in- 


troducing tho  Bill,  and  the  discussion 
of  the  course  of  procedure,  whether  the 
petition  ought  to  be  lengthened  or  cur- 
tailed, and  of  many  other  points,  would 
come  in  due  course  when  the  Bill  passed 
through  its  several  stages.  He  entirely 
differed,  however,  from  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  with  regard  to  the  course 
which  Parliament  ought  to  have  taken 
when  tho  Divorce  Court  was  established. 
He  thought  it  would  have  been  most  rash, 


. 


indiscreet,  and  mischievous  at  once  to 
have  established  an  independent  and  per- 
manent body  of  Judges  before  knowing 
what  amount  of  business  would  be  brought 
before  the  Court.  It  was  much  better  to 
proceed  experimentally,  and  ho  was  sin- 
cerely of  opinion  that  they  had  not  yet 
arrived  at  the  time  when  they  could  per- 
manently constitute  the  Court  with  ex- 
clusive Judges.  There  had  been  a  great 
amount  of  business,  but  that  had  arisen 
from  there  having  existed  no  such  tribu- 
nal before,  and  it  would  be  wrong  to  ap- 
point permanent  Judges  before  they  knew 
whether  there  would  be  sufficient  busi- 
ness to  employ  them  during  the  course  of 
the  judicial  year.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  said, — "  Send  them  to  the  Privy 
Council."  He  believed  that  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  never  was 
more  effective.  It  wanted  no  supply  of 
Judges,  and  to  add  two  or  three  permanent 
Judges,  with  the  rank  of  Privy  Councillors, 
would  be  so  improper  that  he  should  feel 
bound  to  give  it  his  strongest  opposition. 
Considering  the  assistance  contributed  by 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Kingsdown),  who  was  still  able  to  be  the 
great  polar  star  of  the  Judicial  Committee, 
such  an  addition  was  most  unnecessary. 

Lord  CRANWORTH  said,  that  he  did 
not  think  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Chelmsford)  need  feel  any  regret 
that  ho  had  brought  the  subject  under  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships,  because  the 
more  it  was  considered  and  discussed,  the 
more  the  apparent  defects  of  tho  Court 
could  be  discussed  and  remedied.  The 
very  circumstance  that  the  business  of  the 
Divorce  Court  was  increasing  beyond  what 
was  originally  anticipated,  proved  only  that 
the  want  of  it  was  severely  felt  through- 
out the  country  by  a  class  of  persons  who, 
but  for  its  institution,  would  have  no  re- 
dress for  an  intolerable  grievance.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  think  ho  could 
be  charged  with  having  taken  an  impolitic 
course  in  not  having,  when  ho  introduced 
the  Bill  under  tho  operation  of  which  the 
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Divoi'oo  Court   was   cbtablibhcJ,  provided 
for  tlio  disolmrgo  of  tlio  business  wlticli 
oamo    before  it  a   more  enlarged  judicial 
Htrcngth,  inasmuch  ns,  it  wi.s  iiiipoBsiblo  to 
predict  what  tho  extent  of  that  business 
might  bo,  and  vory  easy  to  add  to  the  miin- 
bor  of  Judges  if  such  a  proceeding  should  be 
doomed  expedient;  while  it  would  bo  found 
by  no  means  quite  so  easy  to  dispense  with 
tho  services  of  any  person  who  had  onco 
boon  appointed  to  office  in  the  Court.    Whe- 
ther or  not  it  might  ultimately  becomo  ne- 
cessary to  add  to  the  permanent  judicial 
staff  of  tho  Court  was  a  question  with  re- 
spect to  which  there  wore,  ho  concurred 
with  his  noblo  and  learned  Friend  on  tho 
woolsack  in  thinking,  no  adequate  niato- 
rials  for  forming  a  sound  judgment;  and 
tho  point  was  one,  ho  might  add,  on  which 
no  one  was  in  a  bettor  position  to  pronounco 
what  was  likely  to  ho  a  correct  opinion 
than  tho  learned  Judge  who   at   present 
presided  over  tho  Court  with  such  distin- 
j^uishod  ability.     He  might,  before  ho  re- 
sumed his  seat,  bo  permitted  to  suggest  to 
tho  noblo  and  learned  Lord  on  tho  woolsack 
tho  adoption  of  a  course  of  procedure,  by 
having  rccourso  to  which  tho  occurrence  of 
that  collusion  of  which  so  much  had  been 
said  n)ight  bo,  if  not  altogether  prevented, 
at  all  events  rendered  moro  difficult.     The 
course  of  procedure  to  which  he  alluded 
was  ono  which  was  very  well  known  in  our 
courts  of  justice,  and  it  was  this — that  the  • 
decree    originally   pronounced    in    a   suit ! 
should,  in  legal  phraseology,  be  a  decree  | 
Mm— that    was   to   sav,  a   decree   which 
should  bo  effectual,  unless  after  the  lapse 
of  a  certain  time — six  months,  for  instance 
— cause  should  be  shown  to  the  Court  whv 
the  contrary  should  be  the  case.     If  such  i 
a  dccroo  ^vcre  granted  in  the  first  instance. 
and  a  rule  of  court  were  establisheil  provid-  • 
ing  for  its  publication  in  the  newspapers, 
aud  for  otherwise  giving  it  publicity,  the 
pixilMibility  was  that  it  would  he  brought 
under  tho  notice  of  all  those  persons  who  : 
were  cogniiant  of  tho  circumstancos  of 
Iter  in  dispute.     If,  moreover,  no- 
iwued  to  the  offeot  that  any  per- 
thought  proper  to  act  u{>on  the 
ion  funiished  by  the  decree  might, 
S  eoaimanieato  to  an  officer  of 
'  any  eireumstances    connected 

Mttt  whieh  might  have  come  to 
I       M|ge»  eelhiMon   would   by   thai 
■a  rendered  mere  diffieult,  while 
taken  to  aeeuro  that  end  would 
n  to  ohjection  than  thai 
*y     sh  had  been  rwem*; 


j  mended.  lie  might  also  suggest  that  the 
judicial  strength  of  the  Court  might  bo  in- 
creased by  enabling  the  Judge  Ordinary  to 
grant  divorces  a  vinculo  without  being 
bound  to  call  upon  the  other  Judges  to 
assist  him  in  forming  a  Full  Court.  He 
was,  however,  of  opinion,  that  it  would  be 
better  to  rofer  the  whole  matter  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee  before  any  permanent  le- 
gislation was  adopted  with  respect  to  it. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  he  had  advocated  the 
institution  of  a  preliminary  inquiry  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Attorney  General.  What 
he  had  said  on  the  subject  was  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Attorney  General  should, 
as  far  as  it  was  feasible,  attend  in  Court 
and  watch  the  proceedings,  and  bo  gather 
from  the  various  circumstances  which  must 
there  come  under  his  knowledge  that  in- 
formation which  would  enable  him  to  judge 
whether  collusion  had  or  had  not  taken 
place.  Their  Lordships  were  well  aware 
that  suits  for  divorce  had  more  than  once 
been  stopped  in  that  House  simply  owing 
to  the  fact  that  ono  Peer  had  heard  in  the 
course  of  conversation  from  another  cer- 
tain details  which  had  led  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  suit  was  one  which  ought  not 
to  bo  allowed  to  proceed. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  he  adhered 
to  the  opinion  he  had  already  more  than 
once  expressed  with  regard  to  the  policy 
of  the  present  law.  One  of  the  advan- 
tages which  was  proposed  by  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Court  was  that  this  House 
should  be  relieved  from  the  duty  of  hear- 
ing these  unpleasant  cases.  But  that,  tm- 
fortunatcly,  had  not  been  the  result ;  for 
their  Lordships  had  this  year  been  ohliged 
to  hear  one  case  from  India,  and  were  still 
open  to  try  future  cases  from  that  countiy, 
from  the  Colonies,  and  from  Ireland.  Now, 
he  did  not  see  why  the  newly  constituted 
Court  should  not  take  cognisance  of  sll 
these  cases. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
had  been  decided  that  any  subject  of  the 
Queon  domiciled  in  England  might  sue  in 
the  new  Court  for  a  divorce,  though  the 
marriage  might  have  been  solanmiaed  and 
the  adultery  committed  in  a  foreign  coon- 
try.  The  Court  bad  not  been  callod  on 
to  deal  with  anr  Indian  case.  He  was 
not  aware  whether  any  objection  had  been 
m.'ido  to  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  into  that 
House  to  dissolre  a  marriage,  bnt  it  was 
in  their  Lordships*  discretion  to  refer  such 
a  ca$c  to  tho  Divorce  CourU 

LoKs  REDESDALE  was  glad  tolisar 


78fi 


Militia  (IrOmdi—  ,      {J[FLi7, 18591 


B^  Corps. 


thK(  tliRt  waB  the  can,  but  he  regretted  to  tioii  of  the  militia  of  Ireland,  in  the  eyent 
■ay  that  it  wftB  not  so  with  regard  to  par-  of  there  being  no  eBtablishment  of  volun- 
tiCB  who  resided  in  Ireland,  for  their  Lord-  teev  rifle  corps  in  that  country.  He  would 
ships  might  still  haye  those  cases  brouglit  j  not  have  put  the  Question  that  he  did  last 
before  them.  When  the  Bill  of  last  Sea- .  „eck,  had  lie  thought  it  would  have  been 
sion  was  passing  through  tills  House  lie  ,  inctinvenietit  to  the  QoveromeDt,  or  that 
felt  It  to  be  his  duty  to  pfoposo  a  clause  it  would  ha»o  provoked  unnocesaary  dis- 
enabling parties  from  Ireland  to  apply  for  cussion.  It  would  appear  from  what  had 
adTice  in  the  new  Court,  and  that  clause  paeaed  in  "another  place,"  that  the  Go- 
mot  with  the  approval  of  iho  Lord  Chnn-  yernmont  had  made  up  their  minds  not  to 
oellor,  and  also  of  the  noble  and  learned  establish  rifle  corps  in  Ireland— at  least, 
Lord  who  bad  charge  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  not  for  the  present— and  for  his  own  part 
■"-  -—ick  out  in  the  House  of  Cr ■  ....  ...... 


he  was  glad  that  determination  had  been 
cousequence  of  an  engagement  having  |  come  to,  in  view  of  the  unpleasant    ' 


been  entered   into  thai   the   Amendi 


,  stances  that  had  taken  place  in  the  north 


should  not  bo  pressed.  He  trusted  that  '  of  Inland  last  year.  It  liiad  been  thought 
in  the  Bill  which  the  noble  and  learned  that  this  country  should  not  only  assist  in 
Lord  on  the  woolsack  proposed  to  iniro-  the  formation  of  rifle  corps,  but  that  some 
duce  power  i.ould  bo  given  to  allow  par-  degree  of  martial  ardour  should  bo  infused 
tios  frem  Ireland  who  sued  for  a  divorce  among  the  people.  Ho  was  Lord  Lieu- 
to  go  to  tbo  new  Court  instead  of  coming  tenant  of  an  oitensive  couuly  (Doiroshire), 
to  their  Lordships    House.  qhJ  he  was  not  aware  that  (here  was  any 

Tbb  Earl  op  WICKLOW  remembered  '  miUlary  force  in  it  bevoi 


that  tiie  clause  referred  to  by  his  noblo 
Friend  had  been  discussed,  and  had  mot  j 
the  approbation    of  their    Lordships   last  | 


B  of  which  was  disembodied,  and 
I  largo  quantity  of  troops  nere  obtainable 
!  they  went  to  Belfast.     Beyond  this 


Session,  and  up  to  that  moment  he  had    they"tai''no  proteclion  upon  that  part  of 
toeu  under_the  improssion  it  had  passed    tho  coast.     He  waa  not  afraid  of  any  at- 


(fae  other  House,  and  w 


the  law  of  taek  from  tho  French,  but  ho 


the  land.  He  thought  it  was  most  desir-  ion  that  the  Government  should  put  that 
able  thftt  a  measure  of  this  kind  should  part  of  the  country  in  the  same  position 
be  eitended  to  Ireland,  and  he  therefore    aa  they  did  others.     He  was  not  approhen- 


trnated  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 

take  Uie  matter  into  his  consideration 

taj  measure  he  intended  to  introduce  on    aaj  other 

theanbject.    At  the  same  time  he  thought  ■   •     ■ 

it  would  be  far  better  that  the  Irish  public 


of  danger,   but  any  casual   descent 

upon  our  coasts  from  Russia,  Denmark,  or 

lid  bo  at- 

ith  the  greatest   disaster,  and  he 

confldcnt   that  ho   might  rely  on  the 


■bonld  bo  allowed  to  come  into  the  English  loyalty  and  patriotism  of  tiio  Irish  people. 

DivOToe  Coart  than  that  there  should  be  Considerations  not  only  of  a  political,  but 

a  Mparate  Court  erected  for  themselves  in  of  an  oooiiomioal  nature,  should  induce  tho 

^'*™'^-  Government  to  put  Ireland  on  the  same 

Thb   LORD  CHANCBLLOE   said,  if  defensive  fooling  as  Knelnnd. 


he  were  to  introduce  any  measure 
nbjeet  he  would  be  most  happy  to  adopt 
tlu  anegestion  of  the  noblo  Earl  ;  and  so 
tar  u  he  was  concerned  ho  would  be  most 
b^py  to  throw  open  the  doors  of  iho 
Court  to  all  persons  domiciled  in  the  Uni- 
ted EiDgdoDi. 


The  Ddke  of  CLEVELAND  considered 
that  if  any  additional  regiments  of  militia 
B  to  bo  embodied,  England  had  quite 
as  strong  a  claim  as  Ireland.  He  did  not 
wish  to  detract  from  the  merits  of  the  pro- 
posed rifle  corps,  but  it  was  absurd  to  sup- 
i  pose  that  they  cuuld  bo  in  any  way  rc- 
■  gardcd  as  a  substitute  for  a  militia  or  a 
CHURCH  RATES,  j  regular  military  force.     lie  had  no  objec- 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Duke  of  Marl-  { tion  to  an  increase  in  the  embodied  militia 
BOBOUQH,  A  Select  Committee  was  appoint-  [  of  Ireland,  but  he  contended  that  tho  same 
•d  to  ooasider  the  subject  of  Church  Rates.  [  measure   ought   to   be    extended    to    this 
'  country.      A    Commission   had    been   ap- 
ynjTlA  (IRELAND).- RIFLE  CORPS.      !  pointed  to  inquire  into  tlie  militia  system 
The  Uabquess  of    LONDONDBRRY  '  generally,  and  ho  thought  it  highly  desir- 
Mked  whether  it  is  tho  intention  of  Her  \  able  that  their  Report  should  be  presented 
H^etty's  GoTcmuieDt  to  embody  any  por-    as  early  as  possible.     At  present  that  ays- 
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tern  was  open  to  objoction  in  many  re- 
spects, and  he  instanced  as  one  defect  the 
practice  of  paying  a  bounty  to  militiamen 
on  joining  the  regular  army  equal  to  that 
which  ordinary  volunteers  received  on  en- 
listment, in  addition  to  the  bounty  to  which 
they  were  entitled  on  entering  the  mili- 
tia, lie  was  not  one  of  those  who  an- 
ticipated invasion  or  a  French  war — on 
the  contrary,  he  looked  upon  both  the  one 
and  the  other  as  most  improbable  ;  but 
that  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
arm  in  every  possible  way  to  mal;o  the 
defences  of  the  country  as  perfect  as  pos- 
sible. 

ViscouKT  HARDINGE  suggested  that 
until  the  Report  of  the  Militia  Commission 
was  ready  and  before  their  Lordships,  it 
was  superfluous  to  diecuss  the  question  on 
its  merits,  and  he  hoped  that  when  they 
did  there  would  be  somo  speedy  amend- 
ments in  the  matter,  and  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty*s  Government  would  take  somo  steps 
to  improve  the  existing  system. 

The  Earl  of  BANDON  called  atton- 
tion  to  the  defenceless  state  of  the  south- 
west coast  of  Ireland,  and  which  contained 
two  of  the  finest  couuties  in  that  kingdom. 
One  was  only  partially  defended,  >Yhile  the 
other  was  wholly  unprotected.  In  the  event 
of  invasion  twenty-four  miles  of  country 
along  Bantry  Bay  were  defenceless,  and  no 
troops  could  bo  had  unless  from  the  small 
town  of  Bandon.  It  was  here  in  1797 
that  the  French  troops  landed,  although 
attention  wns  called  the  year  before  by 
Mr.  Pitt  to  the  defenceless  state  of  the 
country,  upon  which  occasion  Mr.  Sheridan 
and  Mr.  Fox  threw  cold  water  on  the  ques- 
tion ;  yet  at  the  present  moment  Bantry 
Bay  was  as  unprotected  as  it  was  in  1797. 
lie  rejoiced  that  Ilcr  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  not  going  to  attempt  so  dan- 
gerous an  experiment  as  the  establishment 
of  rifle  corps  in  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  RIPON  assured  the  noble 
Marquess  that  it  was  from  no  want  of 
courtesy  on  his  part  that  ho  had  not  rc- 
])liod  to  the  Question  when  put  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion,  but  simply  because  he  was 
desirous  of  being  in  a  position  to  give  a 
complete  and  satisfactory  answer  to  the 
inquiry.  The  noble  Marquess  had  been 
rightly  informed  that  it  was  not  at  present 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  extend  the  organization  of  rifle 
corps  to  Ireland,  and  chiefly  for  two 
reasons.  In  tho  first  place,  because  ro 
application  had  been  made  from  that  coun- 
Tke  Duke  of  Cleveland 


try  in  reference  to  these  riflo  corps,  and 
certainly  noble  Lords  from  the  sister  island 
had  not  spoken  as  in  any  sense  desiring 
to  have  these  corps  established  there  ;  and 
secondly,  because  the   Act   under   which 
they  would  bo  established  in  Ireland  wa 
different  from   tho  Act  under  which  they 
had  been  established  in  this  country,  the 
one  being  the  42nd  Geo.  III.,  c.  68,  and  the 
other  the  44th  Geo,  III.,  c.  54.     The  dif- 
ference between  the  two  Acts  was  material, 
and  before  anything  was  done  for  Ireland  it 
was  necessary  that  both  Acts  should  receive 
the  consideration  of  the  Government.  With 
regard  to  the  more  immediate  question  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  he  had  to  state  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  at  present  to  embody  any  fresh 
regiments  of  Irish  militia.    It  was  originally 
tho  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  lato  Goyem- 
ment,  he  believed,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year,  that  regiments  of  militia,  both  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  which  were  at  present 
embodied,  should   bo  disembodied  as  the 
regiments  of  the  line  coming  from  India 
arrived  in   this   country.     That  inteDtica 
had  been  abandoned  by  the  late  Govem- 
ment,  and  Her  Majesty's  present  Ooyem- 
mcnt  intended  to  pursue  in  the  matter  pre* 
cisely  the  course  their  predecessors  had  pro* 
posed  to  take.     The  noble  Marqoess  wooU 
recollect  that,  besides  the  differences  be- 
tween the  rifle  corps  and  the  militia  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Duke  on  the  cross  benches^ 
there  was  another  very  material  difference 
— namely,  that  rifle  corps  were  little  ex- 
pense to  the  country,  but  the  militia  oonld 
not  be  established  and  maintained  without 
applying  to  Parliament  for  a  consideraUe 
sum  of  money.    Her  Majesty's  Gofemment 
were  not  of  opinion  that  the  circumstaneea 
of  the  country  required  that  they  ilioiild 
embody  more  regiments  of  Irish  militiay 
and  they  had  determined  not  to  do  so ;  but 
he  could  assure  their  Lordships  that  that 
decision  had  not  been  come  to  from  any 
want  of  attention   on   the    part  of    tbe 
Government  to  the  military  reqairementl 
of   Ireland.     Her  Majesty  s   Goyemment 
had  gone  fully  into  the  question  of  the 
national  defences,  and  it  was  their  desire 
to  put  the  country  into  the  most  effideat 
and  satisfactory  condition  of  defence;  and 
the  defence  of  Ireland  would  be  oonsideNd 
by   Her  Majesty's   Government  quite  ai 
strongly  and  quite  as  fully  as  that  of  this 
country  or  of  any  other  portions  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions.     With  reference  to 
the  militia  question  he  would  prefer  not 
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entoring  into  it  at  present,  because  as  had 
been  stated  bj  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Hardinge)  the  Report  of  the  Militia  Com- 
mission had  been  sent  in,  and  would  in  a 
short  time  be  presented  to  Parliament,  when 
the  question  might  be  discussed  with  the 
greatest  advantage.  No  doubt  there  were 
many  matters  connected  with  the  present 
state  of  the  militia  that  required  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Government,  but  they  had 
better  be  deferred  uutil  tho  Report  was 
presented.  As  regarded  tho  question  of 
recruiting,  there  was  a  Commission  ap- 
pointed by  the  Goyernment  which  was  still 
sitting.  In  conclusion,  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  that  the  defences  of 
Cork  already  had  tho  serious  attention  of 
^er  Majjesty's  Government,  antl  that  they 
fully  recognized  the  importance  of  that  port 
in  any.  general  system  of  national  de- 
fence. 

The  Marquess  op  CLANRICARDE 
thought,  that  as  far  as  tho  safety  and 
tranquillity  of  the  country  were  concerned, 
it  was  as  important  to  extend  the  rifle  corps 
and  other  movements  to  Ireland  as  to  all 
parts  of  England : — but  he  thought  the 
existing  alarm  a  little  outran  discretion  and 
common  sense.  He  hoped  the  attention  of 
the  Goyernment  would  be  at  once  directed 
to  the  subject  of  the  militia,  without  wait- 
ing for  the  Report  which  was  about  to  be 
presented  to  Parliament,  for  it  would  be 
disgraceful  to  continue  the  militia  under 
the  present  system,  or  rather  want  of  sys- 
tem. That  force  would  shortly  be  called 
out  for  twenty-one  days  ;  but  the  money 
to  be  spent  in  that  way  might  as  well  be 
thrown  into  the  sea,  as  far  as  any  benefit 
to  the  militia  was  concerned,  for  the  effi- 
ciency of  that  body  would  not  be  thereby 
increased  in  any  perceptible  degree.  His 
opinion  was  that  the  militia  should  not  be 
considered  as.  a  body  which  acted  as  a 
feeder  to  the  regular  army,  but  as  being 
itself  a  reserve  army. 

In  answer  to  the  Earl  of  Donouoh- 


MORE, 

The  Earl  of  RIPON  explained,  that 
when  he  said  no  fresh  militia  regiments 
were  intended  to  be  embodied  in  Ireland, 
he  should  have  added  that  it  was  possible 
that  some  of  those  regiments  which  had 
been  embodied  some  time  might  be  disem- 
bodied and  others  substituted ;  but  there 
would  be  no  increase  in  the  number  of 
regiments  now  embodied. 

House  adjourned  at  a  ouarter-past 

Seven  o'clock,  tiU  To-morrow, 

Half-past  Ten  o'dook. 


RED  SEA  AND  INDUN  TELEGRAPH  COM- 
PANY (No.  2)  BILL. 

lords'  amendments  considered. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
would  beg  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Amendments  which  had  come 
down  from  the  other  House,  aqd  which 
were  most  important.  This  was  treated 
as  an  unopposed  private  Bill,  and  yet  it 
involved  by  guarantee  a  charge  on  the 
funds  of  the  country  to  the  extent  of  some 
£36,000a  year.  Wbatconstitutional  checks 
were  there  upon  tho  passing  of  such  a 
Bill  ?  It  never  went  through  the  usual 
stages,  and  had  not  undergone  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  as  public  Bills  did.  He  wished  to 
ask  whether  such  a  Bill  as  this,  involving 
an  expenditure  of  the  public  money,  ought 
not  to  have  been  submitted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  in  so  far  as 
the  guarantee  of  money  was  concerned  it 
had  passed  through  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  and  as  the  Bill  was  unop- 
posed the  proceedings  had  been  in  confor- 
mity with  usage. 

Mr.  MASSEY  said,  the  fact  was  that 
the  Bill  related  to  a  commercial  specula- 
tion in  which  the  public  were  at  the  same 
time  largely  interested.  Being  unopposed, 
it  went  through  the  usual  revision  in  Com- 
mittee by  the  Chairman  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  according  to  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  and  tho  contingent  charged  ou 
ihe  revenue  was  introduced  into  the  Bill 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury,  and  un- 
der an  arrangement  made  by  the  Treasury 
with  the  Company.  He  (Mr.  Massey)  was 
not  then  in  office.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  then 
filled  the  office  of  Chairman  of  Committees, 
and  must  have  been  satisfied  that  tho  pub- 
lic interest  bad  been  duly  protected.  The 
Bill  was  not  one  in  which  a  prifate  com* 
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pai)y  were  solely  interested;  but  one  which 
proposed  to  establish  a  public  work  of  the 
greatest  interest  and  importance.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  see  that 
the  work  was  properly  performed  ;  and 
they  made  arrangements  to  protect  the 
public  interests,  at  the  same  time  guaran- 
teeing to  the  Company  a  contingent  divi- 
dend. It  was  arranged  that  Government 
messages  should  have  the  priority,  and 
the  Treasury  thought  that  in  consideration 
of  this  there  should  bo  a  guarantee.  As 
he  had  said  before,  he  did  not  hold  office 
at  the  time  the  Bill  passed  this  House  ; 
but  he  had  no  doubt  had  he  done  so  he 
should  have  come  to  the  conclusion  arrived 
at  by  his  predecessor,  the  present  right 
hon.  First  Commissioner  of  the  Board  of 
Works. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  remarked,  that  Bills, 
when  unopposed,  were  never  investigated 
so  closely  as  those  which  brought  an- 
tagonism into  Committees.  In  the  present 
case  the  Treasury  had  made  arrangements 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  carry  out.  Such 
arrangements  were  sometimes  mischievous, 
and  he  supposed  that  it  was  with  a  con^ 
viction  that  such  was  the  case  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  meant  pre- 
sently to  move  an  inquiry.  lie  ought  per- 
haps to  add  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  if  he  thought  proper,  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  the  Committee,  and  in  such  cases 
it  would  be  treated  as  an  opposed  Bill. 

Sir  JAMKS  GRAHAM  said,  he  knew 
not  what  hon.  Member  had  charge  of  the 
Bill,  or  had  moved  the  consideration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  ;  but,  in  the  absence 
of  the  Member  who  had  charge  of  it.  he 
thought  the  House  was  much  indebted  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Willoughby) 
for  calling  attention  to  the  subject.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that  an  importan^ 
Amendment  requiring  some  consideration 
had  come  down  from  the  Lords,  and  was 
now  proposed  to  be  inserted  in  the  Bill.  In 
the  absence  of  the  Member  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill,  or  until  some  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber made  himself  responsible  for  it,  he  (Sir 
James  Graham)  thought  it  desirable  t(^ 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  until  some  further  attention 
could  be  given  to  the  matter.  He  should, 
therefore,  move  that  the  consideration  of 
them  be  postponed  till  Monday,  and  that 
they  be  printed  in  the  meantime. 

Motion  agreed  to . 

Further  consideration  ac{joumed  till 
Monday  next. 

Mr,  Massey 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE. 
MOTION. 


Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  that  in  the  ah- 
seuce  of  his  hon.  Friend  Mr.  F.  Russell, 
he  had  to  move  that  leave  of  absence  be 
given  to  Mr.  Brady  for  a  fortnight  on 
urgent  private  business. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  that  as 
Chairman  of  the  Election  Committee  he 
was  anxious  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
present  Motion.  Every  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  a  good  many  Com- 
mittees had  to  sit  before  the  termination 
of  the  Session.  The  duty  was  not  a  plea- 
sant one,  and  it  would  call  for  the  atten- 
tion and  the  patriotism  of  the  House.  It 
wns  therefore  the  duty  of  tlie  Election  Com- 
mittee to  spread  the  duty  equally  among 
all  the  Members,  and  thus  make  it  as  light 
as  possible.  If  hon.  Gentlemen,  however, 
were  to  move  for  leave  of  absence  upon 
urgent  private  business,  as  the  Sessitin 
went  on  the  number  of  Members  left  to 
serve  upon  the  Committees  still  to  be 
struck  might  be  very  small.  The  House 
would,  therefore,  have  to  be  a  little  more 
strict  than  it  usually  was  in  giving  leave 
of  absence.  The  leave  of  absence  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  in  this  case  would 
expire  before  the  panel  on  which  his 
nan)e  stood,  came  on,  and  he  had  no 
objection  whatever  to  make  to  the  pre- 
sent Motion.  The  House  could  not  ask 
what  the  urgent  private  business  for  which 
leave  of  absence  was  asked  might  be,  but  it 
ought  to  be  understood  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  for  leave  guaranteed  that  he  had 
himself  looked  into  the  matter,  that  he  had 
satisfied  himself  the  leave  was  asked  upon 
business  of  urgency,  and  that  he  was  re- 
sponsible to  the  House  for  the  Motion  he 
was  making. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

COUNTY  RATES  (IRELAND). 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  HASSARD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  Whether 
he  intends  to  act  upon  the  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Se« 
lect  Committee  on  County  Rates  (Ireland) 
presented  in  July,  1858  ;  and  if  he  in- 
tends to  take  a  vote  in  the  Estimates  for 
that  purpose  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  the  question,  so  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  could  be  very  easily 
answered.     The  Treasury  had  accepted  in 


793        Alleged  Treaty  bekoeen      {July  7, 1859 1         France  and  Buaia. 


794 


principle  many  months  ago  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee.  At  the  end  of 
February  last  they  received  a  letter  from 
the  Irish  Gorernment,  which  was  answered 
on  the  4th  of  March.  Sinco  that  letter 
was  sent  no  communication  had  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Irish  Governmenti  but 
within  the  last  three  weeks  a  fresh  copy 
was  sent  to  the  Under  Secretary  at  Dublin, 
find  no  doubt  he  would  be  instructed  to 
reply.  He  was  unable  to  say,  without 
oommanication  with  the  Irish  Government, 
whether  there  would  be  any  Vote  this  year 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  in  the 
Report,  or  whether  there  would  be  a  Bill 
.to  regulate  the  details  of  any  new  system 
which  the  House  might  think  fit  to  estab- 
lish. 

CITY  OF  LONDON  CORPORATION  RE- 
FORM.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  JOHN  LOCKE  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department ;  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  bring  in 
ft  Bill  during  the  present  Session  for  the 
reform  of  the  Corporation  of  London  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  Bill  will  be  in 
aeeordance  with  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  :  I  beg  to  state, 
ia  answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  it  is  my  in- 
iMition  immediately  —  I  shall  give  notice 
tins  evening —  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
feform  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London.  With  regard  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  question,  whether  the  Bill  will  bo 
in  conformity  with  the  report  of  the  Royal 
OomnuBsion,  having  myself  been  one  of 
diose  Commissioners,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
•Bill  founded  upon  the  Report  of  theCom- 
siBsion  would  have  been  entitled  to  the 
cmiBideration  of  the  House.  But  since 
that  Commission  made  its  Report  the 
matter  has  been  under  the  consideration 
if  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House, 
wliieh  reported  a  Bill  a  year  ago.  I  think 
llio  Government  are  bound  to  pay  defer- 
aaee  to  the  opinion  of  that  Committee, 
nd  ihe  Bill  will,  therefore,  be  in  con- 
ibfinity  with  the  measure  reported  by  the 
fldeet  Committee  of  this  House. 

STATUTE  LAW  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

'^Ma.  LOCKE  KING  said,  he  had  to  ask 
mMfhor  tbe  Statute  Law  Commission  is, 


or  is  not  in  existence  ;  whether  Mr.  Bel- 
lenden  Ker  is  still  a  paid  Commissioner; 
and,  if  not,  on  what  day  bis  salary 
ceased  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  the 
Statute  Law  Commission  was  still  in  ex- 
istence, but  that  Mr.  Bellenden  Ker  was 
no  longer  a  paid  Commissioner.  He  had 
not  ascertained  on  what  day  his  salary 
ceased,  but  it  was  not  now  payable.  He 
believed  that  the  staff  of  the  Commission 
was  still  in  existence. 


RATING  OF  PUBLIC  ESTABLISHMENTS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  ANGERSTEIN  said,  he  wished  to 
inquire,  If  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
the  rating  of  public  establishments  during 
the  present  Session. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said  that  his 
predecessor  in  office  intended  last  Session 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  rating  of  public 
establishments.  That  Bill  made  little  or 
no  progress,  and  there  was  considerable 
difficulty  in  legislating  on  the  subject,  espe- 
cially with  regard  to  the  rating  of  chari- 
table institutions  and  societies  for  literary 
and  scientific  purposes.  It  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  propose  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
during  the  present  Session,  but  be  hoped 
to  carry  into  effect  an  arrangement  with 
some  of  the  principal  parishes  in  which 
complaint  was  made — namely,  the  parishes 
in  which  the  principal  forts  and  arsenals 
were  situated,  giving  them  compensation 
for  the  non-rating  of  public  establishments. 
The  arrangement  he  contemplated  could  be 
carried  out  by  a  vote  of  the  House  without 
the  necessity  of  having  recurrence  to  legis- 
lation. 


ALLEGED  TREATY  BETWEEN  FRANCE 
AND  RUSSIA.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  KINGL  AKE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  regard  for  the  public  service 
makes  it  expedient  to  withhold  the  answers 
of  Sir  J.  Crampton  to  the  despatches, 
dated  respectively  the  25th  and  the  29tb 
of  April  past,  in  which  Lord  Malmesbury 
directed  inquiries  to  be  made  concerning 
the  alleged  engagements  between  Russia 
and  France? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  :  The  only 
despatch  which  I  have  found  in  the  Foreign 
Office  is  one  of  the  8th  of  May  from  Sir 
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it  not  ligneJ  bf  all  tl'o  mombcra  of  the  Council, 
and  to  eipress  (icneral  reel'a  wisli  tliat  for  tlio 
flitnre  auoTi  documonU  mny  nlir.ijB  boar  tlio  aig- 
natare  of  all  the  members. 

"B.  IIAWES." 

Thus,  BO  far  from  not  haying  ntlendcJ  to 
tho  auggcstiona  of  the  Military  Couucil  of 
Education,  J  requested  that  upon  all  occa- 
aione  each  of  ita  mombera  should  sign  tlie 
reporU.  In  Fehruary  of  llie  present  year 
an  application  was  mnde  to  mc  to  allow 
three  gentlemen  to  pasa  who  upon  exami- 
nation had  obtained  inoro  thon  tho  maxi' 
mum  numbor  of  murks,  but  Jiad  failed  to 
obtain  tho  compulsory  numbor  for  niatho- 
mattcB,  I  said  so  long  as  there  nns  a 
scale  of  cxRmioatiou  it  must  bo  adhered  to 
strictly  ;  but  it  might  be  proper  to  inquire 
whether  tho  requisition  for  mathematics 
was  too  high  ;  but  after  communieating 
with  the  CouDcil  of  Education,  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  tho  scale  was  not  too 
high. 

Motion,  bjleaye,  mthdrawn, 

SEIZURE  OF  THE  SHIP  "  LAUREL." 
eUESTION. 

Mr.  DIGBY  SEYMOUR  said, he  wished 
to  ask  tho  Vice-President  of  tho  Board  of 
Trade,  whether  it  is  true  that  tho  Britisli 
ship  Laurel,  Udcn  irith  a  cargo  of  guano, 
has  boon  seized  at  Baltimore,  and  if  he  is 
informed  as  to  tho  circumslauoes  attending 
the  seizure  ;  and  whether  ho  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  state  the  grounds,  if  any,  apoii 
which  such  seizure  is  justified  by  tlie  Ame- 
rican authorities  ? 

Mb.  WILSON  said,  in  tho  first  placo, 
he  must  eiplain  that  it  was  not  tho  ship 
hot  nierolj  tno  cargo  that  had  been  seized. 
The  oircumBtanees  were  those  : — A  British 
yessel  was  chartered  to  convoy  a  cargo  of 

SLano  from  a  small  island  lying  between 
ajti  and  Jamaica  to  Baltimore,  lately 
diworered  to  contain  that  article.  Upon 
entering  the  latter  port  the  cargo  was  seized 
bv  the  Custom  House  ofBeers,  but  not  the 
■hip.  It  appeared  that  the  Custom  House 
officer  wna  not  in  the  first  instance  anare 
of  the  oiranmstBuceB  under  which  the  Bci 
took  place,  but  on  applicoCion  to  tho  Sccrc- 
taij  of  State's  ofGce  he  was  informed  that 
two  Tears  ago  an  Act  was  passed  hy  tbo 
nre  of  the  United  States  lo  tlio 
>  t  henoeforth  all  guano  which  might 
■M  irardi   disooTcrod    by    Americitn 

■"'  ohoald   be    imported    into    the 

■  in    American   ships,    and 

•    I       rding    to    the    same    princi- 
timm  MMWtmg  trade.     That  consc- 
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luently  confined  the  trsdo  to  American 
hips,  excluding  British  ships.  The  Board 
_f  Trndo  considered  that  that  was  a  dia- 
liiict  infraction  of  the  rights  of  British  ship- 
owners under  the  arrangement  mnde  be- 
tween the  two  countries  in  1849,  which  gave 
liprocnl  advantages  in  all  cases  to  the 
pping  of  both  countries,  saving  only  the 
coasting  trade  !  for,  if  this  exception  were 
to  be  made  with  respect  to  guano  imported 
from  a  foreign  possession,  there  was  no  rea- 
son why  the  American  Government  should 
not  extend  the  same  restriction  to  any  other 
article,  and  thereby  entirely  annul  those 
obligations  which  at  present  existed  be- 
tween tho  two  countries  as  regards  the  fo- 
reii;n  trade.  The  courae  which  tho  Board 
of  Trade  pursued  was  to  send  a  representa- 
tion of  these  facts  to  tho  Foreign  Office, 
wiiich  would,  be  beliered,  make  a  repre- 
sentation of  them  to  our  Minister  at  Wash- 
ington, so  that  the  whole  subject  would  b« 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the  Anu- 
rican  Government,  in  order  that  this  ta- 
fraction  of  existing  obligations  might  be 
stopped  before  it  proceeded  farther. 


PACKET  CONTRACTS. 
OOUklTTEB  UOTED   YOU. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  that  he  did  not  suppose  that 
it  would  be  the  wish  of  the  House  that  lie 
should  enter  at  any  great  length  into  a 
detail  of  tho  considerations  which  hod  led 
the  Government  to  think  that  it  would  be 
wise  to  invito  the  spocisi  attention  of  tho 
House  of  Commons  to  this  subjeet  through 
tho  medium  of  a  Select  Committee.  In 
the  short  statement  he  had  to  make  he 
aliould  confine  himself  to  reasons  which 
were  of  a  most  general  character,  on  tfas 
assumption  which  he  had  mode,  that  the 
present  would  not  he  a  oonrenient  oi 


proeeeding  or  arrangement. 
geuernl  reasons  were  of  a  Tcrj  simple 
kind.  A  considerable  number  of  years 
ago  the  practice  of  granting  subsidies  for 
terms  of  years  for  what  might  be  salted 
oecan  postal  service  to  steampaokot  oom- 
jijinics  arose,  having  at  that  period  in  a 
great  degree  the  character  of  an  experi- 
ment, and  having  in  view  beth  the  per- 
forniance  of  tho  postal  serfioe  on  a  scale 
then  altogether  novel,  and  likeviee,  •■ 
might  be  in  the  recollection  of  many  boo. 
Members,  tho  provision  of  means,  wnidi  tt 
was  then  thought  might  be  found  impor- 
tant, in  connection  with  the  d^snce  of 
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Hioiiter  of  Wnr  may  dcproas  from  timo  to  time, 
Moording  to  hii  fanoj  or  the  capaoitj  of  the 
;<ning  friends  be  vishoa  to  introduaa  into  tbc- 
Kmioo,  their  only  dutjr  is  to  carry  out  his  in- 
■InutioDi  irith  silent  aubordiniLtion,  no  matter 
bow  prejndioiol  to  the  iatereils  of  the  aerTice- 
they  m&y  be." 

How,  in  the  first  place,  he  [Colonel  North] 
begged  to  say  that  General  Cameron  was 
one  of  hia  oldest  friends,  and  was  a  man  of 
the  highoBt  hoaour,  nho  would  not  abandoa 
his  dnly  at  the  direction  of  any  Secretary 
fiir  War.  As  to  who  "  Civilian"  waa,  lie 
did  not  know,  and  cared  atill  Icbb.  With  |  There 
roiipeet  to  the  late  Secretary  for  War,  he 


believed  no  Homber  of  the  House  enjoyed  '  P^'JJ^, 
more  genoral  reepoct,  and  no  one  bnd  ob-  ^"' 
taiaed  greater  confidence  than  the  right 
bOD,  and  gallant  Oeneral  nho  lately  filled 
the  high  office  of  head  of  the  War  Depart- 
meat.  There  was  not  a  single  net  of  that 
right  hon.|and  gallant  Member  which  could 
gira  the  slightest  colonr  to  the  charges 
which  had  been  brought  against  liioi,  but 
he  thoDght  it  was  only  just  and  fair  to  ask 
tbe  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
HimtiDgdon  whether  it  was  true  that  the 
■tkndard  of  examinations  for  admission 
into  the  army  had  been  lowered  from  time 
to  time  by  his  orders,  and,  further,  whether 
the  Council  of  Education  had  any  influence 
vnr  the  scale  of  examinations,  or  merely 
nniecl  out  the  instructions  of  the  Secre- 
tarj  for  War.  With  this  view  ho  should 
wnelude  by  formally  moving  (he  adjoarn- 
■eot  of  the  Honse. 

QmrEBAL  PEEL  :  When  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  eays  be  does  not  know  who 
"  Civilian  "  is,  I  beliero  ho  is  the  only 
pgnoB  in  the  House  who  is  ignorant  of 
ihkt  person's  name.  [Cries  o/"i'amc."] 
Vail,  then,  I  can  tell  you,  his  name  is 
Htggins.  I  understand  the  charge  agnioit 
naiB,  that  I  from  time  to  time  lowered  the 
■tudard  of  examination  for  admission  into 
Mm  utny,  that  this  was  done  without  con- 
•dtiig  the  Council  of  Education,  that  the 
Cameil  had  no  authority  in  the  matter, 
aid  it  IS  insinnated  that  this  was  done  to 
lirft  the  capacity  of  friends  whom  I  wished 
toulrodnce  into  the  army.  Tothatcbarge 
I  pre  the  most  unqualified  denial.  So 
br  from  having  lowered  the  standard  of 
anmiDatiim  from  time  to  lime,  the  fact  is 
Am  waa  bat  one  alteration  made  during 
flntiiBfl  I  was  in  office,  and  I  will  explain 
Mder  what  eirenmstonces  that  was  done. 
tht  Hooae  will  then  be  able  to  judge  of 
tta  aMoncy  of  the  statemenls  that  hare 
iMaaafa  b7"Cinlian."    In  the  month 


before  the  Council  of  Education  as  to  the 
llicii  state  of  the  army  in  respect  of  candi- 
dates for  coramissions,  of  which  this  is  an 
extract : — 

"  There  are  at  this  time  in  the  CaTalrr  of  tU 
Line  tenoometcieaTsoaDtbypurohsso.and  twenty- 
four  without:  and  in  the  Houaehold  Cavalry  one 
oornetcy  ™oant  in  the  lat  Life  Guards,  Ato  ditto 
in  Ibe  2nd  Life  Gnords,  and  two  ditto  in  the  Royal 
Uorse  Guarda  Blue ;  and  thero  is  not  a  aingle 
candidate  for  Cavalry  on  the  Commandor-in-Cbiers 
liat  who  bos  paaeed  hia  examination.  The  case  is 
also  becoming  even  more  pressing  in  the  Infantry. 
"'  I  at  this  moment  no  candidates  for  oom- 

eitbor  by  or  without  purchase,  who  bavs 


jprovided  for, 

ith  the  exception  of  fire  or  six  who  passed  in 
April  last  for  commiuions  by  purchase,  and  who 
have  since  stated  their  inability  to  purchase. 
There  are  several  vaoant  onalgncies  in  diSbrent 
regiments  which  cannot,  therefore,  be  filled  at 
present,  and  acTentaen  battalions,  to  which  four 
companies  are  to  bo  added  in  proportion,  as  thej 
approach  the  completion  of  their  cstabliabment  in 
rank  and  file.  It  ia  therefore  quite  crident  that 
under  the  preacnt  aystom  of  examination  tlio 
supply  will  not  keep  pace  with  the  demand.  It 
maybe  stated  that  1 30  candidates  were  examined 
in  April.  Of  these  73  passed  and  S3  failed.  At 
the  ciaminalion  of  this  month  (Juno),  77  were  ex- 
amined of  whom  51}  passed  and  21  ^iled." 

That  was  I(ud  before  the  Council  of  Educa- 
tion, and  the  following  application  from 
the  Council  was  forwarded  to  me  by  tfao 
Commander-in-Chief.  Be  it  recollected 
that  it  is  said  I  altered  from  time  to  time 
the  standard  of  education.  The  document 
is  dated  the  2nd  of  July,  18o8,  and  runs 
as  follows: — 

"Tho  present  very  urgent  demand  for  nfflcen 
having  been  represented  to  the  Council  of  Military 
Education,  it  hu  appeared  desirable  Xn  recom- 


Thcn   follows  the   modification    proposed, 
and  the  memorandum  goes  on  :  — 

"  The  Council  tberefore  bc^  to  recommend 
them  to  the  faToarable  coDStdtrntion  of  hii  Krijal 
Highness.  Tbe  CoDDCil  begs  Ut  n/lA  that  Canon 
Moseley,  who  is  absent,  lui  expressed  his  con- 
;orrence  in  the  abov«  rtcommeiidations." 

This 


I  the  answer  I  directed  to  be  ro- 


"War  Office,  10th  July,  JOSS, 
"  Sir,— In  reply  v,  your  letter  of  tho  3rd  «f  Jul/, 
T'lr^ardin^  a  ii>«niorandum  from  the  CMincil  ol 
Military  Mutation,  reioinmendinij  oertain  modjfl- 
eati<ina  in  tlie  seheioA  'A  exaininati'jn  of  eaii4i- 
dBt««  for  direct  rauibiiaJAna,  I  am  direel«d  \ij 
Secmtary  Majar-Ueniral  J'hiI  Ui  ae^«aJDt  jau, 
T'lrlhe  information  of  bis  ltf>yil  lligbneti,  lliath* 
■pproves  of  [he  a]l«ratir>ns  therein  reeommettdod. 
I  am  at  tbe  same  time  Vt  rnnaA  ibat  tite  rsport 


Srt: 
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Monr».  iv>jko;  ri'?m*ni!T  fur  a  new  American 
■m  !:•:  V  !  in  iMiuid  involve  an  annual  paj- 
n-"r.  f  »Ti.::iO!n.*iii^  from  next  vear,  of 
:L'7.'.'."':  "\'u:■JulI^  jmriiee  liJid,  ill  niiswcr 
T.  ui  iipiiuiMjii  ibBuc'd  Boiuc  tltiie  apo, 
tiii'ii£:i.  i:  (liii  lutt  amount  to  a  pledge,  sub- 
ni!ti<-L:  ii*nuv!'e>  to  tlie  GoverDmcut  for  au- 
otue*  Mn\  uit  iuipurtaHt  Jina  of  steamers. 
A  11^1  rail (..  vhicli  i^aa  at  present  supplied 
i*y  tiii-  L^'i!  )Sea  route,  was  dc&irous  of 
tjr.viii^  n  lint  u!  coin aiuiricat ion  Ly  a  re^u- 
iu*  XK-K'uu  i::i'au!  bCMvice  across  tlio  Uth- 
inus-  of  i-'uhiiiii;:.  Jf  buuli  a  Ine  should  be 
e!Fi:iuii':iiei'.  i^  Would  lt:ud  to  another  and  a 
\v*\  ii'juvv  audition  hi  char^<,'  upon  the  re- 
vchi*!..  uitiiuuirli  u^  wat  unubU;  to  state  the 
]t:coi-9i-  ;iiuouui  of  tiiul  charge,  lie  would 
no;  t'uirv  into  the  (juc^iiou,  whether  any 
consiiii^rtiliie  aniouni  of  coruponsation  might 
i»K  Q'*»pved  frvMu  tlie  |iOblii;;e  of  letters^  he 
te'"tiii'"v  vi.6  corroft  hi  bayiiijr  that  a  very 
iieio «  btitiiiiiiiul  diuij^e  would  in  tlie  first 
jilt;  iiiCi  ui-  iiii\'wn  upon  the  Kxchecjucr. 
Nt.*:  l^a^  ii:\i  L.lj.  for  \hii  cii'ijct  of  this  po- 
Jii.-v  iibd  luid  ub'.eciiv  bf  en  to  create  uU 
o*e»  li.e  woiiJ,  where  there  were  Jiritish 
ee'.ubh&iiiiiiui^,  J3ritibh  iuterefetSf  or  britivh 
be::iciiiei:>.  a  buiiguine  and  confident  ex- 
|A.-i''.«i:ljti  liiat  the  purbe  of  the  Britibh  pub- 
i.c  woi:ld  oe  uvaiiai^Ie  to  feupply  a  regular 
liiiU  e.KpeiJb:ve  fivstul  cotnuiunication.  This 
iiuprebelon  wne  <;uiniii;^  ground  from  yenr 
to  }i:ui',  t'j  t^^^  util(.*bb  the  liou»e  of  Com- 
Hi.iie  took  berivut  co;^niKunee  of  the  sub- 
ji\A'\.  .1  MVuid  i^L-  found,  if  they  continued 
\ii  :i.e  r  pK-H.M  coi<i'b'.%  that  what  was  now 
iuKr-v.y  L'j  i'K\.'<:i:\ik*vju  would  harden  into  a 
Vrit.e  ]'.e  b!jd  hu  ulfeoJute  dogma,  which  no 
Ovvv! :.:•:. !.t,  a?.d  he  nii;^:jt  almost  bay  no 
yiif..im'j,\:LK,  Would  be  uV.ii  to  rebibt.  Under 
LtiiAt  ciicLMietbnc'.'b  iiC  would  not  say  what 
pul.iy  t'i.W.i  f/e  purbued^  he  would  not  in 
iLv  lea-^t  C'.;ef«:e  aiteiupt  to  prejudge  the 
gi-fA-ial  ou\.-eti'.n,  but  he  thought  it  was 
|iib-.u  oil  erery  piiticlpie  that  ought  to  rc- 
gc-aie  tt.e  public  «rxi>endi'ure  and  impress 
tiM;  Jiouse  of  C'oiiiiJiOnb  \uth  a  joalouby  for 
its  (•riviieges,  the  time  had  arrived  when 
this  ujatter  bbould  be  subjected  on  the  part 
of  lie  House  Co  systematic,  careful,  and 


to  constitute  it,  with  the  view  of  Beeanniraa 
far  at  possible  an  inparUal  nnd  thorougli- 
going  inqairy.  With  re^rd  to  the  seofie 
of  the  ComiDittec*B  inqnirieB,  he  was  de- 
sirous that  it  afaould  be  as  wide  as  possi- 
ble, but  he  would  Tcntare  to  propose  a 
tririal  alteration  whieh  would  render  tiie 
Motion  sooDewbat  more  czteanre  in  its  ap- 
plication. As  it  thev  stood,  he  tfaongiit 
the  expreasioB  "  Tariow  ateampaeket  torn* 
panics  for  the  eonTeraaoe  cyf  the  nails  be- 
yond the  limits  of  the  United  Eingdon" 
was  somewhat  amhignons.  For  those  words, 
tlicrcfore,  he  proposed  to  auhstitnte  the 
words  "  by  aea.*'  Thii  would  senre  ts 
clear  away  the  ambignity,  and  on  looking 
at  the  contract  for  the  conveTanee  of  the 
mails  between  Holyhead  and  Kingstown, 
he  found  that  contract  waa  clearly  one 
that  ought  to  come  under  review,  as  it  wu 
entered  into  for  ten  yeara,  although  it  hsd 
now  nearly  expired.  Of  courM.  h  wm 
needless  for  him  to  aaj,  that  all  partiei 
who  were  interested  in  ^is  queation  migiit 
rest  assured  that  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commona  investigating  diis  aiat^ 
ter  would  conduct  their  inqnirieB  rabjsst 
to  every  restraint  which  eould  he  impoied 
by  considerations  of  good  £aith  ai  wisU  as 
public  t)olicy;  hut  at  the  same  time,  it 
would  bo  the  duty  of  the  Commitlae  to 
examine  carefully  into  every  traitsaiitMi 
which  had  been  eoncloded,  and  whieh 
might  from  its  natare  appear  to  he  iUas- 
trativo  of  tlio  general  sabjeet,  ortong- 
gest  particular  conaiderationa  of  imper- 
tancc.  He  might  ohserre,  with  TeferBnee 
to  a  question  which  had  been  put  the  other 
night,  that  he  had  no  donbttbe 
recently  concluded  for  an  ocean 
from  Gal  way  to  St.  John's,  Newfc 
would  attract  the  attention  of  the 
tec,  inasmuch  as  the  arrangeaont,  al- 
though concluded  bo  far  aa  to  land  As 
Government,  might  still  be  aaid  to  ha  ii 
some  degree  in  embryo.  He  moat  sav, 
however,  that  this  Committee  vaa  not  pa- 
posed  with  any  exclusive  or  apeeial  raCs- 
rcnco  to  that  subject,  and  aJthoegh  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  CooMnitlee  to 


aearchiug  examination.  He  did  not  think  '  entertain  fully  every  queation  rdaliag  te 
k  uece»sary  to  add  anything  to  what  ho  that  arrangement,  it  would  have  been  the 
had  thus  briefly  stated  as  the  general  rcn- ,  duty  of  the  GoTcrnment,  from  eoBsidera- 
aoes  for  the  appoiiKment  of  the  Commit-  tions  of  public  interest,  to  reeommend  Ae 
tee.  Ue  could  only  say  that,  if  the  Com-  >  appointment  of  this  Committee  if  theateaia- 
nittee  vcro  appointed,  it  would  bo  the  .  packet  service  between  Galway  mod  St. 
itudy  of  the  Government — and  ho  hoped  John's  had  never  been  eatabliahed.  He 
they  would  receive  the  assistance  of  others  i  did  not  kuow  that  there  waa  anything  elae 


iriw  were  qualified  to  aid  them — to  select 
tteaameaof  thoBO  hon.  Members  who  were 
The  ChanceU<n'  of  the  Exchequer 


on  which  it  waa  necessary  for  him  to  offv 
further  explanation,  but  he  ahouM  be  raady 
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to  giTO  any  such  explanation  if  a  future 
discussion  should  take  place,  and  he  would 
therefore  simply  submit  the  Motion  with 
the  slight  alteration  he  had  suggested. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  manner  in  which  Contracts  extend- 
mg  oyer  periods  of  years  have  from  time  to  time 
been  formed  or  modified  by  Her  Majesty's  Goyem- 
ment  with  various  Steam  Packet  Companies  for 
the  conveyance  of  the  Mails  by  Sea ;  and  likewise 
into  any  agreements  or  other  arrangements  which 
have  been  adopted  at  the  public  charge,  actual  or 
prospective,  for  the  purposes  of  telegraphic  com- 
munications hcyond  sea,  and  to  report  their  opinion 
thereon  to  the  House  ;  together  with  any  Recom- 
mondations  as  to  rules  to  be  observed  hercafier  by 
the  Government  in  making  Contracts  for  services 
which  have  not  yet  been  sanctioned  by  Parlia- 
ment, or  which  extend  o?er  a  series  of  years." 

Mb.  U.  HERBERT  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  trouble  tho  House  with  any  remarks  on 
the  subject  generally,  but  to  express  an 
etmest  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 
man  would  not  persist  in  his  intention  to 
•iter  the  original  words  of  his  Motion.  No 
ioubt  it  was  quite  proper  that  a  Committee 
■hoald  inquire  into  the  ocean  steam-packet 
■enrice,  but  the  change  in  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  would  reopen  a  question  which  had 
in  several  oecasious  been  discussed  in  that 
Uoote,  and  which  had  been  already  decided 
bj  •  Oemmitteo  of  the  House,  and  it 
would  occasion  the  utmost  dismay,  not  only 
MBong  hon.  Gentlemen  connected  with  Iro- 
laadt  bat  among  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  had  the  honour  of  being 
ehairman  of  the  Committee  on  postal  com- 
Bonication  with  Ireland,  and  while  it  was 
ailtiog  he  had  communications  from  a  rast 
wmber  of  persons  connected  with  Ireland, 
aad  he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gcntlo- 
man  that  the  interest  felt  in  the  subject  in 
Ireland  was  most  intense.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  greatest  satisfaction  had  been 
manifested  by  the  Irish  public  when  the 
eaueeuions  on  this  subject,  which  they  had 
bteo  anticipating  for  years,  wero  made  by 
tiM  OoTemment,  but  in  proportion  to  that 
ntiafiietion  would  be  the  disappointment 
which  would  be  excited  in  that  country 
whea  it  was  understood  that  the  Gorern- 
BMDt  intended  to  reopen  the  question.  He 
hapod  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
sidar  that  the  words  of  his  original  Motion 
ware  sufficiently  comprehensive ;  but  if  he 
ptraiated  in  his  Amendment,  he  (Mr.  Her- 
Wt)  would  divide  the  House  against  it. 

8ia  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTfi  said, 
tkal^  ha  eoncarred  iikiividaally,  and  he  bad 


no  doubt  that  every  other  Member  of  the 
late  Government  also  concurred  in  tho  pro- 
posal to  appoint  a  Committee.    He  had  no 
indisposition  to  enter  into  the  fullest  dis- 
cussion of  the  contracts  made  by  the  late 
Government,  but  the  House  would  proba- 
blv  think  it  more  convenient  now  to  follow 
the  course    proposed   by    the   Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  confine    itself  to 
the  voiy  important  Motion  before  it.     The 
question  was  one  of  great  difficulty.      The 
right    hon.    Gentleman    hnd   referred   to 
the  Committee  or   Commission    of   1853, 
of    which    Lord    Canning,    Mr.    Cowper, 
and   he   (Sir    S.  Northcetc)   were    mem- 
bers.    At  the  time  that  Committee  was 
appointed    the    estimate    for    the    postal 
service  amounted  to  J&853,000.     In  their 
Report  they  held  out  a  hope   that  that 
charge    would   be  reduced.      They    went 
generally  into  tho  principles  upon   which 
the  postal  service  should  be  conducted,  and 
certain  lines  of  communication  be  subsi- 
dized.    Their  general  view  was  that  the 
packet  service  should  be  carried  on  by  the 
Government  and  under  a  system  of  con- 
tracts rather  than  by  direct  Government 
agency,  and  that  in  determining  what  lines 
should  be  started  and  maintained  reference 
should  be  had,  not  merely  to  postal,  but 
also  to  social,  political,   and  commercial 
considerations.     They  also  held  that  the 
Government  might  at  first   wisely   grant 
subsidies  in  certain  cases  beyond  the  return 
they  might  expect  in  postal  advantages, 
but  that,  as  a  general  rule,  where  politi- 
cal considerations  were  not  involved,  this 
system  ought  not  to   bo    continued    after 
the  companies  had  been  once  fairly  estab- 
lished.    Several  other  points  bearing  upon 
the    subject    wero  also  fully    considered. 
Amongst    others,    whether    the    packets 
employed  in  the  service  should  be  made 
available   for   purposes    of  war.     It   was 
recommended   that    the   contracts  should 
bo   so  worded  as  to  render   the  packets 
available  for  such  purposes  if  their  services 
were  required.     A  suggestion  emanating 
from   the  chairman   as   representing   the 
Post  Office  was  adopted,  namely,  to  alter 
tho  whole  system  of  packet  service  by  sub- 
stituting for  contracts   for  long  periods, 
contracts  for  short  periods,  even  for  single 
voyages.     It  was  on  the  possible  success 
of  this    alteration    that    the    Committee 
grounded  their  hope  of  a  permanent  re- 
duction in  the  expenditure  on  this  service. 
The  experiment  was  tried,  and  tho  result 
was  that  the  cost  of  the  packet  service 
gradually    declined    from    J&853,0(K)    to 
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£756,000,  effecting  thereby  a  consider- 
able reduction  in  the  Estimntes.  But  in 
1857  the  By  stem  was  materially  altered 
under  the  Government  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  for  reasons  that  doubtless  appear- 
ed satisfactory,  but  the  Estimates  for  the 
packet  service  in  one  year  ran  up  to 
£923,000,  or  thereabouts.  What  had 
taken  place  in  the  previous  interval  ? 
They  had  had  experience  of  the  effect  of 
contracts  for  short  periods,  particularly  in 
the  communications  with  Australia.  That 
system  was  considered  unsatisfactory,  and 
the  colonists  objected  to  it.  It  was  to  put 
an  end  to  that  system  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Wilson)  thought  it  necessary 
to  revert  in  some  measure  to  the  old  system 
of  lengthened  contracts,  and  contracts  were 
made  to  establish  a  regular  service  to  Aus- 
tralia. Since  then  further  additions  had 
been  made  to  the  packet  Estimates  until 
they  arrived  at  their  present  amount.  But 
those  additions  were  nothing  compared  with 
those  made  in  1857.  He  trusted  that  the 
Committee  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  notice,  would  inquire  into  the 
wholesubject,  and  not  confine  their  investiga- 
tion to  one  or  two  contracts.  He  thought 
that  they  should  consider  what  were  the  prin- 
ciples illustrated  by  those  contracts.  In 
the  Report  of  the  former  Committee  they 
had  speculated  on  the  possibility  of  a  war. 
What  was  then  but  a  mere  speculation 
soon  afterwards  became  a  fact.  The  Cri- 
mean war  broke  out,  and  they  then  had 
practical  proof  of  the  great  value  of  the 
packet  service  to  this  country.  The  con- 
tracts with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company  and  with  other  companies  for  the 
transport  of  stores  and  of  troops  had  been 
attended  with  incalculable  advantage,  and 
no  doubt  this  consideration  had  its  influ- 
ence when  the  old  system  of  long  contracts 
WM  reyiTed.  Wide  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tl  A  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
iri  ed  to  make  the  reference  to  the 
I  ]  e»  the  words  proposed  were  hardly 
1     •  h.     Of  ooorse  the  conduct  of 

uoTernments  in  regard  to  each 

oentnet  mast  be  sifted,  but  it 

V  re  important  to  ascertain  what 

noiples  on  which  this  service 

o  be  conducted,  and  he  (Sir  Stafford 

)  doobted  whether,   under  the 
as  it  now  stood,  the 

■  V        DO  at  liberty  to  enter  in- 

if  thej  laid  down  the  rule 

ahonld  be  entered  into 

I      B  paid  to  the  com- 


panies were  likely  to  be  returned  to  the 
country  in  the  shape  of  postage,  he  was 
afraid  that,  with  a  single  exception,  none 
of  the  trans-oceanic  services  would  be  main- 
tained, for  only  one  of  them  (if  one)  repaid 
the  entire  outly  made  upon  it.  It  must  not 
be  considered,  however,  that  the  whole 
of  the  cost  of  the  packet  service  was  lost, 
for  a  considerable  amount  of  it  came  back 
in  the  shape  of  postage.  In  1853  the 
Committee  endeavoured  to  obtain  an  esti- 
mate of  the  net  cost  to  the  public  for  the 
packet  service  ;  and  they  found  that  the 
service  cost  the  public  above  the  amount 
of  postage  received,  £325,000.  It  was  not 
therefore  a  question  of  £1,000,000  expen- 
diture, but  of  £300,000  or  £400,000. 
There  was  also  another  point.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  who  had  taken  great  pains 
in  the  matter,  had  laid  down  the  principle 
that  the  Colonies  should  bo  called  on  to 
pay  half  the  expenses  of  this  service.  It 
was  true  that  as  yot  circumstances  had  pre* 
vented  the  Government  reaping  thefuU  ad- 
vantage of  this  arrangement,  and  no  money 
h  ad  come  in  from  the  Colonies  in  relation  to 
this  matter  until  very  lately.  But  those 
anticipated  receipts  from  the  Colonies  most 
be  taken  as  another  element  of  the  dimino* 
tion  of  the  large  amount  of  the  expense  of  the 
packet  service.  There  were  many  other 
considerations  mixed  up  with  this  snbj^t 
besides  the  financial  one.  A  question  ulti- 
mately connected  with  it  was  our  defences 
and  maritime  greatness,  in  which,  of  oourte, 
the  commerce  of  the  country  was  seriously 
concerned.  As  an  instance  of  that  fact  be 
might  mention  the  contract  entered  into 
with  Mr.,  now  Sir,  Samuel  Cunard,  which 
resulted  in  the  American  line  of  packets 
being  wholly  defeated  in  the  race  of  com- 
petition. In  relation  to  this  packet  lerrice 
it  had  been  the  experience  of  aaccesnre 
Governments,  that  there  were  opposite 
views  taken  by  two  departmenta.  The 
one  was  that  taken  by  the  Admiralty,  the 
other  by  the  Post  Office  authoritiea.  Com- 
ments had  frequently  been  made  upon 
contracts  having  been  entered  into  against 
tho  advice  of  the  Postmaster  General.  The 
view  taken  by  the  Post  Office  authorities 
was  one  regarding  financial  considerations 
only.  The  Admiralty,  however,  snggested 
i  other  considerations,  equally,  if  not  much 
more,  important.  The  Treaanry  endea- 
voured to  hold  the  balance  between  the 
two  opinions  and  so  reconcile  the  discre- 
pancies. Now,  to  go  thoroughly  into  the 
subject,  these  views  should  be  fuify  eon- 
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sidered  by  the  Committee,  and  then  it 
would  be  in  a  position  to  make  a  report, 
which  would  enable  the  House  to  judge 
what  expense  it  was  incurring,  for  what 
purpose  it  was  incurred,  and  what  results 
were  likely  to  be  attained.  In  conclusion, 
he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he 
would  meet  with  every  co-operation  from 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  in  for- 
warding the  objects  which  he  had  in  riew. 

Mr.  marsh  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  the  result  of  the  labours  of  the 
Committee  was  to  establish  that  only  one 
line  of  oceanic  postage  were  desirable,  he 
believed  it  would  greatly  increase  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  service  and  would  likewise 
have  the  effect  of  curtailing  the  very  con- 
siderable outlay  that  was  at  present  neces- 
sitated both  on  the  part  of  this  country 
and  of  the  Colonics.  At  present  consider- 
able diversity  of  opinion  existed  with  re- 
gard to  what  might  be  regarded  as  such 
a  simple  matter  as  the  shortest  route  to 
Sydney ;  most  persons  maintaining  that 
the  most  direct  passage  was  by  way  of 
Panama,  though  the  House  might  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  the  shortest  was  in 
reality  by  North  America  and  Labrador. 
In  a  very  few  months  telegraphic  messages 
would  be  transmitted  vid  Aden,  in  half  the 
time  that  they  would  be  by  way  of  Pa- 
nama ;  and  this  very  route,  he  maintained, 
might  be  made  a  means  of  cheapening  the 
postage  to  Australia  ;  for  if  packets  went 
merely  from  Australia  to  Ceylon  they 
could  accomplish  this  fortnightly  instead 
of  monthly  as  at  present,  and  the  Bombay 
and  Calcutta  packets  could  pick  up  and 
bring  the  mails  from  thence. 

1&.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  was  sure 
that  the  public  would  be  in  the  highest 
degree  satisfied  with  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  much  dis- 
content prevailed  at  the  wayjn  which  the 
Bjatem  of  public  contracts  had  hitherto 
been  carried  on.  He  did  not  think  it 
waa  60  much  a  question  whether  the 
making  of  a  particular  contract  was  to 
be  charged  as  a  ground  of  censure  against 
this  or  that  Government,  or  whether 
one  or  another  Administration  was  to 
be  praised  for  exerting  itself  to  forward 
the  public  wish  with  regard  (o  a  particular 
line.  But  when  they  saw  the  documents 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  respecting  the  Gal  way  and  Dovor 
mail  contracts,  and  perused  the  voluminous 
mass  of  correspondence  which  had  been  pre- 
sented in  reference  to  the  Mediterranean 


Telegraph  contract,  it'Seemed  to  be  high 
time  that  matters  should  be  placed  on 
some  footing  that  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  Government  and  acceptable  to  the 
country,  and  which  could  only  be  done 
through  the  agency  of  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  that  House.  It  was  a  matter 
for  congratulation  that  England  was  now 
the  postal  carrier  for  the  entire  world, 
and  he  would  venture  (o  suggest  that 
as  telegraphic  communication  would  su- 
persede, to  a  great  extent,  the  postal 
communications  hitherto  carried  on  be- 
tween different  countries,  it  was  a  sub- 
ject deserving  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee, in  what  mode  telegraphic  com- 
panies should  be  assisted  by  Government, 
and  to  what  extent  Government  itself 
should  establish  telegraphic  communica- 
tions between  our  various  dependencies  and 
other  countries.  If  the  Committee  extend- 
ed its  inquiries  to  this  important  subject 
of  telegraphic  communication  they  would 
render  great  service  to  the  country. 

Mb.  GEORGE  said,  that  being  as  an 
Irish  county  Member  peculiarly  interested 
in  the  communication  between  London  and 
Dublin,  and  in  consequence  of  the  especial 
allusion  that  had  been  made  to  it  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  was  de- 
sirous of  saying  a  few  words.  He  wished  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  contract  for  the 
postal  service  between  Dublin  and  London 
rested  on  peculiar  grounds.  It  would  be  re- 
collected that  repeated  complaints  had  been 
made  from  time  to  time  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  the  postal  and  passenger  communi- 
cation between  the  two  countries,  and  more 
especially  between  the  two  capitals  ;  Com- 
mittees again  and  again  reported  on  the 
subject,  and  eventually,  in  accordance  with 
their  recommendations,  a  special  Act  of 
Parliament  was  passed,  enabling,  and  al- 
most directing,  the  London  and  North 
Western  and  the  Chester  and  Holyhead 
Railway  Companies,  and  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin Steam  Packet  Company  to  enter  into  a 
contract  for  the  improvement  of  the  com- 
munication between  the  two  countries.  Re- 
peated questions  were  put  in  consequence 
of  the  delay  which  took  place  in  carrying 
out  that  agreement,  and  an  interval  of 
two  years  elapsed  before  the  matter  was 
brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion.  At 
the  end  of  last  year,  however,  a  solemn 
contract  was  entered  into  and  signed  by 
the  railway  and  steam  packet  companies, 
by  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  the  Post 
Office  authorities,  and  other  parties  inte- 
rested in  this  subject.     It  had  been  spe- 
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cinlly  provided  thftt  the  large  Biiin  of 
£300,000  should  bo  raised,  and  four  steam 
packets  of  unexampled  speed  and  power 
constructed  and  put  upon  that  station  ; 
and,  confiding  in  tho  faith  of  tho  depart- 
ments in  question,  that  sum  had  been 
raised,  and  interest  was  at  present  pay- 
able on  a  considerable  portion  of  it.  Con- 
tracts had  been  entered  into  with  a  great 
Liverpool  firm  for  the  building  of  three  of 
tho  ships,  and  with  Mr.  Samudo,  of  Lon- 
don, for  tho  fourth.  If  it  were  now  to  be 
understood  that  this  contract  was  to  be 
referred  to  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee,  the  security  of  those  persons 
who  had  lent  their  money  for  this  object 
would  bo  materially  afit^cted  ;  and  the  de- 
sideratum of  improved  communication  with 
Ireland  would  bo  again  indefinitely  post- 
poned. To  show  tho  public  spirit  with  ; 
^vhich  tho  contractors  had  acted  in  this 
caso,  ho  might  mention  that  in  conse- 
qucnco  of  an  Act  of  the  Legislature  re- 
cently adopted,  which  directed  that  Post 
Office  contracts  wcro  to  be  subject  to  the 
annual  revision  of  Parliament,  they  abso- 
lutely signed  an  agreement  putting  them- 
selves under  that  special  Act,  although 
they  did  not  consider  themselves  bound 
to  do  so.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
could  not  but  think  that  tho  public  faith 
in  Government  contracts  would  bo  very 
much  shaken  if  tho  one  that  had  been 
BO  deliberately  closed  between  tho  Govern- 
ment and  the  companies  to  whoso  caso  ho 
Imd  referred  wcro  rc-opcncd  by  a  Commit- 
tee of  that  House. 

Viscount  DUNKELLIN  said,  that  the 
Motion  itself  was  unobjectionable,  but  some 
of  the  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  introducing  it, 
mi£);ht,  ho  feared,  insensibly  bias  the  tenor  '■ 
uf  instructions  to  the  Committee,  by  reason 
of  the  high  quarter  from  which  these  had 
proceeded.  In  his  view  every  engagement 
entered  into  between  tho  Executive  Go- 
vernment and  any  body  of  public  men, 
even  irrespective  of  its  merits  or  demerits, 
became  a  matter  of  public  faith  ;  and  there- 
fore ho  trusted  that,  so  far  aa  Gal  way  was 
concerned,  which  hod  repeatedly  engaged 
tho  attention  of  Parliamentary  Committees 
08  an  eligible  transatlantic  packet  station, 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry  might  bo  narrowed 
bj  its  omissiun  from  the  Resolution. 

Mb.  WILSON  said,  that  whilst  the  sco])e 
cf  the  iuqnirj  voald  embrace  contracts  for 

n  service  between  different  parts  of  the 

I      nm,  hQ  could  assure  the  hon. 

mber  for  Wexford  (Mr. 


George)  that  there  was  no  intention  on  tho 
part  of  tho  Government  to  interfere  with 
the  contract  entered  into   for  the   postal 
service  between  Dublin  and  London.     In- 
deed  the   Government   was    prepared   to 
pledge  itself  not  to  reopen  or  disturb  in 
any  manner  that  contract  as  it  now  stood, 
or  to  endanger  its  existence  in  any  way. 
It  was  only  desired  to  point  the  inquiry  to 
such  contracts  as  might  hereafter  be  pro- 
posed.    With  reference  to  an  observation 
made  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  with 
regard    to  tlie  large   sums  of  money  ex- 
pended on  mail-packet   services  when  he 
was  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he  would 
remind  the   House  that   Lord    Jocelyn's 
Cummittee, which  investigated  the  question 
a  few  years  ago,  came  to  a  decided  opinion 
in  reference  to  it,  which  tho  Government 
first  ought  to  put  in  practice,  but  were 
eventually   obliged   to   abandon.      Sub8^ 
quently,  in  making  new  contracts,  tho  Trea- 
sury for  the  first  time  laid  down  the  prin- 
ciple that  if  the  distant  possessions  of  this 
country  were  to  have  a  postal  communica- 
tion, it  was  but  right  that  they  should  con- 
triUute  a  fair  proportion  of  the  expenditure. 
The  Australian  colonies  in  tbis  way  con- 
tributed £90,000  ayear,  the  Cape  £20.000, 
and    the    Indian   Government    £50,000. 
These  sums,  taken  together,  would  go  far 
to  account  for  tho  increased  expenditure. 

Mil.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
press his  satisfaction  that  this  subject,  in- 
volving,  as  it  did,  so  large  an  expenditure 
of  public  money,  was  about  to  be  submitted 
to  a  thorough  investigation.  Ho  hoped 
the  inquiry  would  not  be  narrowed  down  in 
tho  manner  suggested  by  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers. As  he  took  it,  the  object  of  appoint- 
ing the  Committee  was  not  the  reopening 
of  public  contracts  ;  but  it  was  very  mi< 
portant  that  the  public  should  be  put 
in  a  position  to  judge  whether  a  better 
arrangement  than  that  which  at  present 
existed  might  not  bo  adopted  in  respect 
of  the  mode  of  making  tboso  contracts. 
For  himself,  ho  was  not  very  sangume 
that  the  Committee  would  make  a  very 
early  report.  Somo  years  ago  he  sat 
upon  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  a  eon- 
tract  in  which  tho  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company  were  concerned,  and  that  inedry 
lasted  a  long  time.  The  present  Com- 
mittee were  going  to  travel  all  over  the 
world,  and  their  labours  would  not,  he 
feared,  be  very  speedily  concluded. 

Mil.  BOUVEUIE  said,  that  there  was 
one  matter  connected  with  this  subject  Ufion 
which  nothing  had  as  yet  been  auil,  m  a 
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debate  whicli  had  lasted  an  hour  and  a  half, 
but  on  which  he  should  like  to  come  to  a 
clearer  understanding — he  meant  the  con- 
tract for  the  conveynnce  of  the  mails  be- 
tween Galway  nnd  the  United  States.  That 
contract,  no  doubt,  was  the  cause  of  the 
]>resent  Motion,  and  without  prejudging  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  but  judging  from 
the  papers  before  the  House,  a  more  reck- 
less, more  hasty,  and  more  inconsiderate, 
waste  of  public  money  never  was  made. 
He  doubted  whether  the  terms  of  the  re- 
ference made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  would  enablo  the  Committee  to  go 
into  that  particular  ease,  for  he  considered 
that  no  actual  contract  had  been  entered 
into  with  the  company,  but  that  merely 
the  basis  of  a  contract  had  been  agreed  to. 
If  this  were  so,  he  should  move  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  include  it  in  the  matter 
referred  to  the  Committee.     [Mr.  Wilson: 
There  is  a  contract.]    Then  the  case  would, 
of  course,  come  before  the  Committee.     It 
seemed  to  him,  firstly,  that  the  Into  6o- 
▼ernment  had  made  a  reckless  and  incon- 
siderate contract  for  the  public  interests, 
and,  secondly,  that  they  had  been  guilty  of 
conduct  to  a  particular  company,  of  which 
be  had  no  knowledge,  but  which  was,  he 
believod,  a  powerful,  respectable  company 
at  Liverpool,  which  no  one  would  be  guilty 
of  in  his  private  affairs.     The  late  Secre- 
tary for  the  Treasury  had  expressed  his 
pleasure  at  the  manner  in  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  subject.     He  (Mr.  Bouverie)  did 
not  wonder  at  it,  because  by  the  proposed 
arrangement  the  Galway  contract  would  be 
glossed  over.     It  would  not  do,  however, 
to  tell  tho  House  of  Commons  that  they 
most  wait  twelve  months  for  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  when  the  matter  would 
be  dead  and  buried,  before  they  expressed 
an  opinion  upon  these  transactions.     What 
were  the  facts  as  they  appeared  in  the 
correspondence   before    tho   House?      A 
company — the  Atlantic  Steam  Navigation 
Company — which,  from  the  statement  of 
the  Secretary  of  tho  Treasury  tho  other 
night,  was  apparently  something  like  a 
bubble  company,  applied  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Newfoundland  for  a  contract  for 
carrying  the  mails  from  Ireland  to  New- 
fonodlaiid,  and  so  on  to  New  York  and 
Boston.     The  Government  at  home  were 
asked  to  go  shares  with  the  Government 
of  Newfoundland  in  subsidizing  that  com- 
pany, and  after  a  good  deal  of  previous 
negotiation   a   Minute   of    tho   Treasury, 
deled  October  7»  1858,  authoriased  an  ad- 


vance upon  the  terms  agreed  to  by  the  pre- 
vious Government  from  £3,000  to  £4,500 
a  year,  in  addition  to  tho  subsidy  which  the 
Newfoundland  Colonial  Government  were 
willing  to  give  the  compony  for  carrying 
on  the  packet  service  from  Ireland  to  New- 
foundland. The  Treasury  Minute  of  Oc- 
tober 7,  1858,  ran  as  follows  : — 

"  The  late  Board  of  Treneurj  declined  making 
any  advance  beyond  the  sum  of  £3,000 ;  never- 
theless, my  Lords  being  desirous  of  meeting  what 
may  be  the  views  nnd  wishes  of  the  Colony,  and 
being  duly  sensible  of  the  great  advantage  of  ex- 
pediting the  communication  with  Newfoundland 
and  the  North  American  Colonies  generally,  are 
disposed  to  authorize  an  advance  on  the  Imperial 
contribution  from  £3,000  to  £4,000,  or  £4,500 
as  a  mcunmum^  if  Sir  Edward  Bulwer  Lytton  shall 
bo  of  opinion  that  such  an  advance  will  be  ex- 
pedient, and  provided  an  advance  at  least  equal 
to  that  of  the  Imperial  Government  beyond  the 
£7,000  now  offered  by  tho  Colony  shall  be  made 
from  the  colonial  resources,  and  that  the  service 
shall  be  in  other  respects,  excepting  as  regards 
the  port  of  embarcation,  as  complete  as  that  pro- 
posed upon  the  former  occasion.  My  Lords  are 
desirous,  however,  to  have  it  understood  that  it 
will  be  for  the  Colony  to  determine  whether  it 
will  be  for  their  interest  to  enter  into  the  pro- 
posed arrangement  with  the  company  represented 
by  Lord  Bury,  or  to  throw  the  service  open  to 
public  competition,  or  to  deal  with  the  present 
contractor,  Mr.  Cunard,  subject,  of  course,  to  the 
eventful  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Government." 

In  the  same  month  Viscount  Bury,  as 
the  agent  of  the  company,  went  out, 
and  on  the  21st  of  October  he  arrived  at 
St.  John's,  Newfoundland.  He  saw  tho 
Executive  Council  there,  and  on  the  22nd 
a  contract  was  concluded  for  a  service  from 
Newfoundland  to  GalwAy  for  a  year.  The 
Home  Government  had  a  veto  reserved  to 
them  upon  it,  but  tho  contract  came  home 
and  was  approved  by  them  for  twelve  months, 
so  that  for  the  year  1859  tho  Govern- 
ments of  Great  Britain  and  Newfoundland 
agreed  to  subsidize  tho  Atlantic  company. 
It  appeared  that  the  Liverpool  company  got 
wind  of  this  arrangement,  for  on  the  25th 
of  October,  three  days  after  the  contract 
was  signed  at  St.  John*8,  they  wrote  to 
the  Government  at  home  to  say,  that  they 
bad  carried  on  an  independent  service  with 
America,  greatly  to  the  public  convenience, 
for  which  they  received  no  subsidy,  nothing 
in  short  beyond  the  usual  sum  paid  for 
ocean  postage,  and  they  prayed  that  in 
the  event  of  any  extension  of  the  postal 
service  they  naight  be  allowed  to  tender. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Horsfall)  had  not  thought 
fit  to  stand  up  for  a  cuiupauy,  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  have  been  very  ill-used. 


811 


Packet  Contracts^  {COMMONS}         Committee  moeed  for.       812 


cially  provided  that  tlio  large  sum  of 
£300,0CX)  should  bo  raised,  nnd  four  steam 
packets  of  unexampled  speed  and  power 
constructed  and  put  upon  that  station ; 
and,  confiding  in  tho  faith  of  the  depart- 
ments in  question,  that  sum  had  been 
raised,  and  interest  was  at  present  pay- 
able on  a  considerable  portion  of  it.  Con-  ! 
tracts  had  been  entered  into  with  a  great 
Liverpool  firm  for  the  building  of  three  of 
the  ships,  and  with  Mr.  Samuda,  of  Lon- 
don, for  tho  fourth.  If  it  were  now  to  be 
understood  that  this  contract  was  to  be 
referred  to  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee,  tho  security  of  those  persons 
who  had  lent  their  money  for  this  object 
would  bo  materially  afi^ected  ;  and  the  de- 
sideratum of  improved  communication  with 
Ireland  would  be  again  indefinitely  post- 
poned. To  show  the  public  spirit  with 
which  the  contractors  hod  acted  in  this 
caso,  ho  might  mention  tliot  in  conse- 
quence of  an  Act  of  the  Legislature  re- 
cently adopted,  which  directed  that  Post 
Ofiicc  contracts  were  to  be  subject  to  the 
annual  revision  of  Parliament,  they  abso- 
lutely signed  an  agreement  putting  them- 
selves under  that  special  Act,  although 
they  did  not  consider  themselves  bound 
to  do  so.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
could  not  but  think  that  tho  public  faith 
in  Government  contracts  would  be  very 
much  shaken  if  tho  one  that  had  been 
so  deliberately  closed  between  tho  Govern- 
ment and  the  companies  to  whoso  case  ho 
had  referred  were  re-opened  by  a  Commit- 
tee of  that  House. 

Viscount  DUNKELLIN  said,  that  the 
Motion  itself  was  unobjectionable,  but  some 
of  the  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  introducing  it, 
mio^ht,  ho  fonrcd,  insenftibly  bios  the  tenor 
of  instructions  to  the  Committee,  by  reason 
of  the  high  quarter  from  which  these  had 
proceeded.  Jn  his  view  every  engagement 
entered  into  between  tho  Executive  Go- 
vernment and  any  body  of  public  men, 
even  irrespective  of  its  merits  or  demerits, 
became  a  matter  of  public  faith  ;  and  there- 
fore he  trusted  that,  so  far  as  Gal  way  was 
concerned,  which  had  repeatedly  engaged 
tho  attention  of  Parliamentary  Committees 
as  nn  eligible  transatlantic  packet  station, 
the  scope  of  tho  inquiry  might  be  narrowed 
by  its  omission  from  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  that  whilst  the  scope 
cf  the  inquiry  would  embrace  contracts  for 
mail  seiviec  between  different  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
and    learned    Member   for  Wexford    (Mr. 

^fl\  Geoir/e 


George)  that  there  was  no  intention  on  tho 
part  of  the  Government  to  interfere  with 
the  contract  entered  into  for  the  postal 
service  between  Dublin  and  London.  In- 
deed the  Government  was  prepared  to 
pledge  itself  not  to  reopen  or  disturb  in 
any  monner  that  contract  as  it  now  stood, 
or  to  endanger  its  existence  in  any  way. 
It  was  only  desired  to  point  the  inquiry  to 
such  contracts  os  might  hereafter  be  pro- 
posed. With  reference  to  an  observation 
made  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  with 
regard  to  the  large  sums  of  money  ex- 
pended on  mail-packet  services  when  he 
was  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he  would 
remind  tho  House  that  Lord  Jocelyn's 
Committee,  which  investigated  the  question 
a  few  years  ago,  came  to  a  decided  opinion 
in  reference  to  it,  which  tho  Government 
first  ought  to  put  in  practice,  but  were 
eventually  obliged  to  abandon.  Subs^ 
qucntly,  in  making  new  contracts,  tho  Tren- 
sury  for  the  first  time  laid  down  the  prin- 
ciple that  if  the  distant  possessions  of  this 
country  were  to  have  a  postal  commmiica- 
tion,  it  was  but  right  that  they  should  con- 
triUute  a  fair  proportion  of  the  expenditure. 
Tho  Australiau  colonies  in  this  way  con- 
tributed £90,000  ayear,  the  Cape  £20,000, 
and  the  Indian  Govemment  £50,000. 
These  sums,  taken  together,  would  go  far 
to  account  for  the  increased  expenditare. 

Mil.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
press  his  satisfaction  that  this  subject,  m*- 
volving,  as  it  did,  so  large  an  expendiCnre 
of  public  money,  was  about  to  be  submitted 
to  a  thorough  investigation.  Ho  hoped 
the  inquiry  would  not  be  narrowed  down  in 
tho  manner  suggested  by  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers. As  he  took  it,  the  object  of  appoint- 
ing the  Committee  wos  not  the  reopening 
of  public  contracts  ;  but  it  was  Terj  im* 
portant  that  the  pnblio  should  be  pat 
in  a  position  to  judge  whether  a  better 
arrangement  than  that  which  at  present 
existed  might  not  bo  adopted  in  respeel 
of  the  mode  of  making  those  oontractib 
For  himself,  ho  was  not  very  sanguiiie 
that  the  Committee  would  make  a  fery 
early  report.  Some  years  ago  he  sat 
upon  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  a  con- 
tract in  which  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company  were  concerned,  and  that  ineeirf 
lasted  a  long  time.  The  preaent  Cm- 
mittee  were  going  to  trarel  all  over  the 
world,  and  their  labours  would  Bot^  hit 
feared,  be  very  speedily  conohided; 

Mr.  BOUVERIB  said, 
one  matter  connected  with 
which  nothing  had  as  jzi 
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debate  wliich  had  lasted  an  hour  and  a  half, 
but  on  which  he  should  like  to  come  to  a 
clearer  understanding — he  meant  the  con- 
tract for  the  conyeynnce  of  the  mails  be- 
tween Galway  nnd  the  United  States.  That 
contract,  no  doubt,  was  the  cause  of  the 
present  Motion,  and  without  prejudging  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  but  judging  from 
the  papers  before  the  House,  a  more  reck- 
less, more  hasty,  and  more  inconsiderate, 
waste  of  public  money  never  was  made. 
He  doubted  whether  the  terms  of  the  re- 
ference made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  enable  the  Committee  to  go 
into  that  particular  ease,  for  he  considered 
that  no  actual  contract  had  been  entered 
into  with  the  company,  but  that  merely 
the  basis  of  a  contract  had  been  agreed  to. 
If  this  were  so,  lie  should  move  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  include  it  in  the  matter 
referred  to  the  Committee.     [Mr.  Wilson: 
There  is  a  contract.]    Then  the  case  would, 
of  course,  come  before  the  Committee.     It 
seemed  to  him,  firstly,  that  the  Inte  6o- 
▼ernment  had  made  a  reckless  and  incon- 
siderato  contract  for  the  public  interests, 
and,  secondly,  that  they  had  been  guilty  of 
conduct  to  a  particular  company,  of  which 
he  had  no  knowledge,  but  which  was,  he 
believod,  a  powerful,  respectable  company 
at  Liverpool,  which  no  one  would  be  guilty 
of  in  his  private  affairs.     The  late  Secre- 
tary for  the  Treasury  had  expressed  his 
pleasure  at  the  manner  in  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  subject.     He  (Mr.  Bouverie)  did 
not  wonder  at  it,  because  by  the  proposed 
arrangement  the  Galway  contract  would  be 
glossed  over.     It  would  not  do,  however, 
to  tell  the  House  of  Commons  that  they 
most  wait  twelve  months  for  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  when  the  matter  would 
be  dead  and  buried,  before  they  expressed 
on  opinion  upon  these  transactions.     What 
were  the  facts  as  they  appeared  in  the 
correspondence   before    the   House?      A 
company — the  Atlantic  Steam  Navigation 
Company — which,  from  the  statement  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  other 
night,  was   apparently  something   like  a 
bubble  company,  applied  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Newfoundland  for  a  contract  for 
carrying  the  mails  from  Ireland  to  New- 
foundland, and  so  on  to  New  York  and 
Boston.     The  Government  at  homo  were 
asked  to  go  shares  with  tlie  Government 
of  Newfoundland  in  subsidizing  that  com- 
pany, and  after  a  good   deal  of   previous 
negotiation   a   Minute   of    the   Treasury, 
daUd  October  7»  1858,  authorized  an  ad- 


vance upon  the  terms  agreed  to  by  the  pre- 
vious Government  from  £3,000  to  £4,500 
a  year,  in  addition  to  the  subsidy  which  the 
Newfoundland  Colonial  Government  were 
willing  to  give  the  company  for  carrying 
on  the  packet  service  from  Ireland  to  New- 
foundland. The  Treasury  Minute  of  Oc- 
tober 7,  1858,  ran  as  follows  : — 

"  The  late  Board  of  Treneurj  declined  making 
any  advance  beyond  the  sum  of  £3,000 ;  never- 
theless, my  Lords  being  desirous  of  meeting  what 
may  be  the  views  nnd  wishes  of  the  Colony,  and 
being  duly  sensible  of  the  great  advantage  of  ex- 
pediting the  communioation  with  Newfoundland 
and  the  North  American  Colonies  generally,  are 
disposed  to  authorize  an  advance  on  the  Imperial 
contrihution  from  £3,000  to  £4,000,  or  £4,500 
as  a  maximum^  if  Sir  Edward  Bulwer  Lytton  shall 
be  of  opinion  that  such  an  advance  will  be  ex- 
pedient, and  provided  an  advance  at  least  equal 
to  that  of  the  Imperial  Government  beyond  the 
£7,000  now  offered  by  the  Colony  shall  be  made 
from  the  colonial  resources,  and  that  the  service 
shall  be  in  other  respects,  excepting  as  regards 
the  port  of  embarcation,  as  complete  as  that  pro- 
posed upon  the  former  occasion.  My  Lords  are 
desirous,  however,  to  htive  it  understood  that  it 
will  be  for  the  Colony  to  determine  whether  it 
will  be  for  their  interest  to  enter  into  the  prO'- 
posed  arrangement  with  the  company  represented 
by  Lord  Bury,  or  to  throw  the  service  open  to 
public  competition,  or  to  deal  with  the  present 
contractor,  Mr.  Cunard,  subject,  of  course,  to  the 
eventfnl  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Govornmont." 

In  the  same  month  Viscount  Bury,  as 
the  agent  of  the  company,  went  out, 
and  on  the  21st  of  October  he  arrived  at 
St.  John's,  Newfoundland.  He  saw  the 
Executive  Council  there,  and  on  the  22nd 
a  contract  was  concluded  for  a  service  from 
Newfoundland  to  Galway  for  a  year.  The 
Home  Government  had  a  veto  reserved  to 
them  upon  it,  but  the  contract  came  home 
and  was  approved  by  them  for  twelve  months, 
so  that  for  the  year  1859  the  Govern- 
ments of  Great  Britain  and  Newfoundland 
agreed  to  subsidize  the  Atlantic  company. 
It  appeared  that  the  Liverpool  company  got 
wind  of  this  arrangement,  for  on  the  25th 
of  October,  three  days  after  the  contract 
was  signed  at  St.  John*s,  they  wrote  to 
the  Government  at  home  to  say,  that  they 
bad  carried  on  an  independent  service  with 
America,  greatly  to  the  public  convenience, 
for  which  they  received  no  subsidy,  nothing 
in  short  beyond  the  usual  sum  paid  for 
ocean  postage,  and  they  prayed  that  in 
the  event  of  any  extension  of  tho  postal 
service  they  might  be  allowed  to  tender. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Horsfall)  had  not  thought 
fit  to  stand  up  for  a  company,  which  ap- 
l>cared  to  him  to  have  been  very  ill-used. 
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On  the  9th  of  November  Sir  Chnrle>  Tre- 
veljan  replied  to  their  applicalion  as  fol- 
lows :— 


the  letter  addresaed  bj  jou  to  this  Board 
hilfof  the  Liverpool,  Now  York,  and  Philadelphia 
Steanuhip  Corapany,  Chat  wboo  a  now  poital  acr- 
vice  is  about  to  bo  ettabliahed  b;  Govern tiicnt,  it 
ia  the  prsotice  of  their  Lordahips  to  invito  tenders 
bj  putUio  advertisements,  thersb;  sflbrdiDg  to  all 
parties  the  opportunitf  of  competing  for  auoh  aer- 
vioea,  provided  they  couform  to  Iho  required  con- 
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membercd,  after  the  Qovernmciit  lind  part- 
ed, bj  their  miouto  of  Octohcr  7,  with  the 
power  of  advcrliaing  for  tenders  for  llie 
current  yeor.  Thej  had  linnded  tlint 
power  over  to  the  Newfoundlfliid  Govern- 
ment. In  tho  beginning  of  January,  the 
Atlantic  Royal  Mail  Steam  Navigation 
Company  offered  to  conduct  a,  Governiuent 
postal  service  from  Gnlway  to  Amciica 
upon  the  conditions  they  specified,  namely, 
that  the  contract  should  be  for  scrcn 
years,  the  terms  being  £3,000  for  the 
passage  out  and  horao,  ivhich,  on  a  fort- 
nightly service,  would  amount  to  about 
£72,000  a  year.  Tho  Treasury  very  pro- 
perly referred  the  matter  to  Iho  Oenernl 
Post  Office  for  their  opinion  on  the  de- 
sirability of  the  contract.  This  offer  wns 
sent  in  on  ihe  ISth  of  January,  and  on  the 
12th  of  February  the  Foatmaster  Cleneral 
made  a  report,  condemning  any  such  con- 
tract in  the  strongest  terms,  and  setting 
forth  with  great  and  convincing  force  tlio 
objections  to  it.  Yet,  a  few  days  after- 
wards, on  the  22ud  of  February,  a  Trea- 
sury minute  was  mode,  declaring  without 
any  reasons  alleged  for  this  course,  tliat 
tho  Government  wcio  prepared  to  ontcr 
into  a  contract  upon  tho  terms  condemned 
by  the  Postmaster  General.  The  iion. 
Baronet  (Sir  Slaflford  Northcoto)  had  ro- 
njinded  tho  House  that  ho  wns  a  Mcraljei- 
of*  a  Treasury  Comniittco  nhicli  liad  re- 
ported siroiigly  that  contracts  for  ocean 
steamers  uuglit  only  to  be  made  for  short 
periods,  under  the  impression  that  the 
time  had  almost  arrived  wlieii  these  ser- 
vices ought  to  be  executed,  not  for  large 
subsidies  for  long  periods,  hut  iu  con- 
sideration of  the  receipt  of  tho  ocean  post- 
age of  the  letters  they  carried.  It  was 
true,  the  hon,  Baronet  had  odded,  that 
the  Government  which  Iiad  preceded  his 
own,  had  disregarded  that  Report.  Now, 
that  might  be  a  reason  why  he  should  com- 
plain of  the  Government  to  which  he  had 
Mr.  Bonvene 


referred.  But  it  could  b«  no  reason  vrhy 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  himself  fly  in 
the  face  of  Ills  own  Report.  He  canie  now 
to  a  matter  he  could  not  understand.  It 
appeared  that  on  the  22Qd  of  February  the 
Treasury  agreed  to  the  proposal  for  a  con- 
tract, and  it  was  a  singular  part  of  the 
history  that  upon  that  very  day  in  tlie 
House  of  Lords,  a  question  on  the  subject 
was  nsked  of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  by  Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  and  the  noble  Earl 
wns  represented  by  Hantard  to  have  said: 

"  Ilcr  Majpstj'a  Gorernment  had  not  at  present 
entered  into  au;  deSnitire  contract  for  making 
Giilwa;  the  port  of  departure  (or  the  luaili.  A 
proposition,  however,  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Treaaurj  b;  one  of  tlio  Atlantic  ateam  companiei 
for  a  regular  fortnightly  servjoe  from  Gaiwiy  to 
som(  port  in  North  America.  That  propoeitian 
was  under  conBlderatioa  upon  the  terms  sabmitted 
by  tho  company,  but  the  Lords  of  the  TreaJDr; 
had,  of  course,  reserved  to  themselves  the  poww, 
bofare  any  an'angoiaent  waa  conoludsd,  of  makiaj 
tha  fullest  inquiry  aa  to  the  eiteot  of  the  beneSl 
to  bo  obtiinod  from  auch  commanioation,  aod  the 
solvency  of  the  company.  Seonritr  wonld  also  h 
required  for  the  oarrying  oat  of  the  cooditioDi  of 
tho  contract  in  the  adequate  manner  in  which  it 
was  now  performed  by  the  Ounard  Compooy,"— 
[3  Hansard,  olii.  679.] 

Thus,  at  tho  moment  that  the  Barl  of 
Derby  was  saying  that  the  matter  wu  un- 
der consideration,  (be  Treasury  had  es- 
tered  into  an  sgreouieut  for  a  eontract. 
Upon  the  23rd  of  February  the  Liverpool 
Company,  which  seemed  like  most  Liver* 
pool  merchnnts,  to  be  pretty  much  alire 
(o  il4  own  interests,  seeinc  this  report 
in  tho  papers,  wrote  to  tneir  Uember, 
expressing  alarm  about  the  Qalwky  eon- 
tract,  referring  to  the  statement  pre- 
viously made  to  them  that  all  tender*  wnld 
be  open,  and  wishing  to  know  how  ibe  nat- 
ter really  stood.  In  April,  two  monUu 
afterwards,  the  Treasury — ofterharing  dii- 
tincll.v  stated  to  the  company  that  it  was 
their  practice,  "  when  a  new  poatal  Berries 
was  about  to  be  established,  to  invite  tea- 
dci-s  by  public  advertisement,  thereby  af- 
fording (o  all  parties  Ihe  opportunity  of 
competing  for  the  publie  aervioe ""•wrOM 
lo  the  Liverpool  Company  to  this  eSaot  :— 


blished,  under  ciroum*t:i.nees  in  which  the  pcin- 
ciplo  of  competition  is  propcrlr  appLioablaj 
tho  c.iM  referred  tf  in  your  letter  ia  ^uile  a 
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man  of  business  with  whom  he  had  trans- 
actions. He  had  had  no  communications 
with  the  Company ;  he  did  not  know  one 
of  them ;  his  opinion  was  formed  solely  from 
reading  the  papers  and  comparing  dates. 
What  was  the  first  fact  with  which  the 
House  and  the  Committee  would  have  to 
deal  ?  In  the  face  of  a  lengthened  and 
reasoned  report  from  the  Postmaster-Gene- 
ral, alleging  grounds  which  were  perfectly 
eondusive  why  the  contract  should  not  be 
entered  into,  the  Treasury,  without  giving 
any  reasons  whatever  upon  paper,  had 
thought  fit  to  enter  into  this  contract  for 
seven  years,  which  would  saddle  the  public 
with  a  payment  of  about  £72,000  a  year. 
They  said,  **  My  Lords  cannot  regard  this 
as  a  mere  postal  contract ;  it  comprises 
eonsideratious  of  a  more  extended  charac- 
ter." No  doubt  it  was  not  a  mere  postal 
contract — it  did  comprise  considerations  of 
a  more  extended  character.  Whether  those 
considerations  had  been  received  or  not,  it 
was  not  for  him  to  say.  Upon  the  papers 
as  they  appeared,  the  whole  proceeding  dis- 
playea  a  most  reckless  and  inconsiderate 
dealing  with  a  great  question.  It  was 
stated  in  the  course  of  the  correspond- 
ence that  it  was  very  desirable  to  en- 
courage this  great  Irish  line.  He  would 
not  enter  into  the  question  whether  this 
was  the  case  or  not,  or  whether  the 
route  vid  Gal  way  was  a  good  or  a  bad 
one,  but  he  complained  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  question  had  been  dealt  with 
by  the  late  Government.  If  it  was  a  good 
line  there  was  a  different  way  of  opening  it. 
One  instance  of  the  improvident  haste  with 
which  these  arrangements  had  been  con- 
elnded.  It  was  said  it  was  not  a  simple 
postal  contract,  but  it  was  intended  to  open 
a  route  to  Irish  emigrants,  in  order  to  re- 
lieve them  from  the  necessity  of  coming  to 
Liverpool  on  their  way  to  America.  Now 
it  happened  that  there  was  a  clausa  in  the 
agreement  entered  into  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Newfoundland  exempting  the  ships 
of  the  company  from  the  operation  of  the 
Paasengers  Act,  which  had  been  passed 
bj  Parliament  expressly  to  protect  the 
poor  Irish  emigrants  from  ill-treatment 
on  board  of  emigrant  ships.  When  the 
contract  was  sent  to  the  Postmaster-Gene- 
ral and  the  Admiralty  for  their  considera- 
tion that  grievous  blunder  was  discovered, 
and  the  Treasury  were  obliged  to  cobble 
up  an  imperfect  contrivance,  with  the 
help  of  the  Emigration  Commissioners,  to 
remedy  the  difficulty.  But  he  contended 
that  tfie  Treasory  had  no  right  to  enter 


into  considerations  respecting  emigration, 
or  to  pay  public  money  to  promote  it. 
If  they  wished  to  promote  a  line  for  that 
purpose  they  ought  to  have  como  to  Par- 
liament and  obtained  specific  authority  to 
deal  with  the  qi:cstion.  He  thought  the 
debate,  so  far  as  it  had  gono,  had  not 
turned  upon  the  real  points  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  public  was  directed,  and 
therefore  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  few  of  the  facts 
connected  with  this  mattor. 

Mr.  HORSFALL  said,  he  should  not 
have  taken  part  in  this  discussion  had  not 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  laid 
it  to  his  charge  that  he  had  not  stood  up 
for  his  friends,  and  he  only  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  the  taunt  was 
entirely  without  foundation.  He  was  afraid 
the  right  hon.  Member  had  not  been  so  at- 
tentive as  he  ought  to  his  Parliamentary 
duties,  or  he  would  have  remembered  that 
he  (Mr.  Horsfall)  was  the  first  to  bring 
this  subject  before  the  House.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers had  on  that  occasion  talked  about  his 
beiug  jealous  of  the  interests  of  Ireland, 
but  he  said  that  he  looked  upou  this  as  a 
national  question,  at  the  same  time  that  he 
thought  great  injustice  had  been  done  to 
his  friends  in  Liverpool.  He  (Mr.  Horsfall) 
stated  the  very  opinions  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  just  given  utterance.  He 
read  the  letter  from  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  had  read  ; 
but,  feeling  this  to  be  a  national  question, 
he  was  quite  content  to  leave  the  whole 
question  in  the  hands  of  Parliament.  He 
approved  of  the  Committee,  and  had  no  doubt 
that  the  Committee  would  come  to  a  just 
decision  not  ouly  with  regard  to  the  Galway 
line,  but  with  regard  to  every  other  line  which 
would  be  submitted  to  their  discussion. 

Mr.ELLICE  (St.  Andrews)  said,  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  cast  imputations  on  any  per- 
sons connected  with  these  contracts,  but  he 
wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  injury  done  to  the  province  of  Canada. 
That  province,  in  order  to  assist  the  gen  • 
tlemen  of  Liverpool,  granted  a  large  sub- 
sidy to  complete  the  communication,  which 
now  took  place  once  a  week  between 
Liverpool  and  that  colony.  From  per- 
sonal experience  he  could  say  that  neither 
Cunard's  vessels  nor  any  other  vessels  be- 
tween England  and  America  were  better 
fitted  to  accomplish  the  object  in  view  than 
the  vessels  employed  by  the  company  under 
the  patronage  of  the  Government  of  Canada. 
Those  vessels  carried  the  letters  without 
the  least  cost  to  the  pablic  of  this  country, 
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and  when  this  was  the  caso,  and  when  tho 
communication  was  so  complete  that  even 
a  larg^e  portion  of  the  correspondence  from 
the  United  States  was  brought  by  theso 
packets  from  Canada,  it  might  have  oc- 
oarred   to  tho  Treasury  whether  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  might  not  have  been 
exempted  from  a  heavy  contribution.    The 
proposed  inquiry  could  have  no  practical 
end.     There  would  bo  various  opinions  ex- 
pressed, just  as  various  opinions  had  been 
bandied  about  from  one  side  of  the  House  ; 
but  the  subject  was  one  on  which  the  pub- 
lic were  amply  informed,  and  on   which 
they  hnd  made  up  ihcir  minds.    The  great 
object  which  the  House  should  havo  in  view 
was,  to  see  whether  the  postal  communica- 
tion could  be  maintained  without  calling 
on  the  Exchequer  to  pay  for  it.     Ho  de- 
sired tho  House  to  bo  a  littlo  jealous  of 
tho  quarter  from   which   this   proposition 
emanated,  because  tho  President   of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  sanctioned  the  pro- 
longation of  the  Cunard  contract.     [**No, 
no!"]     Ho  was  glad,  then,  to  hear  that 
his  side  of  tho  House  was  not  subject  to 
tho  blame,  to  which  ho  feared  both  60- 
Ycrnments  had  been  liable.     If  there  were 
a  person  more  meritorious  than  another  in 
connection   with   this   matter,  it  was  Sir 
Samuel   Cunard.      Tlio   enterprising   and 
efficient  manner  in  which  he  conducted  tho 
service  entitled  him  to  the  thanks  of  tho 
country,  and  even  to  some  favour  in  any 
arrangement   made    for    carrying   on   tho 
packet  service  after  tho  expiration  of  his 
contract  ;    but    he    thought    that   means 
should  havo  been  taken,  before  extending 
the  contract,  to  ascertain  whether  the  ser- 
vice might  be  carried  on  in  a  more  econo- 
mical manner,   and,  when  ho   knew  that 
other  departments  of  the  Government  were 
of  the  same  opinion,  he  considered  it  strange 
that  the  Treasury  should  have  taken  on 
itself  to  squander,  as  he  must  call  it,  the 
public  money.     It  might  be  said  that  this 
last  Irish  contract  was  not  of  much  im- 
portance ;    but    hon.   Gentlemen   in   that 
House,  night  after  night,  called   on   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  repeal  the 
paper  duty,  and  others  complained  of  taxa- 
tion pressing  on  particular  classes  ;  but,  if 
the  House  continued  tho  habit  it  had  in- 
dulged in  for  the  last  four  or  five  years  of 
recklessly  voting  monc^  for  any  purpose 
that  might  be  urged,  it  had  no  right  to  call 
upon  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  to 
repeal    taxation.       With    regard    to    tho 
£73,000  paid   to  the   now  company,   he 
must  say  that  it  was  so  much  money  be- 
Mr,  Ellice 


longing  to  the  public  actuolly  thrown  away. 
He  recommended  that  tho  Commiltoe  should 
enter  into  tho  merits  of  this  particular 
contract,  and  see  what  security  had  been 
obtained  from  the  parties  for  its  fulfilment, 
and  how  the  service  had  been  hitherto  con- 
ducted in  order  that  the  public  might  bo 
relieved  from  tho  error,  if  error  it  were, 
that  this  was  a  great  and  scandalous  job. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  must  express  his 
regret  that  tho  discussion  had  not  been 
conducted  in  a  more  temperate  manner. 
In  his  opinion  tho  late  Government  not 
only  was  free  from  blame,  but  deserved 
commendation  for  the  agreement  made 
with  tho  new  company,  more  eBpecinlly  in 
reference  to  the  interests  of  Newfoundland, 
which  place  was  passed  by  Cunard *8  vessels, 
so  that  other  vessels  had  to  be  engaged  to 
bring  the  passengers  and  correspondence 
back  again  from  Halifax.  There  was  an 
absolute  necessity  that  some  other  port  for 
the  departure  and  arrival  of  the  mail  ahoold 
bo  sanctioned  besides  Liverpool,  on  occoant 
of  the  detention  occasioned  by  beating 
through  tho  Channel,  and  from  occasional 
want  of  water  before  tho  port  of  Lifer- 
pool.  It  was  said  that  this  line  was  not 
put  up  to  competition,  hot  neither  was 
Cunard 's  when  first  established,  and  Ire- 
land had  a  claim  to  tho  benefit  of  a  com- 
munication with  America.  It  had  been 
alleged  that  Cunard  had  been  treated  with 
neglect,  but  it  must  be  borna  in  miud  that 
his  contract  had  been  prolonged,  and  that 
he  had  received  a  distingoished  mark  of 
Royal  favour.  All  the  great  towns  in  Ire- 
land sent  memorials  to  the  Lord- Lion  tenant 
demanding  that  there  should  bo  a  line  from 
Ireland  to  America,  and  Galwaj  was  fixed 
upon  by  all  parties,  with  the  exception  of 
a  few  otherwise  interested. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  ho  wished  to 
ask  tho  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  whe- 
ther tho  Gal  way  contract  was  aetoally  con- 
cluded, and,  if  so,  whether  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  considered  the  House  pledged* 
year  beforehand  to  rote  the  means  neces- 
sary to  carry  it  out  ?  He  should  like  also 
to  know  to  what  extent  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  the  Treasury  had  power 
to  bind  that  House  beforehand  to  efery 
profligate  piece  of  expenditure  which  the 
Treasury  might  choose  to  sanction.  He 
might  remind  tho  House  that  a  eonsider^ 
able  time  must  necessarily  elapse  hefofe 
the  Committee  could  report,  and  this  was 
sometimes  a  very  convenient  mode  of  shelv- 
ing troublesomo  questions.  He  hoped  thst 
when  tho  subject  of  the  Red  Sea  Tele- 
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graph  was  brought  before  the  House,  they 
would  hear  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  the  Secretary  to  tlie  Trea- 
sury, upon  what  principles  they  intended 
to  act  with  regard  to  these  ▼arious  con- 
tracts. He  had  read  the  papers  conneeted 
with  this  subject  with  great  surprise,  and 
he  thought,  from  a  letter  dated  March 
15th,  and  stating  that  the  Treasury  had 
written  to  the  Admiralty  announcing  their 
determination  to  enter  into  the  contract, 
that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Post 
Office  Department,  who  seemed  to  him  to 
have  taken  a  very  correct  view  of  this 
question,  had  been  treated  with  quite  as 
little  ceremony  as  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  could  only  express  his  satisfaction  that 
the  matter  had  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  he  wished  | 
to  state  on  the  part  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, that  it  would  irnvo  been  much  more 
satisfactory  to  them  had  the  subject  of 
the  Galway  line  been  brought  specifically 
under  tlio  consideration  of  the  House, 
atlhough  he  was  quite  ready  to  admit  with 
respect  to  the  subject  generally  that  it  was 
convenient  at  that  time  to  support  the 
proposition  of  the  Government.  He,  was 
prepared,  however,  whenever  the  opportu- 
nity was  afforded  him  to  enter  fully  into 
the  whole  of  the  Galway  question.  The 
onlj  condition  he  would  mako  was  one 
not  unusual  in  that  House — namely,  that 
fair  notice  should  be  given  when  the 
subject  would  bo  brought  forward.  From 
what  he  had  heard  before  he  entered  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  he  did  not  expect  to  6Hd  that 
particular  grant  made  the  subject  of  dis- 
oosnion.  He  was,  therefore,  unprepared 
with  papers,  and  had  no  opportunity  of 
refreshing  his  recollection,  and  he  believed 
he  might  say  that  all  his  late  colleagues 
in  the  Government  were  in  the  same  posi- 
tion. He  certainly  would  have  supposed 
that  such  a  statement  as  had  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  would  have  been  preceded  by 
a  formal  notice.  With  regard  to  the  con- 
tract which  appeared  to  have  excited  so 
much  alarm  in  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  last  spoke,  it  might  be  satisfactory  to 
him  to  learn  that  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  House,  when  a  Vote  of  money  was  pro- 
posed, to  reject  it  entirely.  Formerly, 
when  contracts  of  this  nature  were  con- 
cluded, inasmuch  as  the  expenditure  was 
defrayed  from  the  Post  Office  revenue, 
they  wore  not  subject  to  tho  pleasure  of 


Parliament  ;  but  speaking  from  recollec- 
tion, he  betieveil  that  in  the  present  in«^ 
stance  it  was  for  the  first  time  specially 
provided  that  the  contract  should  depend 
upon  the  approval  of  Parliament,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  would  therefore  have 
a  fair  and  complete  opportunity  of  express- 
ing its  opinion  upon  the  policy  recommend- 
ed by  the  late  Government.  Ho  would 
bo  unable  to  do  justice  to  the  conduct  of  the 
lote  Government  if  on  this  occasion,  with- 
out the  opportunity  of  referring  to  a  single 
paper,  he  entered  upon  a  defence  of  the 
course  they  had  pursued,  or  attempted 
to  answer  every  allegation  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock.  He 
hoped  that,  although  the  House  might 
assent  to  the  appointment  of  this  Commit* 
tee,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  it 
consistent  with  his  convenience  to  bring  the 
question  of  the  Galway  grant  specifically 
before  the  House,  and  at  as  early  a  period 
as  possible.  He  would  only  say  that,  both 
with  regard  to  the  prolongation  of  Sir 
Samuel  Cunard*s  contract  and  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  contract  for  tho  Golway  line 
the  late  Government  had  been  influenced 
by  no  other  consideration  than  the  public  ad- 
vantage, and  when  the  Committee  had  insti- 
tuted an  inquiry  it  would  be  found  that 
"jobs"  were  neither  so  flagrant  nor  so  fre- 
quent as  it  was  very  easy  to  ossume  they 
were  in  discussions  in  that  House.  He 
felt  confldcnt  that  in  both  the  cases  which 
had  been  referred  to — for  which  in  a  great 
degree  and  particularly  for  one  of  them, 
the  late  Government  was  responsible — it 
would  be  found  that  in  advising  this 
disposition  of  the  public  money  they 
were  influenced  by  the  only  feeling  which 
he  believed  could  influence  Gentlemen 
who  were  placed  in  the  responsible  posi- 
tion of  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  this 
country  —  a  conviction  that  the  course 
they  recommended  was  for  the  public 
good.  He  thought  it  right,  before  he 
sat  down,  to  notice  one  observation  which 
had  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock,  because  it  implied 
an  inconsistency  in  the  conduct  of  a  noble 
Friend  of  his  in  another  place,  which  could 
not  for  a  moment  be  sustained.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  on  the 
15th  of  February— the  date  of  a  mi- 
nute which  intimated  that  tho  Treasury 
were  prepared  to  enter  into  a  contract-^ 
the  Eorl  of  Derby  had  stated  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  in  answer  to  a  question,  that  the 
Treasury  had  not  entered  into  a  contract, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dilated  upon 
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theinconBistoncj  bet  n-een  this  statcraont  and 
the  fact.  Now,  there  was  really  no  incon- 
sistency whatever.  When  this  inquiry  was 
made  the  Earl  of  Derby  stated  what  was 
precisely  the  fact — namely,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  entered  into  any  con- 
tract with  the  Galway  Company,  although 
a  proposition  on  the  subject  was  under 
their  consideration.  Although  he  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  believed  that  on  the  same  day  a 
Treasury  minute  was  agreed  to,  announcing 
that  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
enter  into  a  contract,  that  minute  intimated 
at  the  same  time  that  its  adoption  was  sub- 
ject to  certain  conditions  being  agreed  to 
and  fulfilled  by  the  company,  and  weeks 
elapsed  before  those  conditions  were  ascer- 
tained and  settled.  There  was,  therefore, 
no  inconsistency  between  the  language  of 
the  minute  and  the  statement  of  his  nublc 
Friend.  He  thought  it  was  duo  to  the 
Earl  of  Derby  that  ho  should  make  this 
explanation,  and  he  regretted  that  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  limited  to  this  point  for  the 
present  his  vindication  of  the  Government. 
Ho  could  only  repeat  for  himself  and  his 
late  colleagues  that  they  would  be  perfectly 
prepared  to  vindicate  the  course  they  had 
pursued  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
bring  the  subject  of  the  Galway  contract 
specifically  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Ilouse,  and  he  entertained  the  utmost  con- 
fidence that  their  conduct  would  receive 
the  approval  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  rich  said,  that  this  question  of 
contracts  having  been  raised,  he  wished  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House  the 
proceedings  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  another  contract,  similar  in  character  to 
that  referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  (Mr,  Bouvcrie).     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had 
complained  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  had  introduced  thissubje^t  with- 
out duo  notice  ;  but  if  he  had  brought  for- 
ward the  case  of  the  Galwav  contract  after 
the  whole  question  had  been  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bucks  would  at  once  have  said,  "  This 
is  a  matter  which  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee,  you  should  have 
bi     Kht  it  forward  when  the  Committee 
was       Ycd  for."     Now  this  was  precisely 
wl      nis  t      it  hon.  Friend  has  done,  and 
he         sif  should  now  do  also.     For 
•      !o)  would  call  attention  to  the 
lae  Do       contract.     In  the  year 
i         so.  a  coutract  was  entered 
f  anee  of  mails  from  Dover 


to  the  Continent.  In  1855,  the  contractor 
asked  for  some  additional  conveniences,  and 
the  Government,  on  their  part,  asked  for  a 
reduction  of  the  rate  of  the  contract.  The 
result  was  that  there  was  no  reduction  in 
the  amount  of  the  contract,  and  the  indul- 
gences which  the  contractor  required  were 
not  granted,  but  there  was  a  slight  exten- 
sion of  the  period  over  which  the  contract 
was  to  extend.  In  Juno  1857,  the  contrac- 
tor again  applied  for  certain  indulgences, 
and  the  answer  was  that  in  1855  the  whole 
matter  had  been  investigated  and  settled. 
The  question  remained  in  this  state  until 
January,  1859,  when  the  late  Government 
had  been  in  office  nearly  a  year.  An  ap- 
plication was  then  made  by  the  contractor 
to  the  Admiralty,  who  received  it  rather 
favourably,  and  sent  it  to  the  Treasury. 
It  was  referred  by  the  Treasury  to  the 
Post  Ofiice,  who  pointed  out  certain  objec- 
tions, but  after  some  discussion  it  was 
agreed  that  the  extra  services  the  contrac- 
tor contended  he  had  been  obliged  to  per- 
form, in  consequence  of  increased  comniu* 
nicAlion  with  India,  should  receive  certain 
additional  compensation,  and  accordingly  a 
Treasury  minute  of  the  3rd  of  February 
ordered  that  a  special  agreement  should  be 
entered  into  for  that  purpose.  But  the 
Admiralty,  instead  of  obeying  this  minute, 
opened  on  the  11th  of  February  a  general 
communication  with  the  contractor,  in  con- 
sequence of  which  he  sent  in  proposals  for 
re-opening  the  contract,  and  extending  its 
term.  The  Admiralty  again  reported  fa- 
vourably to  the  Treasury  on  this  very  qaes- 
tionable  proposal.  The  Treasury  having 
referred  the  matter  to  the  Post  Office,  the 
latter  reported  that  the  arrisngement  was 
wholly  objectionable  both  in  principle  and 
practice.  This  condemnatory  report  from 
the  department  most  cognisant  of  the  mat- 
ter was  dated  the  10th  of  March,  and  no- 
thing more  was  heard.  But  in  six  weeks' 
time  the  aspect  of  affairs  changed  in  that 
Ilouse,  and  accordingly  on  the  15th  of 
April  the  Treasury,'  disregarding  their 
minute  of  the  3rd  of  Febniarv,  and  the 
Post  Office  protest  of  the  lOih  of  March, 
proceeded  without  rhyme  or  reason  to  grant 
all  the  contractor's  demands.  And  what 
were  they  ?  Why,  that  he  should  receive 
an  additional  subvention  of  £2,500  a  year, 
and  that  his  contract,  which  would  have 
expired  in  1863,  should  be  extended  to 
1870.  Tiiat  is  to  say  that  a  contract, 
which  had  been  running  for  four  years,  and 
whicii  had  yet  four  years  to  mo^  abould^  in 
order  to  add  seven  years  more  to  it  aotoally 
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be  cancelled  by  a  Government  which  its 
own  chief  had  declared  was  in  suspense, 
was  as  an  officer  under  arrest.  And  can- 
celled in  favour  of  whom  ?  In  favour  of  a 
contractor,  who  had  in  1853  been  mixed 
up  with  very  questionable  electioneering 
proceedings  at  Devonport,  and  who  was 
now  at  Dover  changing  his  political  creed 
from  opposing  to  supporting  this  very  Go- 
vernment which  was  thus  opportunely  giving 
way  to  his  demands.  And  by  whom  were 
these  proceedings  especially  promoted? 
By  the  Admiralty,  that  at  this  very  time 
was  endeavouring  to  coerce  a  Mouiber  of 
its  own  Board  into  standing  for  Dovor  ; 
and,  moreover,  an  Admiralty  against  whose 
conduct,  in  regard  to  this  Dovor  election, 
a  petition  was  now  waiting  for  investigation. 
And  what  were  the  reasons  assigned  for 
making  these  concessions  ?  First,  that  the 
contractor  had  years  before  bought  some  old 
vessels  from  the  Government ;  second,  that 
while  he  had  carried  the  mails  he  had  lost 
two  vessels,  and  had  three  collisions  ;  and, 
third,  that  comparing  the  existing  arrange- 
ment with  the  old  exploded  system  which 
it  had  superseded,  there  was  a  saving  upon 
this  line  of  several  thousands  per  annum  to 
the  country.  This  heaping  together  a 
pack  of  bad  reasons  for  entering  into  the 
contract  was  a  clear  indication  that  there 
was  no  good  reason  for  it ;  no  reason  that 
could  stand  the  daylight.  He  would  beg 
the  House  to  remark  the  dates  of  the 
Camagie  coercion,  of  the  Dovor  election, 
and  of  the  contract,  whose  terms  were  re- 
fused in  1857  by  the  then  Government ; 
and  in  the  beginning  of  this  year  were 
tantamount  to  refused  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment. [Mr.  Disraeli  was  understood 
to  dissent.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  shake  his  head,  but  there  was  the 
Treasury  minute  of  the  3rd  of  February 
directing  action  in  accordance  with  the 
existing  contract,  and  the  very  last  paper 
in  that  correspondence  was  the  reply  of 
the  Postmaster  General  on  the  10th  of 
March,  strongly  pointing  out  his  objections 
to  the  contractor's  application  for  this  un- 
ealled  for  extension.  To  all  appearances 
it  was  dead  and  buried  till  the  15th  of 
April,  when  the  dissolution  of  Parliament 
soddenly  brought  it  to  life.  No  interme- 
diate communication  on  the  subject  ap- 
peared among  the  documents.  The  Dovor 
contract,  then,  and  the  one  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock, 
stood  upon  special  grounds ;  and  what 
seemed  to  be  the  delinquencies  of  the 
late  Government  ought  not  to  be  cushioned 


and  smothered  by  a  general  inquiry,  wbich 
would  probably  last  for  one  or  even  two 
years.  He  hoped  it  would  be  understood 
that  these  two  contracts — the  Dovor  and 
the  Gal  way  contract — were  to  be  entered 
into  at  the  earliest  moment  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and  if  the  result  was  to  clear  the 
late  Government  of  any  imputation  he 
should  rejoice. 

Mb.  LYGON  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  had  assumed,  from  the  fact 
that  no  papers  between  the  10th  of  March 
and  the  15th  of  April  had  been  laid  on  the 
table  relative  to  the  Dovor  contract,  that 
the  matter  had  entirely  dropped  ;  and  he 
had  led  the  House  to  infer  that  circum- 
stances occurring  about  that  time  induced 
the  late  Government  again  to  take  up  the 
negotiation.  To  that  assertion  or  infer- 
ence, whichever  it  might  be,  he  now  gave 
the  most  unqualified  denial.  Between 
March  and  April  various  details  connected 
with  this  contract  were  brought  under  the 
attention  of  his  department  (the  Admiralty) 
almost  daily,  although  they  did  not  assume 
a  form  which  required  them  to  be  printed 
in  the  papers.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
accused  the  late  Government  of  delin- 
quency in  having  increased  the  money  paid 
to  the  Dovor  contractor.  Now,  when  the 
matter  was  investigated,  the  contractor,  in- 
stead of  being  a  pecuniary  gainer,  gained 
nothing  whatever  beyond  what  was  to  be 
derived  from  the  extended  duration  of  his 
contract.  The  sum  of  £2,500,  which  had 
been  alluded  to,  was  paid  to  the  contractor 
for  various  special  services  rendered  at  the 
instance  of  the  Government ;  and  though 
there  was  a  trifling  amount  this  year  be- 
yond that  of  last  year  for  such  services, 
yet  the  contractor  had  undertaken  to  make 
certain  improvements  in  the  conduct  of  the 
packet  service  which  would  be  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  public.  These  questions 
should  be  decided  alone  by  the  considera- 
tion of  what  was  best  for  the  public  inter- 
est ;  and  therefore  the  manner  in  which 
the  service  on  the  Dovor  line  had  been  con- 
ducted, and  the  additional  exertions  which 
the  contractor  had  made  to  facilitate  the 
enormous  increase  in  our  correspondence 
with  India,  were  such  as  entirely  to  justify 
the  extension  of  this  contract.  The  ab- 
sence of  documents  between  the  dates 
above  named  solely  arose  from  the  papers 
not  then  being  in  a  form  to  be  laid  on  the 
table  ;  but  during  the  whole  of  March  the 
matter  was  constantly  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Admiralty. 

Sir  MORTON  PSTO  said,  that  a  deep 
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feeling  existed  on  the  subject  of  these  con- 
tracts in  Canada.  As  an  instance  of  the 
mode  in  which  they  were  conducted  he 
would  mention  that  a  deputation  from  that 
province,  believing  the  proper  Transat- 
lantic route  to  be  adopted  was  that  of  the 
St.  Lawrence,  applied  to  the  Government 
tome  time  ago  to  know  whether  it  intended 
to  renew  the  contract  with  the  Cunard 
Company.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  Wilson),  speaking  on  be- 
half of  the  Government  of  the  day,  inform- 
ed the  deputation  that  it  had  no  such  in- 
tention. The  province  of  Canada,  acting 
under  that  impression,  subsidized  a  lino 
of  their  own  for  a  weekly  communication 
between  Liverpool  and  the  St.  Lawrence 
at  a  cost  of  £100,000  ;  and  the  people  of 
that  colouy  now  complained  that  a  prac- 
tical injustice  had  been  done  them,  and  that 
something  like  a  want  of  that  perfect  faith 
and  good  understanding  which  ought  to 
subsist  between  them  and  the  parent  State 
bad  been  shown  towards  them.  When 
the  Legislature  of  Canada  met  he  had  no 
doubt  they  would  receive  some  strong  pro- 
tests on  the  subject. 

Mr.  M*MAH0N  said,  he  regretted  to 
see  so  much  of  commercial  jealousy  to- 
wards Ireland  imported  into  this  discus- 
sion. It  was  not  the  fact  that  the  Galway 
line  of  packets  was  the  first  that  had  been 
subsidized  by  the  Government.  Govern- 
ment subsidies  had  been  granted  for  n  long 
series  of  years  to  various  8team-|)acket 
companies,  and  that  not  merely  for  postal 
purposes,  but  for  the  fostering  of  com- 
merce and  the  production  of  large  vessels. 
In  fact,  upwards  of  half  a  million  of  money, 
for  which  the  Government  received  no  re- 
turn, was  now  yearly  granted  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  those  subsidies.  At  Liverpool 
alone  the  contract  for  the  Cunard  line  had 
entailed  a  net  loss  of  £61,642  a  year,  that 
is,  beyond  tho  amount  of  the  contract. 
From  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on 
steam-packet  contracts  in  1853,  (Appen- 
dix C)  it  appeared  that  those  contracts — 
Halifax  and  new  York,  Bermuda  and  New- 
foundland, and  Bermuda  and  St.  Thomas 
—together  involved  a  net  loss  of  £61,000 
a  year.  To  one  of  the  companies  running 
from  Southampton  to  the  West  Indies  we 
paid  £270,000,  involving  a  net  loss  of 
£180,000.  To  the  Pacific  mail  we  paid 
£25,000  for  the  mail  running  between 
Callao  and  Valparaiso ;  and  the  loss  was 
£19,509.  Upon  all  these  lines  of  commu- 
nication, carried  on  by  steam  contracts, 
not  by  packets  in  Her  Majesty's  service. 

Sir  Morton  Peto 


we  lost  £378,608  a  year.  Why,  then, 
should  not  Ireland,  which  paid  her  share, 
and  more  than  her  share,  of  Imperial  tayes, 
be  allowed  the  small  sum  of  £72,000  out 
of  upwards  of  £600,000  granted  in  tub- 
sidies  every  year,  as  well  as  any  of  our 
Colonies,  for  the  improvement  of  her  com- 
merce and  the  production  of  large  vessels? 
What  said  the  Postmaster-General  in  his 
Report  for  the  year  1858  ?  He  said,  **  the 
packet  service  is  for  the  most  part  under 
the  superintendence  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
is  borne  on  the  expenditure  of  that  depart- 
ment, many  of  the  contracts  for  this  ser- 
vice having' been  entered  into  with  other 
objects  besides  those  of  postal  communica- 
tion.  Indeed,  as  postal  enterprises,  few 
of  them  could  be  maintained,  the  ex- 
penses  in  the  large  majority  of  cases 
far  exceeding  the  earnings."  Long  as 
these  subsidies  had  been  granted  fbr  ttie 
improvement  of  our  colonies,  the  momenl 
that  anything  was  proposed  to  be  given 
for  the  improvement  of  Ireland,  up  rose 
hon.  Members  to  talk  of  the  necessity  of 
rigidly  adhering  to  the  true  principles  of 
political  economy,  and  to  denounce  the 
proposition.  He  had  no  objectioQ  to  Uio 
entire  withdrawal  of  these  grants  in  every 
instance,  because,  so  far  as  related  to  com- 
munication with  the  West  Indies,  New- 
foundland, Canada,  or  America,  Ireland 
being  nearer  to  those  countries,  could  beat 
England  any  day.  Galway  had  been  se- 
lected by  unbiassed  judges  as  the  best  and 
most  natural  starting  point  for  eommiinica* 
tion  with  America,  and  yet  the  late  Go- 
vernment were  denouuced  as  having  been 
influenced  by  corrupt  motives  for  selecting 
that  point.  He  thought  the  late  QoTem- 
ment  were  entitled  to  much  credit  for  their 
courage  and  justice  in  that  matter.  He 
presumed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  still  true  to  his  early  princt« 
pies  of  free  trado,  and  that  he  desired  the 
proposed  inquiry  to  be  guided  by  those 
principles.  Ho  trusted  that  if  thej  were 
to  have  an  inquiry  into  the  Galway  eon* 
tract,  they  would  also  inquire  into  every 
one  of  the  Government  contracts  with 
steam  packet  companies.  He  trusted, 
also,  that  some  of  the  Irish  Members 
would  bo  placed  on  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  beamish  said,  that  he  did  not 
approve  the  alteration  suggested  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  lie 
should  therefore  move  the  re-insertion  of 
the    words    *'  bevond    the  limits  of   the 
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Mr.URQUHART  seconded  the  Amend. 
uent. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 
**  by  sen,"  to  insert  the  words  **  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

M&.  WHITESIDE  said,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  speak  to  the  exact  form  of  the 
Motion,  but  to  sny  a  word  or  two  upon  the 
debate  which  had  taken  pUce.  He  was 
aomowhat  surprised  that  after  the  explo- 
sion of  patriotic  indignation  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench  should 
have  vanished.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Kilmarnock,  professing  not  to  wish  to 
prejudge  the  question,  had  said  everything 
which  a  man  ought  not  to  have  said  and 
very  little  which  he  ought  to  have  said. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Coventry  {Mr. 
EUice)  evidently  prdferrod  another  line  to 
that  of  Gal  way.  He  (Mr.  Whiteside)  was 
not  a  Gal  way  man,  but  he  knew  that  the 
imputations  of  those  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  unjust,  and  their  arguments  un- 
tenable, and  he  challenged .  the  Govern- 
ment to  a  discussion  of  the  question.  lie 
was  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Irish  con- 
tract. It  was  true  that  it  might  be  said 
the  arrangement  was  for  the  benefit  of 
Ireland.  It  would  bo  argued  upon  that 
prinoiploy  and  they  had  a  right  so  to  argue 
it.  It  was  not  a  new  question.  It  was 
BOW  ten  years  since  it  was  first  agitated, 
at  a  meeting  in  Dublin  in  which  he  took 
party  and  that  was  a  complete  answer  to 
the  statement  of  its  being  suddenly  got  up, 
aa  a  job,  by  the  late  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock,  as  was 
hisonstom,  assumed  everything  in  his  own 
fashion  and  then  walked  out  of  the  House. 
Ue  begged  to  ask  what  was  the  trade  of 
tke  North  of  Ireland  ?  Was  it  with  France? 
A  ateamer  from  Belfast  to  export  linens 
.was  tried,  but  so  untaught  wore  the  French 
in  oor  system  of  political  economy  that 
tbej  immediately  put  a  new  duty  on  linens, 
and  would  not  allow  Frenchmen  to  have 
elean  shirts  cheap.  Was  it  with  Germany? 
No.  The  north  of  Ireland  trade  was  with 
America,  end,  that  being  so,  why  were 
porch  aaers,  bills,  money,  and  advices  to 
be  earried  past  the  market  for  which  they 
were  intended  to  this  country,  and  then 
•ent  back  again  after  a  delay  of  a  day  or 
two  ?  He  wanted  to  know  why  Ireland 
waa  not  to  be  put  upon  an  equality  with 
England  in  this  respect.  It  was  said  that 
it  was  a  special  matter.  The  hon.  Mem- 
bora -for  Cork  and  Limerick  might,  per- 
hap!,  prefer  those  ports,  but  with  those 
•io«ptioiiB  there  was  scarcely  a  town,  city, 


or  county  in  Ireland  which  had  not  ex- 
pressed a  strong  desire  on  national  and 
postal  grounds  in  favour  of  the  arrange- 
ment which  had  been  made.  Ho  would 
read  an  extract  from  the  letter  of  a  noble* 
man  not  now  in  the  Ministry,  and  why  he 
was  not,  of  course  he  could  not  explain? 

*'  Since  my  attention  has  beon  directed  to  this 
important  subject  several  years  ago,  I  have  always 
been  of  opinion  that  the  advantages  of  the  geo- 
graphical position  of  Gal  way  would  not  be  fuUy 
recognized  until  it  was  demonstrated  that  the  pas- 
sage by  that  route  to  America  could  bo  more 
quickly  performed  than  by  any  other.  I  heartily 
wish  success  to  the  company  by  which  that  &ct  is 
now  established,  and  I  beg  to  congratulate  you 
upon  your  connection  with  an  undertaking  which 
promises  to  bo  so  beneficial  to  Ireland." 

That  letter  was  signed  "  Clarendon."  If 
tho  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Norwich 
(Viscount  Bury)  were  in  his  place  be  could 
tell  the  Government  how  often  great  steam- 
ers passing  down  Channel  had  been  lost. 
There  was  tho  Great  Britain,  which  blun- 
dered in  some  way  into  Dundrum  Bay;  and 
ho  was  present  himself  when  a  steamer, 
which  was  afterwards  lost,  passed  Belfast. 
He  did  not  like  to  name  the  vessel,  because 
which  of  them  it  was  he  had  forgotten. 
Captain  Washington,  whose  report  fully 
justified  the  late  Government  in  the  course 
which  they  took,  understated  the  value  of 
the  Galway  route.  Captain  Washington 
said  that  the  problem  of  the  quickest 
passage  had  been  solved,  and  in  the  way 
in  which  it  ought  to  be  solved,  by  the  en- 
terprise of  the  Lever  Transatlantic  Com  • 
pany,  which  had  actually  run  vessels  witli 
300  passengers  to  and  from  Galway,  and 
made  the  passage  from  Newfoundland  by 
one  of  them  in  six  days  less  than  the 
shortest  passage  on  record.  It  was  a  mis- 
take to  say  300  passengers.  It  was  nearer 
600.  He  would  not  appeal  to  political 
economists  on  the  ground  of  humanity, 
but  they  had  heard  not  long  ago  of  the  loss 
of  a  vessel  from  Liverpool,  and  of  300 
bodies  washed  ashore  at  Wexford.  Inde- 
pendently of  the  commercial  advantages  of 
the  Galway  line,  there  were  great  advan- 
tages in  favour  of  a  quick  passage.  It 
would  accommodate  in  that  way  second 
and  third  class  passengers,  whonvould  not 
otherwise  obtain  it,  and  it  would  also  pro- 
mote postal  communication  between  two 
great  countries.  He  saw  that  the  animus 
of  this  debate  was  directed  against  a  thing 
done  in  favour  and  for  the  benefit  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  on  that  very  ground  he  chal- 
lenged inquiry.  If  Ireland  were  not  large 
enough  to  be  entitled  to  some  little  con- 
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Bidcration  let  the  Government  say  so.  Who 
were  tho  pei'Bons  who  signed  memorials  (o 
the  Government  in  favour  of  the  Gulway 
line  ?  The  first  name  was  N.  Rothschild, 
tho  second  C.  Feabody,  and  the  third, 
Masterman,  Peters,  and  Co.  The  memo- 
rials were  signed  by  the  first  mercantile 
men  in  London,  by  a  vast  number  of  un- 
derwriters at  Lloyd's,  by  the  principal  mer- 
chants in  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and 
other  commercial  towns  in  England,  and 
by  almost  tho  whole  of  the  commercial 
men  in  Ireland.  The  line  of  communica- 
tion would  be  completed  from  north  to  west, 
and  the  upshot  would  be  that  linens  would 
pass  from  Belfast  to  Gal  way,  and  thence  to 
America,  and  would  not  go  by  way  of  Liver- 
pool. The  claim  of  Ireland  was  not  made 
by  way  of  solicitation,  but  as  a  matter  of 
right,  and  he  knew  that  discussion  would 
prove  it  to  be  just,  provided  that  it  was 
not  made  by  those  who  had  made  up  their 
minds  to  condemn  first  and  inquire  after- 
wards. 

Mr.COWPBR  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  dealt  unfairly 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for 
Kilmarnock.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  had,  in  a  very  temperate  man- 
ner— [Cries  of  **  Oh  !"] — well,  no  matter 
in  what  manner,  whether  temperate  or  not, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  had 
quoted  chapter  and  verse  for  everything 
which  he  had  asserted.  If  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  risen  at  once  and 
answered  the  speech  there  would  have  been 
no  ground  for  complaint,  but  he  thought 
it  rather  hard  on  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  wait  two  hours  before  making  his 
reply,  when,  in  consequence  of  the  under- 
standing that  the  matter  would  not  he  dis- 
cussed, his  right  hon.  Friend  had  left  the 
House.  He  must  also  complain  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  instead 
of  meeting  tho  real  case,  had  appealed  to 
the  patriotic  feelings  of  Irishmen,  and  tried 
to  represent  it  as  a  matter  of  jealousy  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland.  He  had  not 
heard  a  word  in  tho  course  of  the  debate 
which  lent  the  slightest  shadow  of  accu- 
racy to  saeh  a  view  as  that.  So  far  from 
grodginff,  he  was  quite  delighted  that 
Ireland  nad  a  packet  coramnnication  of  its 
She  h^  t  Lad  one  before  because 
%  <  r  had  been  made  to  any 
4o  ertake  it.  The  blame 
s  OoTernment  was  not 
as  a  packet  harbour, 
a  duplicate  line  to 


North  America  and  about  the  aame  time 
that  they  extended  the  Cunard  contract. 
If  they  had  wished  to  deal  economically 
with  the  finances  of  the  country,  instead  of 
extending  tho  Cunard  contract,  they  would 
have  prepared  to  reduce  it  and  to  transfer 
some  portion  of  the  service  to  the  new 
line  from  Gal  way  to  the  United  States. 
The  Government  were  also  censured  be- 
cause, while  tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  written  a  letter  stating  that  it  was 
the  rule  to  proceed  in  these  caaes  by  public 
tenders,  the  principle  thus  enunciated  was 
subsequently  disregarded  and  a  contract 
made,  not  only  without  any  previous  oom- 
petition,  but  in  a  manner  of  which  the 
Liverpool  Company  had  good  grounds  of 
complaint.  He  did  not  object  to  the  Gal- 
way  line,  because  it  was  an  Irish  line. 
To  make  a  charge  of  hostility  to  Ireland 
against  those  who  sat  on  his  (the  Minis- 
terial) side  of  the  House  was  unjust  in  the 
extreme.  The  objection  was  only  to  the 
way  in  which  the  contract  had  been  given, 
and  that  he  hoped  would  be  sifted  by  the 
Committee.  In  the  case  of  the  DoYor  eon- 
tract,  the  Government  had  shown  a  similar 
disregard  of  the  principle  of  competitioD, 
and  by  renewing  the  contract  while  it  had 
four  years  to  run  had  exposed  themselves 
to  suspicion  and  reproach. 

Loud  NAAS  said,  he  was  glad  to  find 
that  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Kilmarnock,  to  the 
effect  that  the  establishment  of  a  direct 
lino  of  communication  between  Ireland  and 
America  was  a  profligate  waste  of  public 
money,  did  not  seem  to  be  shared  in  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken.  But  what,  let  him  ask*  was  the 
course  which  the  late  Government  had 
adopted  in  the  matter  ?  They  had  found. 
a  company  in  Gal  way  actually  in  posses- 
sion of  the  ground,  and  performing  a  packet 
service  for  the  first  time  between  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland  and  America,  Great  bens- 
fit  to  trade  had  already  occurred  thereupon. 
A  contract  had  been  entered  into  with  thst 
company,  on  the  part  of  the  GoTemment* 
subject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament,  and 
although  it  was  true  that  the  rule^-wbieh 
he  admitted  was  a  salutary  one — of  putUng 
tho  line  up  to  competition,  had  not  been 
followed  out,  yet  the  Government  had  pre- 
cedent for  the  course  which  they  took,  and 
that  the  rule  in  question  was  one  of  by  no 
means  an  absolute  character.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  had  laid  gmt 
stress  on  the  letter  which  had  been  written 
by  Lord  Colchester,  in  which  strong  olget- 
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tions  had  been  urged  against  the  proposed 
seheme ;  but  Lord  Colchester  had  stated 
dUtinotly  that  if  it  could  be  shown  that  a 
great  public  benefit,  by  acceleration  of  the 
mails*  would  arise  from  its  being  carried 
into  execution  he  should  waive  those  ob- 
jeotions.      That  noble  Lord  said  that  in 
his  opinion  the  only  way  in  which  the  end 
in  Tiew  could  be  attained  was  by  making 
the  amount  of  the  remuneration  of  the 
contractors  wholly  dependent  on  their  suc- 
cess.     Well,  then,  that  Js  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  Treasury   minute,    and 
the  contract  is  framed  on   the   principle 
that  payment  depends  upon  success ;  what, 
he  would  ask,  had  been  the  advantage, 
leaving    Ireland    altogether    out    of    the 
question,  which  accrued  to  the  postal  com- 
munication, not  only  between  London  and 
America,  but  between  America  and   the 
Continent,  as  the  result  of  the  practical 
application  of  that  principle  in  the  present 
instance?     A  Treasury  minute  had  been 
issued,  which  took  as  a  basis  for  the  time 
to  be  occupied  in  the  performance  of  the 
service,  the  average  number  of  days  which 
it  took  the  Cunard  steamers  to  accomplish 
it,   deducting  therefrom    the  number  of 
hours  which  were  spent  in  the  transit  of 
the  mails  from  London  to  Liverpool  and 
placing  them  on  board   the   steamer,  as 
well  as  making  an  additional  deduction  of 
tweoty-four  hours.     The  result  was,  that 
there  would  be  a  gain  of  something  like 
thirty  hours  in   each  voyage,  or,   at  the 
lowest  calculation,  fifty  hours  on  the  trip 
.  out  and  home.     The  whole  question  had 
been  very  carefully  considered  by  the  late 
Oovernment,  the  undertaking  had  received 
the  recommendation  of  the  most  eminent 
anthorities,  and  he  believed  that  when  the 
promoters  had  an  opportunity  of  setting 
their   case    before    the   Committee,   they 
woold  be  able  to  show  that  the  scheme 
would  confer  great  benefits  not  only  on 
Ireland  but  on  this  country  and  on  Europe 
at  large.     If  direct  telegraphic  communi- 
cation with  America  was  not  established, 
the  comparative  advantages  of  the  Gal  way 
route  over  every  other  line  would  be  still 
ffreater.     Rival  interests  and  commercial 
jealousy  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  this 
opposition.     In  conclusion  he  would  beg 
the  House  to  recollect  that  of  the  large 
sums  voted  for  postal  services  none  went  to 
any  ocean  steamers  starting  from  Ireland. 
Mr.  J.  £WART  begged  to  assure  the 
House  that  there  was  not  on  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Liverpool  the  slightest  feeling 
of  jealousy  in  the  matter,  inasmuch  as  they 
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were  well  aware  that  whatever  conferred  a 
benefit  on  Ireland  must  tend  also  to  their 
advantage.  He  had,  however,  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  denounce  the  transaction  under 
discussion  from  the  very  first,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  manner  in  which  the  contract 
had  been  made.  He  and  his  hon.  Colleague 
had  called  on  Mr.  Hamilton,  who  was  then 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  all  that 
they  had  asked  was,  that,  if  a  postal  ser- 
vice was  to  be  established  between  England 
and  Ireland,  public  tenders  for  its  peiform- 
ance  should  be  invited.  They  had  added 
that  the  Liverpool  Company  possessed  large 
steamers,  and  that  they  had  conducted  the 
postal  service  in  which  they  had  been  en- 
gaged in  a  manner  creditable  not  only  to 
themselves  but  to  England. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  discussion  had  taken  place,  as  he 
thought  it  well  that  Ireland  should  be  made 
aware  that  the  first  act  of  the  new  Go- 
vernment was  to  endeavour  to  upset  the 
only  scheme  for  many  years  from  which 
she  had  derived  any  considerable  advantage. 
It  was,  however,  said  that  Ireland  had 
never  sought  that  that  advantage  should 
bo  conferred  upon  her ;  but  that  was  not 
the  fact,  for  experiments  had  over  and 
over  again  been  made  with  a  view  to  the 
establishment  of  such  a  service.  It  was, 
indeed,  true  that  one  Commission  which 
had  proceeded  to  the  west  coast  of  Ireland 
to  examine  its  capabilities  as  presenting  a 
suitable  point  for  the  formation  of  a  packet 
station  had  concluded  their  labours  by  re- 
porting in  favour  of  Holyhead.  But  it 
was  trifling  with  the  question  to  say  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  indifferent 
with  respect  to  it,  and  he  trusted  that 
if  the  proposed  Committee  were  granted 
Irishmen  would  not  be  excluded  from  it  as 
they  were  from  the  present  Government. 

Sir  HENRY  WILL0I3GHBY  said,  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  question 
before  them,  which  he  thought  had  been 
for  a  time  lost  sight  of,  was  whether  it  was 
expedient  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  in- 
vestigate the  manner  in  which  these  con- 
tracts were  made  and  to  consider  the  best 
mode  of  regulating  these  contracts  in  fu- 
ture. To  him  it  was  quite  olear  that  a 
necessity  had  arisen  for  some  inquiry.  In 
the  early  part  of  the  evening  he  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  circumstance 
of  the  Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Red 
Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company's  Bill, 
which  stood  on  the  paper  as  a  private  Bill, 
though  it  involved  a  large  outlay  of  public 
money,  receiving  the  formal  sanction  of 
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tlio  Houto  without  Mai'ccly  atiraetini^  its 
ntt<Mition.  Tliou^li  licJmd  no  objection  to 
tli(;  C<iriiinittc<.'  profHrncd  hy  the  Cliaiiccllor 
of  llio  Kxclicqiicr,  lie  submitted  tliere  was 
B  bioipler  mode  of  meetin;;  tlio  evil  it  wns 
intended  to  remedy,  nnd  that  was  to  make 
it  n  condition  of  every  grant  of  public 
money  for  the  Her  vices  in  question  that  the 
proposal  should  bo  introduced  to  tho  House 
hy  11  responsible  MinistCirof  tho  Crown,  rc- 
presentin;;  some  defiartmcnt  of  tho  State, 
and  made  the  subject  of  a  public  Rill.  It 
was  only  in  that  wny  that  tho  House  could 
have  any  practical  control  over  contracts 
of  that  kind.  Tho  system  of  making 
ogreemonts  between  tho  iiead  of  a  Govern- 
ment, and  |)ersons,  however  respectable, 
did  to  iieortiiin  decree  fetter  tho  judgment 
of  tho  House,  and  he  did  think  tho  proper 
remedy  would  bo  for  tho  House  to  resolve 
that  in  no  enso  whatever  should  there  be 
u  [*n\\\i  of  public  money  unless  by  statute. 
Sir  FUANCIS  IJAlllNG  said,  that 
without  entering  upon  tho  question  of  the 
ijalwav  contract  ho  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion  to  the  f;ictthatin  the  Naval  Estimates 
which  were  about  to  eomo  under  tho  con- 
sideration of  tho  House,  that  a  Vote  was 
to  be  taken  under  a  new  contract,  and  to 
submit  that  if  the  House  voted  that  money 
they  would  becomo  parties  to  tho  contract. 
If,  however,  the  Government  proceeded 
with  the  contract  it  would  bo  necessary  to 
grant  tho  money.  Ho  would,  therefore, 
»ugi*est  that  tho  Vote  should  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Committee  had  made  their 
inquiry.  lie  thought  tho  appointment  of 
the  pro]H)sed  Conmiitteo  would  result  in 
groat  public  benefit,  for  no  man  could 
deny  t)mt  tlio  ]iresent  practice  of  dealing 
with  those  contracts  was  most  irregular ; 
and  it  was  therefore  incumbent  on  the 
House  to  declare  the  principle  on  which 
they  wiMo  to  be  regulated  in  future.  With 
this  view  ho  would  suggest  that  a  rule 
hhould  bo  made  requiring  that  all  these 
contrnets  should  bo  laid  on  the  table,  and 
uot  lu>  valid  unless  they  were  unobjected 
to  for  n  certain  time  after. 

Mu.  MAGI-IKE  said,  he  had  expected 

tlint  tho  Motion  would   have  boon  agreed 

to  as  a  matter  of  course,  as  nothing  could 

bo  more   fair   or  more   prudent  than  the 

manner   in   which    the  Chancellor  of  the 

Jixohequor  hnd  brought  it  forward;  but  he 

rogrotted  (a  tind  that  a  ri^ht  hon.  Uer.tlc- 

)ll  tho  other  ^ido  of  t'le  Hoi:«o.  !rom 

Alio  Slitter  couiicrics.  o/^nicd  an.\v 

I  prejudice,  had  :r..:de  an  at  tick 

Into  Govornmont  ut  giving   cn- 


couragement  to  one  of  the  most  important 
of  modern  Irish  enteq)ri8eB.  It  wai  the 
habit  in  England  to  twit  the  Irish  people 
with  a  want  of  energy  and  self-dependence; 
but  now,  when  the  people  of  Gal  way  had 
displayed  those  qualities  iu  an  oitraordinaiy 
and  successful  manner,  so  far  from  their 
receiving  credit,  an  attempt  was  made  by 
gentlemen  in  Liverpool  and  some  parts  of 
Scotland  to  make  that  circamitaoce  tlie 
ground  of  local  jealousies,  and  of  eomplaint 
against  tho  lato  Government  for  sanction- 
ing tho  contract  in  question.  Ho  trusted 
that  tho  present  Government,  led  away  by 
the  whiKpcrings  of  parties  in  Liverpool,  or 
by  a  desire  to  inflict  a  blow  upon  their  pre- 
decessors, would  not  be  guility  of  an  act  of 
injustice  towards  Ireland  which  would  justly 
incur  the  indignation  of  that  country.  For 
a  long  time  past  Irish  Members  had  made 
demands  upon  the  Imporial  GoTernment, 
and  it  would  shortly  be  his  duty  to  ask 
that  a  larger  share  of  tho  taxes  of  the 
United  Kingdom  should  be  spent  in  Ire- 
land than  had  hitherto  been  devoted  to 
Irish  objects.  Many  millions  were  annually 
expended  upon  foolish  and  unremunerative 
enterprises  in  England,  while  tho  great 
natural  advantages  of  Ireland  were  ne- 
glected, and  but  for  tho  late  Government 
nothing  would  have  been  done  to  promote 
tho  Gal  way  project.  Galway  was  as  much 
a  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  as  Chatham, 
Portsmouth,  or  Liverpool,  and  ho  saw  no 
reason  why  its  harbour  should  not  be  made 
accessible  to  the  largest  ship  in  the  Royal 
Navy.  In  Ireland  the  feeling  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  tho  establishment  of  the  line. 
He  was  himself  an  inhabitant  of  Cork,  and 
he  had  naturally  a  strong  feeling  in  its 
favour.  Ho  believed  that  the  Corkuarbour 
was  the  best  in  the  world  ;  hut  tbesneeeu 
of  the  Lever  undertaking  had  at  least  been 
attended  with  this  benefit  to  Cork,  that  it 
had  directed  the  attention  of  all  parties  en- 
gaged in  Transatlantic  communication  to  its 
unrivalled  natural  advantages.  The  Liver- 
pool steamers  now  often  called  at  Qoeens- 
to>\n,  and  bv  that  means  several  hours  were 
saved  in  the  convevance  of  the  mails  be- 
tween  this  country  and  America.  Bot 
whatever  might  be  his  feelings  in  favour  of 
his  native  city,  ho  was  anxious  to  give  fair 
plav  to  Galwav.  and  he  trusted  that  the 
industry  and  enterprise  of  its  ciiiieos  would 
receive  every  encouragement  from  the 
Hoii^e  of  Common*. 

Lor:  JOHN'  BROWNE  said  he  had 
hoard  w::h  great  pain  from  the  right  hoo. 
uentlcm.'4U  that  the  Galwav  contract  waaitiU 
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in  embryo.  A  sum  of  about  £1,000,000 
WM  aoBiialljr  Toted  by  that  House,  not  only 
for  the  eooToyance  of  our  foreign  and 
eoloDial  mails,  but  also  to  seeure  the  main- 
liiMinee  in  good  working  order  of  a  eertain 
somber  of  first-elass  steam- ships,  suitable 
te  the  eonToyanco  of  large  bodies  of  troops 
with  speed,  with  safety,  and  with  due  regard 
te  their  health  and  efficiency.  England  has 
hitherto  enjoyed  a  monopoly  of  that  grant. 
And  it  was  not  until  Galvay  had  been  allowed 
to  participate  in  the  aidrantagea  of  the 
system  that  it  had  become  in  any  quar- 
ter the  subject  of  tho  slightest  animsd- 
rersion.  The  Govemmont  had  entered 
into  a  contract  with  the  Cunard  company, 
which  excited  no  opposition,  by  which  they 
bound  themselres  to  make  them  an  annual 
allowance  of  £173,000  for  a  period  of 
eight  or  nine  years ;  and  yet  the  rirtuous  in- 
dignation of  Bnglish  patriotism  now  boiled 
orer  because  a  much  smaller  sum  was  to 
be  given  for  the  conveyance  of  a  mail 
from  an  Irish  port.  Surely  if  England 
had  all  the  rest  of  tho  trade,  she  need  not 
be  se  greedy  or  so  grasping  as  to  grudge 
Iveland  this  one  packet  station  to  which 
hergeographical  position  entitled  her.  Was 
Ireland  to  hare  only  equality  of  taxation 
without  equality  of  advantages  ?  Last  cen- 
l«ry  they  crushed  the  manufactures  of  Ire- 
leed ;  let  them  not  now  crush  tlie  rising 
BMrcantile  enterprise  of  that  country.  Let 
the  House  look  for  a  moment  at  the  advan- 
tages offered  by  the  ports  of  Liverpool  and 
Oalway.  At  Liverpool  a  Cunard  steamer 
ked  been  known  to  be  detained  outside 
the  harbour  for  a  period  of  eight  or  nine 
hours  in  consequence  of  the  state  of  the  tide. 
No  auch  inconvenience  could  occur  at  Gal- 
wej.  There  was  a  saving  of  between  300 
•ad  400  miles  of  sea  passage  by  adopting 
the  Oalway  route  ;  that  space  could  not  bo 
traversed  in  less  time  than  about  a  day 
and  a  half,  and  it  was  precisely  in  that 
pertioQ  of  the  voyage  that  there  was  the 

Eeatest  risk  of  loss  from  shipwreck  or  col- 
ion.  Although  there  was  a  greater 
amoent  of  railway  travelling  by  theGalwsy 
Bee,  it  ensured  a  saving  of  a  day  in  the 
whole  journey  between  England  and  Ameri- 
ca. It  was  moreover  a  fact  that  Irish  letters 
ibmed  a  large  proportion  of  the  correspon- 
fksce  between  this  country  and  America, 
and  the  establishment  of  the  Galway  route 
waa  also  attended  with  this  important  ad- 
vantage, that  it  afforded  great  facilities  for 
the  eonveyancc  of  Irish  emigrants  to  Ame- 
rioa.  If  the  House  were  to  annul  either 
if  the  two  contracts,  why  should  they  not 


select  the  Liverpool  company  for  that  ex- 
treme exercise  of  their  power  ?  The  fairest 
mode  of  proceeding,  however,  as  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  to  allow  both  contracts  to 
stand,  and  at  their  expiration  to  invite  an 
unlimited  competition  from  England,  Ire- 
land, and  Scotland,  for  the  conveyance  of 
those  mails.  Mr.  Lever  was  bound  in  the 
strictest  terms  to  perform  a  certain  ser- 
vice ;  some  persons  said  he  would  be  unable 
to  fulfil  his  contract ;  but  if  that  should  be 
the  case  the  loss  would  fall  upon  him  ;  and 
if,  upon  the  other  hand,  he  should  carry 
out  his  engagement,  the  voyage  between 
these  islands  and  America  would  be  accom- 
plished in  six  days,  and  the  public  would 
roceivo  the  benefit  of  his  successful  enter- 
prise. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  some  points  had  been 
raised  in  the  course  of  that  discussion 
which  he  felt  it  his  duty  briefly  to  notice. 
An  impression  seemed  to  exist  in  the  minds 
of  some  hon.  Gentlemen  that  a  portion  at 
least  of  the  English  Members  were  jealous 
of  Irish  enterprise.  But  he  was  persuaded 
that  no  such  feeling  existed  on  the  part  of 
any  of  tho  Members  of  that  House,  and 
that  from  whatever  part  of  the  country 
they  came  they  all  gladly  welcomed  every 
indication  of  prosperity,  either  in  England, 
in  Ireland,  or  in  Scotland.  But  the  sus- 
picion to  which  ho  referred  was  only  one 
of  the  evils  inseparable  from  the  system  of 
granting  public  subsidies  of  that  descrip- 
tion. The  inevitable  result  of  such  a  sys- 
tem was,  along  with  other  secondary  dis- 
advantages, the  introduction  of  a  painful 
rivalry  and  a  conflict  between  tho  claims, 
or  the  supposed  claims,  of  different  parts 
of  the  kingdom.  With  regard  to  the  order 
of  proceeding  in  that  Committee,  he  ven- 
tured to  anticipate  thot  in  consequence  of 
the  obvious  conclusion  of  the  case,  and 
with  a  full  recognition  of  all  the  obliga- 
tions, whatever  tliey  might  be,  the  country 
had  contracted,  it  would  be  expedient  tho 
Committee  should  inquire  at  a  very  early 
period  into  tho  Galway  contract.  Tho 
progress  of  tho  debate  had  clearly  shown 
a  general  wish  to  that  effect  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  and  after  so  much  had  been 
said  both  in  condemnation  and  in  defence 
of  the  transaction,  it  was  eminently  desir- 
able that  it  should,  without  any  unneces- 
sary delay,  be  brought  under  the  review  of 
tho  Committee.  At  tho  same  time  he 
admitted  the  force  of  what  had  fallen  from 
his  right  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  Francis  Baring)  witli  re* 
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Bpect  to  the  inexpediency  of  their  making 
a  grant  for  the  Dover  contract  until  they 
should  hare  received  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  upon  that  subject ;  and  it  would 
be  well  perhaps  that  the  Committee  should 
give  their  early,  possibly  even  their  first, 
attention  to  that  limited  case,  and  that  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  Clarence  Paget)  should,  in  the 
meantime,  postpone  the  Vote  in  the  Esti- 
mates in  respect  of  that  contract  if  such  a 
course  could  bo  adopted  without  inconveni- 
ence to  the  public  service.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  H.  A. 
Herbert)  had  expressed  an  apprehension 
that  the  contract  which  had  been  entered 
into  for  the  conveyance  of  the  mails  be- 
tween Kingstown  and  Holyhead  might  be 
made  one  of  the  subjects  of  the  inquiries 
of  a  Committee,  But  the  Government  had 
not  the  slightest  intention  of  reopening 
that  question,  upon  which  a  Committee  of 
the  House,  after  a  full  investigation,  hod 
already  given  its  decision.  The  reason 
why  he  wished  to  include  all  sea  contracts 
was  because,  as  these  contracts  extended 
to  long  periods  of  years,  and  tended,  there- 
fore, to  narrow,  or  even  to  exclude  the 
jurisdiction  of  Parliament,  the  Government 
thought  it  desirable  to  refer  them  to  the 
Committee  to  suggest  what  rules  they 
might  think  necessary  in  concluding  such 
contracts  for  the  future.  The  object  was 
to  secure  the  rights  of  the  House  in  those 
matters,  and  not  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
reopen  the  question  alluded  to  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stamford  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
suggested  that  the  words  of  the  Motion 
should  be  so  extended  as  to  include  an  in- 
quiry into  the  principles  upon  which  that 
service  should  be  conducted  ;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) that  such  an  alteration  of  the 
notice  on  the  paper  would  be  entirely  un- 
necessary, as  the  proposed  Committee 
would  unquestionably  have  the  power, 
under  the  Motion  as  it  stood,  of  inquiring 
into  that  subject  and  all  others  of  a  kin- 
dred character.  Another  point  to  which 
he  wished  to  allude  was  the  course  which 
the  Government  would  pursue  during  the 
time  the  Committee  would  be  prosecuting 
iU  inquiries.  He  could  hardly  suppose 
thoM  inquiries  would  be  brought  to  a  close 
before  the  end  of  a  few  weeks,  but  he  did 
not  anticipate  that  they  would  extend  over 
a  namber  of  years.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
nt,  however,  were  decidedly  of  opinion 
during  the  time  the  House  of  Commons 
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was  investigating  that  subject,  they  ought, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  hold  their  hands  with 
reference  to  any  new  arrangement  of  that 
description,  and  that  they  ought  not  to 
sanction  any  contract  for  a  new  service 
unless  under  very  urgent  circumstances, 
or  unless  it  was  to  be  of  a  purely  temporary 
character.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
think  that,  in  adopting  that  as  their  gene- 
ral rule  of  conduct,  they  would  be  taking 
the  course  which  was  most  consistent  with 
a  due  respect  for  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House,  and  which  would  not,  at  the  same 
time,  be  likely  to  produce  any  serious  injury 
to  the  public  service. 

Mr.  beamish  said,  that  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he 
would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  by  leave  unthdrctwn. 

Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appointed. 

HIGHWAYS. 

LEAVE.      FIRST  READING. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  rose  to 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  laws  relative  to  the  management  of 
Highways.  He  need  scarcely  remind  the 
House  that  all  roads  which  were  not  in- 
cluded in  a  local  Turnpike  Act,  and  not  eon- 
verted  into  turnpike  roads,  were  repaired 
by  parishes  as  Highways.  For  the  pur- 
pose of  maintaining  them  a  surveyor  was 
appointed,  and  the  expense  attending  their 
repair  was  defrayed  by  a  parochial  tax 
called  a  highway  rate.  The  subject,  then, 
was  one  of  no  small  importance.  For  the 
year  ending  March,  1855  (the  last  for 
which  there  were  any  Returns),  the  high- 
way rate  for  England  and  Wales  amount- 
ed to  £1.881,000.  The  total  reoeipU  for 
the  maintenance  of  Highways,  indading 
some  sources  of  revenue  besides  the  rate, 
amounted  to  £2,106,000,  and  the  total 
expenditure  in  that  year  was  £2,126,000. 
These  figures  showed  that  the  interest  eon- 
cerned  was  one  of  great  magnitude,  while 
the  object  of  the  expenditure  was  one  in 
which  the  community  were  also  deeply  in- 
terested. The  whole  of  this  ezpenditnre 
was,  with  the  exception  of  the  six  coun- 
ties of  South  Wales,  managed  by  single 
parishes  without  anything  like  a  combined 
operation  for  a  systematie  management  of 
districts.  For  some  years  past  Bills  had 
been  introduced  to  that  House  with  the 
view  of  establishing  the  principle  of  dis- 
trict management  under  the  control  of  a 
surveyor  who  should  not  be  wholly  onpaidi 
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M  was  now  the  case,  but  who  should  re- 
ceive a  stipend  for  his  services.  Only  one 
of  these  Bills  annually  submitted  to  the 
House  had  received  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment— he  meant  that  which  related  to  the 
eounties  of  South  Wales.  In  those  coun- 
ties an  Act  had  been  in  force  for  some 
years  dividing  the  counties  into  districts 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  Highways,  on 
the  principle  embodied  in  the  Bill  which 
he  now  asked  to  introduce.  He  could  state, 
from  his  personal  knowledge  and  from  in- 
formation, that  the  operation  of  that  Act 
had  been  most  beneficial  in  South  Wales  ; 
that  it  had  not  increased  expenditure,  while 
it  had  considerably  increased  the  efficiency 
of  the  administration,  and  produced  a  bet- 
ter class  of  roads  than  before.  The  Bill 
ho  now  asked  to  introduce  was  identical 
with  that  brought  in  last  Parliament  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leominster  (Mr.  Hardy), 
who  was  then  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department.  That  Bill  had  been 
framed  with  great  ability  and  judgment 
and  was  fully  entitled  to  the  approbation 
of  the  House,  and  had  the  advantage  of 
being  read  a  second  time  and  going  through 
one  stage  in  Committee,  when  some  amend- 
ments were  introduced  into  it.  He  believed 
that  he  would  best  meet  the  views  of  the 
House  by  adopting  that  measure  exactly 
as  it  was  left  by  the  last  Parliament,  and 
whatever  credit,  therefore,  was  due  on  ac- 
eount  of  the  measure,  it  belonged  entirely 
to  the  Member  for  Leominster.  His  own 
experience  showed  that  if  a  district  man- 
agement, such  as  this  Bill  proposed,  was 
introduced  they  would  have  a  better  and 
more  efficient  administration  of  the  roads. 

Mb.  DRUMMOND  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  Bill  would  do  all  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  would  do— 
namely,  greatly  improve  the  roads  of  Eng- 
land, but  at  the  same  time  he  feared  it 
would  add  enormously  to  the  expense  of 
parishes.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  principal  roads  of  England  were  toler- 
ably well  taken  care  of,  but  the  cross  roads 
and  the  parish  roads  were  very  ill  taken 
care  of.  They  all  knew  that  there  were 
a  great  many  persons  in  every  parish  who 
were  neither  first-rate  workmen  nor  la- 
bourers, and  who  must  either  be  employ- 
ed in  some  way  or  other  or  go  into  the 
nnion.  These  bad  and  weak  hands  were 
employed  at  inferior  labour  on  the  roads. 
Bat  if  they  appointed  a  district  surveyor  he 
would  employ  the  very  best  hands,  and  all 
the  bad  hands  would  be  left  without  any 
means  of  employment  whatever.     Of  course 


the  farmera  would  not  take  them,  and  what 
then  would  be  done  with  these  people? 
It  would  be  replied,  let  them  go  into  the 
workhouse ;  but  then  the  New  Poor  Law 
said  that  no  man  could  go  into  the  work- 
house till  he  had  parted  with  his  cottage, 
his  furniture,  and  all  he  possessed.  He 
therefore  wished  to  warn  the  House  to 
take  care  that  they  did  not  by  this  mea- 
sure impose  additional  burdens  upon  the 
ratepayers,  and  also  add  to  the  sufferings 
and  misery  of  the  Poor. 

Mr.  HENLEY,  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  content  him- 
self with  bringing  in  his  Bill,  and  allow 
the  country  to  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering its  provisions  between  this  and 
the  next  Session.  He  (Mr.  Henley)  had 
privately  pressed  his  hon.  Friend  below 
him  (Mr.  Hardy),  when  he  introduced  his 
measure  in  the  last  Parliament,  not  to  go 
on  with  it  until  the  magistrates  had  an 
opportunity  of  considering  it  at  the  ap- 
proaching Easter  assizes.  He  need  not  say 
that  a  misfortune  subsequently  befell  the 
last  Parliament,  and  all  the  Bills  went  to 
the  dogs  or  to  somewhere  else.  The  Mid- 
summer assizes  were  now  passed,  and  there 
would  be  no  immediate  means  of  commu- 
nication afforded  with  the  country  as  to 
the  propriety  of  this  Bill.  He  should  be. 
sorry  to  see  such  a  Bill  pass  until  it  had 
been  considered  by  the  country,  as  it  was 
one  of  great  importance,  particularly  to 
the  ratepayers  in  country  districts. 

Mr.  barrow  said,  he  also  wished 
that  the  country  should  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  seeing  this  Bill  in  order  that  the 
ratepayers,  who  would  be  mainly  interested 
in  the  question,  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  considering  its  merits.  The  Bill  affected 
a  serious  principle  in  their  legislation — 
namely,  that  of  local  self-government, 
which  he  viewed  as  the  best  part  of  our 
constitution. 

Mr.  a.  BRUCE  observed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  informed  the  House  that 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  would  not  be 
extended  to  the  six  southern  counties  of 
Wales.  He  should  be  glad  to  receive  some 
assurance  that  either  in  the  present  or 
some  future  measure  these  acknowledged 
benefits  would  be  extended  to  those  coun- 
ties. 

Mr.  hardy  said,  he  should  ill  repay 
the  complimentary  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  Bill  of 
last  Session  if  he  did  not  offer  him  his 
cordial  support  in  bringing  forward  the 
present  measure  and  passings  it  into  a  law 
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during  the  present  Session.     Tbe  country 
had  had  a  full  opportunitj  of  seeing  the 
Bill  of  the  late  Go?erument.     The  public 
took  the  greatest  interest  in  this  question, 
and  the  drawers  of  his  office  were  full  of 
the  letters  he  had  received  on  the  subject. 
The  Bill  wont  out  of  print — he  was  afraid 
to  say  how  many  times — from  the  number 
of  applications  made  in  that  House  ;    and 
every  Member  could  testify  to  the  desire  to 
possess  the  Bill  in  the  country.     From  the 
year  1849  this  question  had  been  before 
the  country.     The  principle  of  his  Bill  was 
that  districts  should  be  formed  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  highways ;    but   whether 
those  districts  should  be  polling  divisions 
or  union  divisions  he  loft  to  be  settled  by 
the  magistrates.    The  measure  was  there* 
fore  not  one  to  take  away  local  govern- 
ment, but  to  improve  it.     Parishes  were  to 
be  brought  in  union,  and  they  would  all  be 
represented  as  at  the  Board  of  Guardians 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor.     Ho  had  re- 
ceived several  communications  from  chair* 
men  of  quarter  sessions  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  of  last  Session,  and,  with  few  excep- 
tions, the  letters  ho  received  wero  in  ap- 
proval of  the  measure.    It  passed  a  second 
reading  without  a  division,  and  the  House 
might,  he  thought,  be  fairly  called  upon  to 
consider  the  Bill  without  delay.   When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  into  Committee 
he  should  do  his  best  to  expedite  the  Bill. 
Mr.  PHILIPPS  said,  that  the  farmers 
were  apt  to  grumble  when  roads  which  had 
been  abandoned   were   revived,  and   they 
were  mado  to  pay  for  their  repair.     He 
therefore  would  be   pleased   to  see  some 
principle  laid  down  by  which  the  requisites 
which  constituted  a  highway  could  be  more 
readily  dotemiined  than  at  present.     They 
must  be  careful  that  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  did  not  cause  irritation,  but  he 
should  not  object  to  its  introduction. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  know  whether  there  would  not  be 
some  reservation  of  the  powers  of  Highway 
Boards  as  they  existed  in  corporate  towns. 
Ho  believed  that  these  Boards  had  worked 
very  satisfactorily,  and  ho  jshould  be  sorry 
to  see  them  interfered  with. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  there  was 
a  clause  in  the  Bill  giving|power  to  town- 
conncils  of  boroughs  to  assume  the  powers 
given  to  Highway  Boards,  if  they  thought 
fit.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leominster  that  this  Bill  had  received  full 
attention  in  the  late  Parliament.  In  the 
case  adverted  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Surrey  (Mr.  Drummond)  the  bigh- 

Mr.  Bmdy 


way  rate  appeared  to  be  employed  aa  aub* 
sidiary  to  tbe  poor-rate.  It  was  a  qoea- 
tion  whether  that  was  not  an  abuse.  The 
object  of  the  Highway  rate  was  to  repair 
the  roads  in  the  most  economical  manner^ 
and  it  was  a  perversion  to  consider  it  as  a 
rate  in  old  to  the  poor-rate.  The  Biilt 
however,  would  not  interfere  with  tbe  local 
government  and  management  of  tbe  High- 
way rato,  only  instead  of  the  highways  be- 
ing managed  by  single  parisbea  they  would 
be  administered  by  groups  of  parishes. 
The  Bill  would  not  in  any  way  interfere 
with  the  local  management  of  Highways. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  for  the  better  ManagemeDt  of  High* 
ways  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Gbobob  Lewis  and  Mr.  Cun. 

Bill  prei&nted  and  read  !<>;  to  be  read  2^ 
on  Wednesday,  20th  July. 

MILITARY  ORGANIZATION  COMMITTEE. 

Colonel  DICKSON  said,  that  in  tlie 
absence  of  Colonel  North,  he  rose  to  movQ 
that  Colonel  Lindsay  be  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee upon  Military  Organization,  and 
that  the  Committee  should  consist  of  sisi- 
teen  Members. 

Ma.  S.  HERBERT  said,  he  h^  no  ob- 
jection  to  Colonel  Lindsay  boing  placaci 
upon  the  Committee,  but  there  w|ls  qa 
necessity  to  increase  the  number  of  Meoi* 
bers.  He  had  received  a  commanicatiM 
from  the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  the 
East  Riding  of  York  to  the  effect  that  h^ 
would  be  unablo  to  attend  the  Committee, 
He  would  therefore  propose  that  Colonel 
Lindsay  be  substituted  for  Lord  HuIImuo. 

Motion  witMrawn, 

Lord  HoTHAM  discharged  from  fnrA«r 
attendance  on  the  Select  CoQuoitteq  oa 
Military  Organization  ; 

Colonel  Lindsay  added  to  the  Ctvi* 
mi  t  tee. 


METROPOLITAN  CARRIAGS-WATa 

LBAVB. 

Mr.  CO WPER  said,  he  rote  to  nitfate 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  restriet  tho  tflOi 
tion  of  permanent  struetarea  in  tbe  i 
riage-wnys  of  tho  metropolis.  Tbe  i 
ject  with  which  he  proposed  to  dtal  or' 
appear  trivial,  but  aa  residents  id  thq 
tropolis  it  was  one  in  which  tliejf  mnil  iU 
feel  an  interest.  The  oountrj  had  k^ts 
frequently  entertained  with  apprfbonaiiM 
of  a  French  invasion,  whieh  it  waa  ftaivl 
we  should  not  be  aUe  to  MHi  Inil  Ibi 
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fefeft  was  thai  a  Frenoh  deBoent  had  reallj 
taken  j)1ace  to  which  he  desired  to  draw 
tb#  attention  of  the  House.  A  certain 
French  company  had  come  over  to  London, 
and  bad  taken  up  a  position  in  the  chief 
tboroughfarca  and  most  crowded  streets  of 
the  metropolis.  They  had  already  com- 
menced operat'ons  at  Hyde  Park  corper, 
wbete  they  had  broken  up  the  pavement 
and  begun  a  very  remarkable,  strangei  and 
uneouth  edifice  which  had  excited  a  great 
deal  of  attention.  One  hon.  Member  of 
the  House  thought  that  edifice  an  orna- 
ment, but  every  other  human  being  he  had 
beard  express  an  opinion  repudiated  it  as 
a  disfigurement.  Hon.  Members  who  had 
not  seen  it,  might  approach  the  conception 
of  it  by  thinking  first  of  an  Egyptian  obe- 
lisk, then  of  a  Chinese  pagoda,  or  a  kitchen 
elock  from  the  Alhambra,  then  of  a  piece 
of  confectionary  ginger-bread,  sugared  and 
gilded,  and  finally  of  a  magic  watchbox  in 
a  Christmas  pantomime,  which  at  the 
touch  of  harlequin's  wand  will  open  and 
exhibit  a  fairy  glittering  in  spangles.  If 
this  were  the  only  structure  of  the  sort, 
probably  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
trouble  the  House,  but  it  was  stated  that 
the  company  intended  to  erect  similar 
eolumns  at  Chelsea  Bridge  and  100  other 
plaees,  with  the  permission  of  the  vestries. 
The  excuse  offered  for  those  structures 
wa^,  that  in  decorating  London  they  gave 
iuformation  to  the  public,  such  as  the 
nearest  police  station,  the  time  of  day, 
the  day  of  the  month,  the  direction  of 
the  wind  ;  but  the  object  was  profitable 
advertisements,  about  an  anatomical  mu- 
seum, the  hour  at  which  Crcmorne  opened, 
the  place  where  a  soirSe  dansante  was 
held,  and  the  residence  of  Dr.  Eady. 
Supposing  that  information  to  be  useful, 
the  middlo  of  a  crowded  carriage-way, 
where  those  who  stopped  to  read  would 
incur  a  great  risk  of  being  run  over,  was 
net  the  fittest  place  to  publish  it.  The 
parish  vestries  had  not  protected  us  from 
these  vulgar  and  tawdry  erections;  they 
were  well  fitted  to  administer  rates  and  to 
direot  the  paving  and  lighting  of  the 
•treets,  but  could  not  be  expected  to  act 
as  guardians  of  the  public  taste.  It  was 
aaid  that  any  individual  could  indict  the 
eempany  for  establishing  a  nuisance ;  but 
who-  would  come  forward  ?  and  Barnum's 
experience  showed  that  the  payment  of  a 
Sue  and  the  continuance  of  a  nuisance 
night  bo  the  best  mode  of  advertising. 
The  rage  for  advertising  was  spreading  so 
fl^^4ii  that  if  placarda  could  occupy  the 


middle  of  the  streets  fts  well  as  the  walla, 
the  streets  would  be  obstructed  and  the 
town  disfigured.  He  proposed  to  introduce 
a  Bill  giving  to  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  a  veto  upon  tiie  erection  of  any 
structure  such  as  he  complained  of  on  the 
carriage-ways  of  the  metropolis.  There 
was  a  precedent  for  such  a  provision  in 
the  Act  of  1 8d4,  which  forbade  the  erec- 
tion of  any  statue  in  public  places  with- 
out the  consent  of  tho  First  Commissioner. 
He  would  not  interfere  with  the  vestries  in 
the  expenditure  of  the  rates,  or  in  their 
proper  business,  but  in  such  a  matter  as 
this  it  would  bo  better  to  trust  to  the 
action  of  a  minister  responsible  to  this 
House,  and  bound  to  disregard  private  in« 
terests.  In  point  of  principle  it  was 
abominable  that  these  advertising  com- 
panies should  farm  out  and  obstruct  the 
public  streets  and  thoroughfares  for  their 
own  profit.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in 
tho  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, — 

*'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  re- 
strict the  erection  of  permanent  structures  in  the 
Carriage-ways  of  the  Metropolis." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  165  ;  Noes 
46 :  Majority  119. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
CowpER,  and  Mr.  Puller. 


ADULTERATION  OF  FOOD,  Ac.,  PREVEN- 

TION  BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  SCHOLEFIELD  said,  he  rose  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  the 
main  object  of  which  was  to  afford  protec- 
tion to  the  poor  against  heing  imposed  on 
in  the  purchase  of  adulterated  articles,  by 
empowering  local  bodies  to  employ  paid 
analysts.  He  did  not  know  that  it  was  to 
be  opposed,  but  if  it  were  now  read  a  second 
time,  anything  objectionable  contained  in  it 
might  be  remedied. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  hardy  aaid,  he  rose  to  move  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  ae* 
cond  time  that  day  three  months.  He  had 
carefully  looked  into  the  Bill,  and  in  his 
opinion  it  was  wholly  unfit  for  its  purpose 
and  not  one  which  tliat  House  was  likely 
to  pass.  If  it  became  law,  it  would  esta« 
Uiah  a  very  objectionable  system  of  in* 
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fonninff  and  spying  in  respect  of  articles  of 
food  sold  in  this  country,  of  bringing  per- 
sons unnecessarily  before  magistrates,  and 
of  causing  very  great  annoyance,  for  wbich 
there  was  no  ground  whatever.     It  was 
not  an  advantageous  proceeding  to  treat 
the  people  of  this  country  like  children, 
which  they  would  be  doing  if  they  assumed 
a  task  for  which  Parliament  was  incompe- 
tent— namely,  that  of  interfering  with  the 
ingredients  of  general  food,  and  thus  lead  the 
people  to  depend  upon  Parliament  instead 
of  on  themselves.     Such  articles  of  bad 
food  as  putrid  fish  or  things  of  that  kind, 
any  one  could  discover  for  himself,  and  if 
any  dealer  sold  an  improper  mixture,  the 
party  to  whom  it  was  sold  had  his  remedy 
uy  an  indictment  or  action.     The  Bill  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Scholefield)  would  place 
a  very  arbitrary  power  in  the  hands  of  per- 
sons who  in  some  cases  might  be  interested 
in  giving  annoyance  to  others.     Ho  there- 
fore asked  the  House  to  pause  before  they 
sanctioned   such   provisions  as  were  con- 
tained in  the  second  clause  of  this  Bill, 
which  empowered   the   town   councils   of 
every  municipal  borough  to  appoint  one 
or  more    persons    possessing    competent 
medical,  chemical,  and  microscopical  Know- 
ledge as   analysts  of  all  articles  of  food 
and  drink,  and  which  would  lead  to  con- 
tinual controversies  between  the  analysts 
80  appointed  and  all  the  other  chemists  in 
every  town.    Ho  thought,  however,  that  the 
fifth  clause  was  almost  calculated  to  cause 
as  much  amusement  as  the  House  derived 
from  the  Bill  introduced  some  time  ago  for 
the  prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals,  for 
that  clause  provided  that — 

"  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Privy  Council  from 
time  to  time  to  cause  such  analyses  to  be  made, 
and  to  make  such  rules  and  instructions  ns  tho 
■aid  Privy  Council  may  think  fit  for  regulating  tho 
nseof  any  material  or  ingredient  distinct  from  tho 
natural  composition  of  any  article  of  food  or  drink 
wHh  whioh  it  may  be  mixed." 

That  olauBO  seemed  to  him  to  interfere  with 

every  kitchen.     He  did  not  know  whether 

the  Privy  Council  would  not,  under  it,  have 

wer  to  lay  down  what  proportion  of  water 

ft        ,  might  put  in  his  grog.     He  could  not 

%  Bill  pass  $uh  silentio.     When  an 

mber  proposed   to  the  House  to 

i^      ft  j>i]l  a  second  time,  he  ought  to  be 

id  to  show  that  its  principle  was  a 

d       —that  it  was  at  least  such  an  out- 

u  oonid  be  filled  up  in  Committee  and 

e  ft  good  Bill.     As  that  was  not 

with  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend, 


he  should  move  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  *'upon  this  day  three 
months." 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  refuse  a  second  reading  to  the 
Bill.  Its  object  was  to  bring  the  enlighten- 
ment of  science  to  bear  on  matters  deeply 
affecting  the  interests  of  the  people.  Con- 
sidering the  frightful  degree  to  which  food 
was  adulterated,  and  the  amount  of  en\ 
thereby  created,  it  was  high  time  some 
remedy  was  adopted  ;  and,  thinking  the 
Bill  adequate  to  that  object,  he  should  cer- 
tainly vote  for  the  second  reading. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  that  the 

objection  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hardy) 

to  the  Bill  rested  mainly  upon  the  fifth 

section,  which,  in  fact,  had  nothing  to  do 

with  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  S)r  that 

matter  might  bo  left  out  altogether.   Then 

his  hon.  Friend,  with  a  vigour  in  favour  of 

Free  Trade  not  to  be  expected  from  him, 

said  that  the  House  would  be  stepping  oat 

of  its  province  if  it  attempted  to  protect 

the  poor  man  from  having  liis  food  ftdnlte- 

rated.     But  had  they  not  had  poison  Bills 

before  the  House,  and  had  not  those  Bills 

been   read  with   universal  assent?      Yet 

they  depended  equally  upon  the  principle  of 

protecting  the  poor  man.     Had  his  hoo. 

Friend  forgotten   the  Bradford  poisoniDg 

case  ?     But,  if  his  hon.  Friend  were  cer- 

rcet  in  his  position,  there  waa  no  reason 

why  the  poor  man  should  not  have  poison 

mixed  with  his  lozenges.     The  fact  was, 

that  articles  of  prime  necessity,  auoh  as 

tea  and  sugar,  were  adulterated  to  auoh  an 

extent  as  materially  to  affect  the  health  of 

an   enormous  portion  of  the   population, 

and,  the  poor  man  being  unable  to  protect 

himself,  lie  contended  that  it  was  the  duty 

of    this    House  to  step  in   and    protect 

him. 

Mr.  WALTER  was  so  oonvinoed  of  the 
necessity  for  the  Bill,  that  he  ahonld  be 
extremely  sorry  if  it  were  not  permitted  to 
go  to  a  second  reading.  The  prftotice  of 
adulterating  food  in  this  country  faftd  be- 
come a  universal  evil,  and  was  a  national 
disgrace.  There  was,  indeed,  no  oountiy 
in  Europe  in  which  the  system  was  oftfried 
to  such  an  extent  with  impanitj.  In 
France,  chiefly  owing  to  the  stringency  of 
the  law  on  this  suMect,  bread  ftnd  M  the 
common  articles  of  food  oonld  be  bought 
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in  a  aUie  of  much  greater  purity  than  in 
this  country.     The  only  article  of  food  to 
be  bought  unadulterated  in  a  grocer's  shop 
was,  he  believed,  an  egg,  and  that  was 
nmply  because  there  was  no  means  of  in- 
troducing into  it  deleterious  ingredients. 
In  his  opinion  some  means  must  bo  found 
of  applying  to  the  quality  of  food  some 
such  regulations  as  were  already  enforced 
with  regard  to  its  quantity.     If  inspectors 
of  weights  and  measures  were  employed  to 
protect  the  poor  from  being  cheated  in  re-* 
spect  of  quantity,  why  should  not  some 
means  be  taken  to  afford  them  protection 
in  respect  of  quality  ?     Ho  hoped,  there- 
fore, tha(  the  House  would  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
.  Mr.  BRADY  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  the  House  rejected  the  Bill  they 
would  perpetuate  a  great  evil.     Why,  he 
would  ask,  had  the  question  come  before 
them  at  all  ?     Simply  because  a  great  in- 
justice was  being  done  to  the  poor,  and 
the  people  were  actually  being  poisoned  in 
many  instances ;  a  state  of  things  which 
had  induced  the  House  to  grant  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  subject ;  and  if 
ihey  now  refused  to  take  the  Bill  into  con* 
sideration  the  appointment  of  that  Commit- 
tee would  be  regarded  as  a  mere  mockery. 
It  was  absolutely  necessary  that   some 
measure  should  pass.     Adulteration  was 
earried  on  to  a  Iprightful  extent.     There 
was  scarcely  an  article  of  food  on  the  table 
of  rich  or  poor  that  was  not  adulterated ; 
and  he  must  say  that  he  felt  surprised 
that  a  gentleman  like  the  hon.  Member 
tor  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Crawford),  the 
representative  of  a  vast  trading  commu- 
fkitj,  should  be  a  party  to  the  opposition 
id  this  Bill.     He  hoped,  then,  that  the 
House  would  take  it  into  consideration  for 
the  sake  of  the  poor,  who  were  daily  and 
hourly  not  only  robbed,  but  poisoned,  by 
the  retail  tradesmen  of  the  country.     The 
details  of  the  measure  might  not  be  per- 
fcety  but  they  could  be   considered  and 
ahered  when  requisite  in  Committee. 

Mr.  E.  JAMES  said,  he  was  extremely 
glad  that  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  had 
jQSt  sat  down  had  postponed  his  leave  of 
Hbsencey  since  he  had  raised  his  voice  in 
fiiTOiir  of  this  measure.  It  certainly  was 
one  to  which  no  honest  tradesman  could 
ohjeet.  Its  principle  was  perfectly  correct, 
and  it  would  confer  great  benefit  on  the 
poorer  classes.  He  could  scarcely  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leominster  was  se- 
ricfos  in  contending  that  if  the  poor  man, 
faistead  of  getting  a  pennyworth  of  coffee 


got  half  of  it  in  chicory,  he  had  his  remedy 
by  indicting  the  retail  dealer. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  opposed  the 
Bill  for  the  reasons  which  had  been  so  well 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leominster. 
His  objection  was  not  to  its  principle,  but 
simply  to  the  means  by  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  carry  out  that  principle,  which 
would  lead  to  infinitely  greater  evils  than 
the  Bill  was  designed  or  intended  to  cure. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  thought 
that  every  hon.  Member  would  concur  in 
approving  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Any 
such  measure  emanating  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  came  recommend- 
ed from  a  good  source  ;  but  after  carefully 
examining  its  clauses,  with  the  sincere 
desire,  if  possible,  to  accede  to  them,  he 
could  not  but  think  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  on  this  occasion  allowed  himself  to  be 
misled  by  evil  counsel.  His  (Sir  George 
Lewis's)  objection  to  the  Bill  was  the  ex- 
treme vagueness  and  generality  of  the  pro- 
visions it  contained,  and  the  absolute  im- 
possibility of  any  magistrate  bringing  a 
clear  criterion  or  rule  of  interpretation  to 
bear  upon  them.  The  Bill  proposed  to 
create  two  descriptions  of  offence.  The 
first  was,  that  every  person  who  should 
sell,  or  expose  to  sale,  any  article  of  food 
or  drink  in  which,  in  the  knowledge  of 
such  person,  any  ingredient  or  material 
calculated  to  injure  health  had  been  mixed, 
should  be  subjected  to  a  penalty  not  ex- 
ceeding so  many  pounds,  and  not  less  than 
so  many  shillings.  Now,  it  so  happened 
that  various  opinions  prevailed  with  re- 
gard to  what  was  injurious  to  health.  For 
example,  a  certain  school  of  physicians  and 
members  of  temperance  societies  held  that 
alcohol,  used  to  whatever  extent,  was  in- 
jurious to  health  ;  so  that  if  it  were  mixed 
with  any  article  of  drink,  say  water,  .he 
apprehended  that,  according  to  this  doc- 
trine, it  would  be  an  offence  falling  within 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  The  second 
offence  was,  that  every  person  who  should 
sell  or  expose  to  sale  as  pure  and  unadul- 
terated any  article  of  food  or  drink  which 
in  the  knowledge  of  such  person  was  adul- 
terated and  not  pure,  should  be  subjected 
to  such  and  such  a  penalty.  It  did  not  say 
that  the  article  was  to  be  deleterious  to 
health.  It  merely  said  some  article  that 
was  foreign  to  that  with  which  it  was 
mixed.  He  apprehended,  therefore,  that 
if  a  person  sola  coffee  with  which  he  had 
mixed  chicory,  that,  too,  would  be  a  case 
of  adulteration  which  would  fall  within  the 
provisions  of  the  BiU.  Then  the  machinery 
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of  the  Bill,  might  bo  described  as  equally 
cumbrous,  expensive,  and  ineffectire.  Un- 
wholesome meat  hnd  been  referred  to.  But 
the  sale  of  unwholesome  meat  would  not 
be  an  offence  under  the  Bill,  therefore, 
though  such  meat  would  be  prejudicial  to 
heallh  the  sale  would  not  be  an  offence 
under  this  Bill.  Taking  all  these  things 
into  consideration,  ho  thought  no  practical 
benefit  would  result  from  the  measure,  and 
he  should  therefore  advise  the  Mouse  to 
negative  the  Motion. 

Mr.  DEEDES  said,  that  any  one  at- 
tempting to  legislate  upon  this  subject 
would  find  himself  surrounded  by  such  dif- 
fieulties  as  those  just  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George  Lowis), 
but  that  was  no  reason  why  it  should  bo 
said  that  no  legislation  was  required.  It 
only  showed  the  advisability  of  not  enter- 
ing too  much  into  detail  in  preparing  a 
measure  the  object  of  which  was  to  pre- 
vent the  evil  complained  of.  It  was  matter 
of  common  knowledge  that  the  evil  exist- 
ed, and  that  the  strong  arm  of  the  law  was 
necessary  to  its  eradication.  lie  was  in- 
clined to  think  that  the  hon.  Promoter  had 
been  led  too  far  into  the  intricacies  of  the 
question,  but  the  House  was  considering 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  not  its  detail ; 
that  would  be  dealt  with  in  Committee. 
He  was  prepared  to  affirm  the  principle 
and  thus  to  satisfy  the  country  that  they 
wore  prepared  to  try  and  devise  some 
means  by  which  effect  could  be  given  to 
it.  And  even  if,  in  Committee,  every  clause 
but  the  first  were  struck  out  that  clause 
enunciating  the  principle  that  if  anybody 
sold  anything  that  was  injurious  to  health 
ho  should  be  subject  to  certain  penalties, 
ho  was  of  opinion  that  an  important  piece 
of  legislation  would  be  effected.  He  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  Houso  would  not  throw 
out  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  *' That  the  word  *now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.** 

Tho  House  divided  :— Ayes  227 ;  Noes 
103:  Majority  124. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  cofnmitud  for  Wednee^ 
day  20th  July. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  RSLIEF  ACT  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL. 

8BC0ND  BEADING.      DEBATE  ADJOURNED. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion  made  and  Question  proposed — 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now   read  a  second 

Bit  George  LewU 


Mr.  SOTHBRON  ESTCOURT  said, 
the  Bill  was  not  put  into  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  till  that  morning,  and  he  would 
therefore  suggest  that  tho  debate  be  ad- 
journed until  any  day  in  the  next  week 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  name. 
This  would  give  them  a  few  more  days  to 
look  at  it,  and  to  examine  what  would  be 
its  effect  upon  the  existing  statute,  as  well 
as  to  ascertain  the  opinion  of  people  in 
Ireland  with  respect  to  it. 

Mr.  Serjeant  PIGOT  said,  ho  also 
hoped  tho  Houso  would  pause  for  a  few 
days,  the  question  being  one  of  very  con- 
siderable importance. 

Mr.  W.  miles  said,  it  seemed  that 
the  present  Liberal  Member*  of  tho  House 
imagined  that  such  a  Bill  as  this  was  of  no 
importance  to  the  country,  for  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  (Sir  W.  Somerfille)  without 
saying  a  single  word  as  to  its  prinoiples, 
moved  that  it  be  read  a  second  time.  This 
Bill  would  oTorthrow  a  settlement  that  was 
made  long  since.  He  begged  to  remind 
the  Liberal  Members  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  that  in  the  liberty  of  this 
country  was  a  great,dcal  of  Protestantism, 
and  that  before  the  House  was  Mked  te 
agree  to  this  Bill  the  object  of  its  authors 
should  be  distinctly  explained.  Ha  hoped 
tho  right  hon.  Baronet  would  aceede  to 
the  BuggeatioD  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wiltshire,  and  permit  the 
House  to  pause  a  little  before  it  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time. 

ViscouNTPALMERSTONaaid,hewo«ld 
suggest  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  as  the 
Bill  was  only  printed  this  morning  and  «M 
likely  to  excite  considerable  int^roat  and 
lead  to  discussion,  he  should  poatpane  the 
second  reading.  Perhaps  he  waa  tho  mora 
entitled  to  make  the  request*  beoanae,  as 
at  present  advised,  it  was  bis  intention  le 
support  the  Bill. 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMBRVILLB  ak 
served,  that  it  was  difficult  for  ^  prltata 
Member  to  get  an  opportunity  of  brin|(iog 
forward  a  Bill,  and  therefore  be  baa  i^ 
tended  to  press  the  second  reading  l|iat 
evening,  but  he  eould  not  reaist  tbe  ap* 
peal  made  to  him  on  both  aidea  ef  tibf 
House,  and  he  would  therefore  eonaent  to 
adjourn  the  second  reading  to  Tneaday  next* 

Mr.  bo  WYER  said,  ho  hoped  tbe  notiM 
for  tho  second  reading  of  tbe  Bill  woyU  be 
placed  on  the  paper  for  Tuesday  in  aiieh  % 
position  that  it  should  have  a  fitir  elmiad 
of  being  brought  on. 

Debate  adjourned  till  IWidair  BeA 
12th  July. 
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ENDOWED  BOHOOLS  BILL. 
JHEBATZ  RESUMED.      BILL  COMMITTED. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned  De- 
bate on  Question  [6th  July].  *<  That  the 
Bill  be  oommitted  to  a  Select  Committee:*' 

Qoeetion  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  ssid,  that  by  re- 
ferring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  the 
House  would  be  precluded  from  reconsider- 
ing its  principle.  It  imposed  a  distinct 
disability  on  the  Church  of  England,  be- 
eause  it  denied  the  right  to  bold  property 
of  this  kind,  no  matter  how  long  the  pes* 
session.  Lord  Lyndhurst,  four  ei-Chau* 
cellors,  and  the  late  Sir  W.  Follett  eon- 
eurred  in  passing  the  Dissenters'  Chapels 
Bill,  whereby  the  Dissenting  body  acquired 
an  indefeasible  title  from  twenty -fire  years* 
possessiou.  By  this  Bill  tl»e  Church  of 
England,  of  all  religious  bodies,  would  be 
debarred  from  pleading  their  title  by  posses- 
sion.  He  thought  that,  instead  of  re* 
ferring  it  to  a  Select  Committee,  it  would 
be  far  better  to  refer  the  whole  question, 
and  not  compromise  a  principle  which  he 
was  certain  the  House  did  not  intend  to 
affirm*  lie  must  oppose  the  Motion,  and 
ha  trusted  the  House  would  not  leave  itself 
under  the  imputation  of  having  for  the  first 
iieio  during  some  hundred  years  imposed 
a  distinct  disability  on  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. 

Mb.  HUBBARD  said,  he  had  listened 
to  the  whole  debate  of  the  previous  day 
in  the  confident  hope  that  he  should  hear 
some  reasons  which  would  at  least  give 
an  appearance  of  plausibility  to  the  pro- 
poaition*  but  he  had  heard  none.  The 
importance  of  the  measure  was  such  as 
merited  handling  by  the  Government,  but 
since  the  Bill  originated  with  a  private 
Member,  he  must  express  his  regret  that 
ita  previous  endorsement  by  the  learned 
Menber  for  Wolverhampton  should  now 
inveai  it  with  the  authoritative  support  of 
Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General — and  still 
sere  he  must  regret  that  Her  Majesty's 
Miniaters,  for  the  major  part,  should  appa- 
rently out  of  courtesy  to  their  colleague 
hafo  supported  with  their  votes  a  measure 
whieh  they  condemned  by  their  speeches. 
Something  was  said  of  the  necessity  of  ad- 
aiUing  Disseotors  to  a  share  in  the  advant- 
age of  Church  schools.  But  ho  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  that  proposition  was 
one  in  its  essence  totally  distinct  from  the 
proposition  which  was  affirmed  by  the  first 
elauae.  The  proposition  to  share  in  the 
edfBDtage  of  Church  sohools  admitted  the 


title  of  the  Churcb  to  the  schools,  whereas 
the  Bill  immediately  attacked  the  very  le- 
gality of  the  tenure  itself.  The  importance 
of  the  measure  was  said  to  be  demonstrated 
by  the  number  of  petitions,  but  the  weight 
of  thoso  petitions  was  much  qualified  by 
the  circumstance,  that  many  of  them  are 
attributable  to  the  unfounded  assertion  of 
the  promoters  of  the  measure,  who  affirmed 
that  the  cficct  of  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery  in  tho  Ilminster  case  was  to 
declare  that  **  Dissenters  were  not  honest 
men."  Tho  decision  really  was,  that, 
whether  honest  men  or  not.  Dissenters 
were  not  qualified  to  act  as  trustees  in 
the  administration  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Ilminster  school.  If  the  large  number  of 
those  who  signed  petitions  because  they 
felt  indignant  at  such  a  very  aggressive 
opinion  were  ezeepted,  there  would  still 
be  a  large  proportion  not  unnaturally  de* 
sirous  of  securing  the  benefit  of  endow- 
ments which  were  certainly  not  founded 
by  their  predecessors  in  religious  opinions. 
For  the  House  would  not  have  failed  to 
observe  that  all  the  petitions  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  proceeded  from  Dissenters  of  some 
sort  or  another.  The  measure  was  an  at- 
tack on  every  school  held  by  possession  as 
an  endowed  school  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. The  interpretation  of  the  language 
used  by  the  founders,  as  rendered  by  the 
managers  and  constituting  their  title  to  the 
property,  was  assailed ;  but  if  conclusive 
evidence  of  its  correctness  were  required 
it  would  be  found  in  the  very  fact  alleged 
by  the  Member  for  Swansea  as  a  plea  for 
legislation  —  namely,  that  every  judicial 
decision,  from  theearliest  to  the  latest,  had 
confirmed  the  title  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land to  tho  schools  under  consideration. 
For  years  past  large  grants  have  been 
made  for  religious  purposes,  and  he  trust- 
ed the  House  would  not  be  prepared  to 
disavow  the  spirit  of  those  grants,  and  by 
such  a  measure  as  this  discourage  the 
efforts  of  the  Church  of  England  in  the 
cause  of  education.  The  contributions  of 
members  of  the  Church  in  the  cause  of 
ediication  exceeded  five  times  thoso  of  the 
Dissenters,  and  he  therefore  thought  that 
the  House  ought  not  to  agree  to  a  measure 
which  he  could  not  but  look  upon  as  inimi- 
cal to  education.  If  the  House  were  not 
prepared  to  undo  all  that  the  generous 
piety  of  our  forefathers  had  effected,  they 
would  not  proceed  further  with  this  Bill, 
which  was  an  undisguised  encouragement 
to  an  attempted  if  not  successful  spoliation 
of  the  GhHTch. 
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Mr.  hardy  said,  it  appeared  to  him, 
from  all  that  he  had  heard  urged  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  that  littlo  more  than  a  blank 
sheet  of  paper,  so  far  as  the  subject  of  en- 
dowed schools  was  concerned,  would  he  re- 
ferred to  the  proposed  Committee.  It  had 
been  condemned  by  the  Attorney  General, 
whose  name  was  placed  on  tlio  back  of  it, 
as  being  insufficient  to  remedy  the  evils 
which  it  proposed  to  remove,  and  it  was 
evident  that  its  author  did  not  quite  under- 
Btand  his  own  case.  Considering,  however, 
that  the  Bill  iiad  passed  its  second  read- 
ing, and  that  the  expediency  of  inquiring 
into  the  subject  had  thus  been  sanctioned, 
he  did  not  deem  it  advisable  to  oppose 
the  Motion  before  the  House.  He  should, 
however,  reserve  to  himself  the  liberty  of 
moving  an  instruction  to  the  Committee 
when  it  was  named,  of  the  terms  of  which, 
IQ  case  he  should  move  it,  he  should  give 
dae  notice. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  commiUed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

U0U8O  adjourned  at  a  quartor 
before  Twelve  0  olook. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  July  8,  1859. 

AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY. 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION  WITHDRAWN. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DE  RED- 
CLIFFE,  who  had  given  notice  of  a  Mo- 
iion, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  expressing  the  Thanks  of  this  House 
for  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Communication  of 
the  deeply  important  Correspondence  on  Italian 
AfGsirs  presented  recently  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  by  Her  Majesty's  Command ;  and 
gratefully  acknowledging  the  unquestionable 
Evidence  which  that  Correspondence  affords  of 
Her  Majesty's  earnest  and  impartial  Endea- 
vours to  avert  the  Calamity  of  War  : 

"  That  Her  Majesty  may  be  assured  of  the  loyal 
Confldenoo  ¥rith  which  this  House  relies  on 
Her  Majesty's  Determination  to  maintiin  in- 
violate the  Neutrality,  as  therein  declared,  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions : 

"  That,  finally,  it  be  represented  to  Her  Majesty, 
as  the  Opinion  of  this  House,  That,  while  every 
■aiUble  and  vigorous  Effort  is  made,  under  Her 
Muesty's  Authority,  for  the  Completion  of  our 
Demnoes  on  Sea  and  Land,  the  Operations  of 
the  belligerent  Powers  should  be  carefully  ob- 
served,  vrith  a  view  in  particular  to  such 
eventual  Ofifers  of  Mediation  on  Her  Majesty's 
Fart  as  may  contribute  with  due  Effect  to  the 

Mr.BiMard 


early  Conclusion  of  Peace  on  just  and  compre- 
hensive Terms." 

My  Lords,  I  was  prepared  to  redeem  the 
pledge  which  I  gave  when  I  did  myself 
the  honour  of  announcing  my  intention  to 
bring  under  your  Lordships'  deliberation 
the  Correspondence  which  was  graciously 
presented  by  Her  Majesty's  commands  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  at  the  heginning 
of  this  Session.  I  was  aware  tliat  I  had 
undertaken  a  very  considerable,  not  to  say 
an  arduous  taak.  I  was  also  aware  that 
certain  ohjections  might  he  alleged  against 
the  course  I  intended  to  adopt.  But  on 
the  whole  I  thought  that  arguments  of 
sufficient  cogency  could  he  urged  in  its 
favour ;  and  I  made  up  my  mind  to  incur 
some  risk  by  persevering  with  the  MotioDi 
not  douhting  that  your  Lordships'  discre- 
tion and  judgment  would  couDteract  any 
tendency  towards  error  upon  my  part,  and 
that  a  fair  halance  of  advantage  would 
upon  the  whole  result  from  a  discussion  of 
tho  points  connected  with  this  correspon- 
dence. It  was  my  impression  that  if  tho 
opinions  of  independent  Membera  of  the 
Legislature,  unfettered  by  the  restraints 
of  office,  went  forth  to  the  country  at 
large,  with  respect  to  our  late  negotiations, 
a  most  salutary  effect  mifffat  have  been  ob- 
tained in  the  event  of  those  negotiations 
being  renewed.  But,  my  Lords,  an  erent 
of  great  importance  has  come  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  public  this  morning — an  event 
which  not  only  arrests  at  once  an  awful 
effusion  of  blood,  and  relievea  the  diatress- 
ed  feelings  of  every  individual,  I  believe, 
in  this  country  and  on  the  continent  of 
Europe  —  but  which,  as  I  defoatly  hope, 
may  terminate  in  that  moat  desirable 
object,  the  conclusion  of  a  peace.  Under 
these  circumstances  your  Lordahipa  will 
probably  agree  with  me  that  any  immedi* 
ate  discussion  in  Parliament  with  reference 
to  those  negotiations  might  be  productive 
of  real  inconvenience  and  disadvantage. 
I  have  consulted  upon  the  subject  Friends, 
whom  and  in  whose  judgment  I  place  the 
greatest  reliance,  and  they  see  the  matter  in 
the  same  light  as  I  do,  and  would  be  glad 
that  I  should  abandon  the  Motion  for  the 
present.  When  I  use  the  term  "  aban- 
don" I  do  not  mean  giving  np  the  Motion 
without  reserve,  hut  leaving  it  for  the 
present  upon  your  Lordships*  table»  and 
reserving  to  myself  the  right  of  recurring 
to  it  at  some  later  period,  if  the  cirenm- 
stances  of  Europe  should  make  me  think 
it  would  be  advisable  to  adopt  anob  a- 
course.     Having  felt  it  my  duty  to  stake 
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■0  inveh  to  your  Lordships,  I  think  it  pro- 
per to  take  this  opportunity  of  adding  that 
the  responsibility  of  the  intended  Motion; 
if  I  had  persevered  in  it,  would  have  been 
entirely  my  own.  The  Notice  which  I 
gave  was  not  the  result  of  any  concert  or 
eonsultation  with  any  party  upon  either 
side  of  the  House.  In  troth,  my  Lords,  I 
am  not  sorry  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
stating  that  I  have  no  distinct  connection 
with  any  party.  There  is  no  roan  more 
sensible  than  I  am  of  the  high  ability,  of 
the  great  personal  qualifications  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby) — I  hope 
he  will  allow  me,  from  past  connections,  to 
call  him  my  noble  Friend— the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House.  I  am 
deeply  penetrated  with  a  sense  of  his  ca- 
pacity for  government ;  I  am  deeply  pene- 
trated, likewise,  with  a  sense  of  the  quali- 
fieations  of  many  among  those  who  support 
him  ;  but  my  duty  here  is  not  to  give  way 
to  personal  feelings,  but  to  form  a  fair  and 
dispassionate  judgment  of  the  public  in- 
terests ;  and  if  I  take  any  active  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  this  House  it  will  be  in 
connection  with  those  who,  upon  the  whole, 
seem  to  challenge  our  confidence,  and  to 
whom  I  am  ready  to  give  my  general  sup- 
port. In  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern* 
ment  I  cannot  but  recognize  a  combination 
of  talent  and  of  administrative  experience 
which  are  well  calculated,  especially  at  this 
time,  to  command  the  respect  of  the  coun- 
try. I  recognize  in  them  likewise  a  Minis- 
try which  is  in  harmony  with  the  consti- 
tutional requirements  of  the  representative 
House  of  Parliament,  ond  one  which,  upon 
the  whole,  is  moving  in  the  same  lino  of 
foreign  politics,  if  I  understand  their  lan- 
guage correctly,  with  the  noble  Lords  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  House  ;  and  which, 
moreover,  upon  the  great  internal  question 
of  reform  have  entitled  themselves  to  the 
credit  of  greater  consistency,  although  I 
hope  J  may  at  the  same  time  be  allowed 
to  say,  that  I  do  not  think  their  claim  is 
entirely  without  flaw  in  that  respect.  I 
must  repeat,  my  Lords,  that  I  think  the 
removal  of  the  immediate  subject  of  my 
Motion  renders  its  discussion  at  the  present 
moment  irrelevant  nnd  undesirable ;  but  I 
cannot  dismiss  the  question  without  ex- 
pressing an  earnest  hope  that  if  negotia- 
tions for  peace  are  to  be  the  result  of  the 
eiisting  armistice,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  be  found  at  their  post,  and  that, 
if  need  be,  they  will  claim  their  right  to 
be  associated  in  the  final  arrangement  of 
matters.     The  interests  of  the  world,  after 


all,  require  that  they  should  not  in  such  a 
matter  neglect  their  own  interests  and  their 
own  rights,  resting  hitherto  on  the  observ- 
ance of  those  existing  treaties,  which  pos- 
sess an  European  character.  Whether  I 
look  at  the  treaties  which  have  been  placed 
in  jeopardy  by  the  recent  occurrences,  or 
at  the  position  of  Austria  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  balance  of  power  in  Europe,  or  at 
the  great  Mediterranean  peninsula,  which 
has  from  remote  times  been  the  site  of  a 
most  glorious  civilization,  and  which  com- 
mands from  so  many  individuals  in  this 
country,  by  reason  at  least  of  their  edu- 
cation, a  large  amount  of  gratitude  and 
affection — to  whatever  quarter  of  Europe 
I  turn  my  eyes,  I  see  reasons  for  earnestly 
desiring  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  take  their  proper  place  in  the  nego« 
tiations  which  may  now  be  expected,  and 
that  they  should  endeavour  to  provide  as 
far  as  possible  for  th^  security  of  those 
great  interests  which  have  been  so  severely 
compromised — I  say  it  without  reference 
to  the  conduct  of  the  late  Government— 
by  the  outbreak  of  the  belligerents,  and 
the  sanguinary  events  of  the  war.  Anxious 
to  avoid  whatever  may  bring  the  late  nego- 
tiations under  discussion,  I  abstain  from 
every  observation  which  might  be  thought 
to  bear  upon  the  character  or  conduct  of 
those  who  were  pi-incipally  concerned  in  the 
management  of  those  negotiations,  either 
here  or  in  other  countries.  No  doubt  we 
might,  without  much  difficulty,  find  in  those 
transactions  much  to  censure,  many  objects 
of  just  anxiety,  and  some  perhaps  of  appre- 
hension ;  but  I  will  not  go  into  any  part  of 
the  correspondence,  lest  I  may  inadvert- 
ently give  occasion  for  the  expression  of 
opinions,  leading  by  possibility,  in  so  deli- 
cate and  critical  a  conjuncture,  to  the  pro- 
duction of  serious  inconvenience  and  em- 
barrassment to  the  country.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  entirely  lose  sight  of  the  circum- 
stances which  preceded  and  accompanied 
the  conclusion  of  those  comprehensive  trea- 
ties which,  in  spite  of  their  errors  and  their 
deficiencies  liave,  after  all,  mainly  con- 
tributed to  the  maintenance  of  peace  in 
Europe  during  a  period  of  forty-five  years. 
Nobody  can  have  forgotten  the  perils  and 
the  sacrifices  by  which  this  country  earn- 
ed its  right  to  take  a  part  in  the  framing 
of  those  great  international  engagements ; 
and  although  they  have  upon  more  than 
one  occasion  suffered  no  small  disparage- 
ment— although  they  have,  in  the  case  of 
Belgium,  undergone  a  signal  alteration, 
sanctioned,  however,  by  an  agreement  to 
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wliieh  all  the  great  Powers  gave  their  as- 
sent— although  ill  one  case  they  have  been 
set  aside  bjr  national  predilection  for  an 
excluded  dynasty — although  in  the  case  of 
Poland  and  of  Cracow  they  have  suffered 
a  most  unjust  and  oroinous  violation,  I  can* 
not  forget  that  after  all  they  have  not  been, 
by  general  opinion,  cast  aside,  but  that 
on  the  contrary,  they  still  survive  for  the 
moat  part,  and  are  still  the  object  of  appeal 
to  every  Government  in  Europe.  They  are, 
in  fact,  the  title-deeds  of  many  an  exten- 
sive territorial  possession ;  they  are  empha- 
tically those  by  which  Sardinia  herself  now 
holds  Genoa,  as  well  as  those  by  which 
the  incumbency  of  Austria  upon  Italy  was 
either  established  or  restored;  and  moreover 
they  have  a  still  greater  claim  to  our  re- 
spect, inasmuch  as  they  are  the  depositories 
and  safeguards  of  those  achievements  in 
civilization  which  form,  or  were  meant  to 
form,  an  imperfect  compensation  for  all 
that  Europe  had  to  endure  in  the  early 
part  of  this  century.  They  have  made 
the  abolition  of  slavery  a  part  and  parcel 
of  the  great  European  law,  and  they  have 
consecrated  the  waters  of  the  world,  whether 
flowing  through  separate  States  or  extend- 
ing into  the  boundless  ocean,  to  the  uses 
of  an  unfettered  and  an  almost  unquestion< 
cd  navigation.  I  sincerely  hope,  as  I  have 
already  said,  that  the  present  armistice  may 
lead  to  negotiations  of  a  satisfactory  cha- 
racter, and  that  the  voice  of  England  will 
not  be  put  to  silence  in  those  negotiations. 
I  trust  that  we  shall  never  cease  to  feel 
how  greatly  our  character  depends  upon 
the  pluce  which  we  occupy  in  the  great 
European  Council ;  I  trust  that 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  I  put  it  to  the 
noble  Lord  whether  he  is  not  doing  the 
very  thing  which  we  all  wish  to  avoid,  and 
the  fear  of  which  has  induced  him  to  with- 
draw his  Motion.  Let  the  truce  extend 
from  the  north  of  Italy  to  this  House,  and 
let  US  abstain  altogether,  for  some  weeks 
at  least,  from  touching  on  the  question  of 
foreign  policy. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DE  RED- 
CLIFFE  :  Though  I  should  be  sorry  if 
anything  that  fell  from  me  were  calculated 
to  wound  the  conscience  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  I  must  take  the  liberty  of 
laying  that  I  think  he  has  mistaken  the 
drift  of  my  observations. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the 
natural  effect  of  them  would  be  to  lend  to 
a  debate. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DE  RED- 
CLIFFE  :  It  certainly  is  not  my  intention 

Lord  Stratford  de  BedcUfft 


to  provoke  a  debate ;  bnt  I  should  be  slow 
to  think  that  any  serious  injury  would  be 
done  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  were 
now  induced  to  make  an  addition  to  those 
numerous  efforts  of  his  eloquence  which 
the  House  has  so  often  listened  to  with 
attention  and  pleasure.  But  in  truth,  my 
Lords,  I  may  have  been  led  to  say  more 
than  I  intended  in  the  outset.  At  all 
events  I  have  accomplished  my  present 
object,  in  drawing  the  attention  of  your 
Lordships  to  the  existing  European  treaties, 
and  in  expressing  the  hope  that  England 
will  have  her  duo  place  and  influence  in  the 
negotiations  for  peace  whenever  those  ne- 
gotiations shall  be  opened  in  good  earnest. 
Far  be  it  from  me  to  drop  any  word  that 
might  prove  a  source  of  embarrassment 
to  Her  Majesty *s  Government  under  suck 
critical  circumstances.  I  have  indeed  ex- 
pressed a  strong  hope  in  general  terms  ; 
but  I  have  offered  no  opinion,  I  have  not 
even  tried  to  elicit  the  opinion  of  others, 
with  respect  to  the  line  whieb  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ought  to  take  in  any  negotia* 
tions  consequent  on  the  existing  amiistice. 
I  cannot  sit  down  without  acknowledging 
the  kind  indulgence  with  which  your  Lord- 
ships have  received  my  remarks,  and  I  now 
beg  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion  on  yonr 
Lordships*  table,  reserving  only  the  power 
of  renewing  it  at  some  future  time. 

The  Mabquess  of  NORMANBY,  who 
was  imperfectly  beard,  was  understood  to 
say  that  while  he  concurred  in  the  reasons 
which  induced  tho  noble  Lord  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  yet,  as  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
course  of  his  observations,  had  expressed 
confidence  in  the  Government,  and  in  the 
noblo  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
to  whom  the  conduct  of  these  transactions 
was  entrusted,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Nor- 
manby)  felt  that  he  was  bound,  in  jnstiee 
to  his  own  opinions,  to  resenre  to  himself 
a  fitting  opportunity  at  some  future  tioM 
to  state  the  reasons  why  ho  oould  not  eoo- 
cur  in  that  opinion  of  eonfidenee  in  the 
Government  which  the  noble  Lord  eipres^ 
cd,  and  that  he  regretted  that  the  accession 
of  that  noble  Lord  to  office— which  he  de- 
precated on  the  first  night  of  the  Session 
— had  taken  place,  and  that  the  conduct 
of  the  negotiations  for  peace  would  now  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Circumstances  had  since  taken  place  which 
he  believed  it  would  be  his  dutj  to  prtss 
upon  their  Lordships'  attention,  not  with 
any  idea  that  he  possessed  influence  enough 
to  alter  their  Lordships'  opinion,  but  in 
order  to  justify  himself  for  fratehing  with 
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ipoloas  anzioty  the  line  which  the  noble 
Lord  would  take  in  theac  negotiationt. 
One  word  more.  Though  he  concurred  in 
opinion  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that  their  Lordships  ougbt  to  abstain  from 
all  observations  at  present  as  to  the  state 
of  affairs,  jct  he  for  one  could  not  bind 
himself  to  the  promise  that  he  would  not 
toaeh  upon  onr  foreign  policy  for  the  time 
the  noble  Lord  and  he  suggested*  He 
did  not  share  the  conBdent  expectation  of 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  result  of  this 
armistice.  He  rather  hoped  than  trusted 
that  it  would  lead  to  this  happy  result ; 
hut  circumstances  had  come  to  his  know- 
ledge within  the  last  few  days  in  reference 
to  a  circular  isauod  by  the  Foreign  Minister 
of  France,  which  warned  him  that  it  would 
be  necessary,  while  watching  the  conduct 
of  the  foreign  policy  of  this  country,  that 
they  should  also  watch  the  policy  of  the 
Oovenimcnt  of  France.  With  regard  to 
the  armistice,  he  felt  they  roust  wait  till 
they  knew  its  terms  before  they  could  pro- 
noonce  an  opinion  on  it. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  On  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  I  may  al- 
most venture  to  eay  on  the  part  of  the 
whole  House,  I  beg  to  thank  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  for  the  course  he  has 
taken  in  withdrawing  the  Motion, which  he 
had  placed  on  your  Lordships'  table.  Even 
before  the  intelligence  wo  received  this 
day,  I  certainly  had  misgivings  as  to  the 
propriety  of  discussing  that  Motion  at  pre- 
sent. At  the  same  time  I  perfectly  admit 
that,  when  a  noble  Lord  like  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me,i>ne  of  the  most  eminent 
diplomatists  of  this  country  and  of  Europe, 
thinks  that  his  place  in  this  assembly  gives 
him  an  opportunity  of  speaking  upon  a 
most  important  question  bearing  upon  fo- 
reign affairs,  it  is  both  our  wish  and  our 
doty  to  give  him  the  opportunity.  What- 
ever may  be  thousfht  of  the  intelligence  we 
have  received  this  day,  there  cannot  be 
the  slightest  doubt  that  though  that  mes- 
sage does  not  give  conclusive  proof  that 
the  blessed  consummation  of  peace  will  be 
arrived  at,  yet  it  does  give  us  this  very 
satisfactory  assurance,  that  the  two  Empe- 
rors of  France  and  Austria  feel  the  neces- 
sity of  endeavouring  to  come  to  some  ar- 
rangements which  will  prevent  a  further 
effusion  of  blood.  I  am  perfectly  sure  that 
your  Lordships  would  deprecate  any  act  on 
our  part,  or  any  word  from  our  lips  which 
would  in  the  slightest  degree  do  mischief 
in  the  present  circumstances  of  the  case, 
•nd  I  therefore  most  thoroughly  concur  in. 


and  at  the  same  tine  offer  my  thanks  to 
the  noble  Lord  for  the  course  which  he 
has  taken.  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
feel  that  I  am  justified  in  not  following  the 
noble  Lord  throughout  the  speech  which 
he  has  made,  not  only  because  in  my  opi- 
nion it  would  be  indiscreet  in  the  present 
crisis  for  any  individual  Member  of  the 
House  to  discuss  this  subject,  but  because 
it  would  be  an  absolute  dtereliction  of  duty 
on  the  part  of  any  Members  of -Her  Majes- 
ty's Government,  as  faithful  servants  of 
Her  Majesty  and  of  Her  Crown,  to  take 
part  in  a  discussion  which  could  have  no 
good  effect,  and  which,  I  am  quite  sure, 
might  create  difficulties  abroad,  and  place 
ourselves  in  a  disadvantageous  positioa 
when  the  time  came  for  exercising  that  in- 
fluence  which  I  trust  we  shall  be  able  to 
exercise  in  settling  this  great  qaestion  in 
the  most  advantageous  manner. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Lords  summoned, 
read,  and  diicharged. 

House  adjourned  at  a  qaarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Monday  nest. 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 

Friday,  July  8,  1859. 

Minutes.]  Nxw  Mxmbkr  Swobn. — For  Glouces- 
ter County  (Western  Division),  Robert  Nigel 
Fitihardinge  Kingnoote,  esq. 

PuBuo  Bills.— 1<*  London  Corporation ;  Ju4|p*' 
mcnts  (Ireland). 
2®  High  Sheriffs'  Expenses. 


ROMAN  CATHOLIC  MEMBERS'  OATH. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
Whether  it  is  intended  to  introduce,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  any  measure  for 
the  repeal  or  modification  of  the  Oath  now 
taken  by  Catholic  Members  of  Parliament ; 
and,  if  so,  when  they  will  be  prepared  to 
lay  8U(li  measure  on  the  table  ? 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in« 
troduce  any  measure  on  the  subject  during 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament.  He 
would  remind  tho  hon.  Member  that  when 
a  Bill  on  the  subject  was  introduced  last 
Session  it  met  with  great  opposition.  He 
only  alluded  to  that  circumstance  to  show 
how  difficult  it  would  be  to  deal  with  the 
question  in  the  present  Session.  He  night 
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•tate  that  a  measure  would  bo  unquestion-  1 
ablj  considered  by  the  Goyernment  during  > 
the  recess,  and  he  had  reason  to  expect  ! 
that  in  the  next  Session  a  Bill  for  the  mo-  j 
dification  of  the  Onth  would  be  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 

LAW  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRE- 
LAND.)—QUESTION. 

Mr.  BRADY  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
Government  if  it  intends  to  introduce  any 
measure  this  Session  for  the  alteration  of 
the  laws  which  regulate  the  relations  be- 
tween Landlords  and  Tenants  in  Ireland, 
with  the  view  of  securing  compensation  to 
the  latter  for  all  substantial  and  permanent 
improvements  made  by  them  on  their  hold- 
ings. 

Captain  OSMONDE  said,  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
replied  to  that  question  he  would  perhaps 
be  good  enough  to  state  whether  the  Go- 
vernnMnt  intended  to  introduce  any  mea- 
sure for  the  reform  of  the  Irish  grand  jury 
laws. 

Mr.  J.  D.  FITZGERALD  said,  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  during 
the  present  Session  to  introduce  any  mea- 
sure for  altering  the  laws  regulating  the 
relations  between  Landlords  and  Tenants 
in  Ireland  ;  but  immediately  after  Parlia- 
ment had  risen  the  question  would  bo  taken 
into  the  anxious  consideration  of  the  Irish 
Government  with  the  view  to  a  settlement. 
He  might  add  in  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in- 
troduce any  Bill  relating  to  the  Irish  grand 
jury  laws. 

MEDICAL  CHARITIES  AMENDMENT  ACT. 

QCE8TI0X. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  ho  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in- 
troduce a  Medical  Charities  Amendment 
Act  during  tho  present  Session  ;  and,  if 
80,  when  such  a  measure  will  be  laid  upon 
the  table  of  the  House. 

;.  CARD  WELL  said,  the  question  was 

ught  ander  the  notice  of  tho  House  not 

UM  ,  and  he  did  not  think  it  was  not 

ap«iiile  of   a    aatisfactory  settlement 

;  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 

)A8TIN0  TRADE  OF  TQE  UNITED 
STATES.— QUESTION. 

Die      r  SEYMOUR  said,  he  rose 
1      -President  of  the  Board  of 

/.  XI.  FUgChrM 


Trade  whetlier  the  American  Government 
regard  the  trade  by  sea  between  New 
York  and  California  as  a  coasting  trade, 
when  the  goods  are  unshipped  at  Aspin- 
wall  and  carried  across  the  Isthmus  of 
Panama  to  be  reshipped  for  California ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  address  any  re- 
monstrance upon  the  subject  to  the  Go- 
vernment at  Washington  ?  And  also,  whe- 
ther since  he  had  given  notice  of  his  qnea- 
tion  another  cargo  had  not  been  seized, 
upon  the  ground  of  an  infraction  of  the 
coasting  trade  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  he  was  sorry  to  say 
he  was  informed  that  the  cargo  of  Another 
British  vessel,  consisting  of  guano,  had 
been  seized  upon  its  way  from  one  port  to 
another  of  the  ports  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  an  infraction  of  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  The  question 
was  one  of  great  importance  to  the  ship- 
ping interest,  and,  in  the  present  depressed 
state  of  that  interest,  it  devolved  upon  the 
House  and  the  Government  to  take  special 
care  that  the  existing  arrangements  be- 
tween the  two  countries  were  fairly  carried 
out.  It  would  be  recollected  that  the 
understanding  with  the  United  States, 
which  was  embodied  in  a  correspondence 
between  the  English  Minister  at  Washing- 
ton and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
United  States,  was  that  the  whole  of  the 
privileges  conferred  by  the  laws  of  Great 
Britain  upon  the  ships  of  the  United  States 
should  be  conferred  upon  British  ships  by 
the  United  States,  except  as  regarded  the 
coasting  trade.  A  very  large  and  expan- 
sive meaning  was  attached  by  the  United 
States  to  the  term  "coasting  trade/' for 
they  made  it  include  the  trade  from  the 
eadt  coast  of  America,  from  New  York  and 
New  Orleans  on  one  side,  roand  Cape 
Horn  to  California  on  the  other  side  of 
the  continent.  He  did  not,  at  the  present 
moment,  contend  that  they  were  not  tech- 
nically right  in  that  interpreUtion,  beeaose 
by  the  law  of  1817  the  coasting  trade  was 
declared  to  be  the  trade  from  one  port 
in  the  United  States  to  another,  so  that  if 
a  vessel  were  chartered  from  one  port  of 
the  United  States  to  another  in  one  con- 
tinuous voyage,  it  might  be  oontended.  by 
an  extreme  application  of  the  term,  that  it 
came  under  the  definition  of  the  *'  ooasting 
trade."  It  was  urged  bj  the  United 
States  that  a  similar  state  of  things  pre- 
vailed in  Europe,  and  that  when  a  Tesael 
made  a  voyage  from  Havre  to  Marseilles, 
although  a  part  of  Portugal  and  Spein 
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btervened,  jet  that  she  was  engaged  in 
the  eoaiting  trade.  It  was  therefore  con- 
tended that  the  question  was  one  of  degree 
«id  not  of  principle.  Admitting  this,  he 
mast  say  that  to  construe  as  coming  within 
the  definition  of  the  coasting  trade  a  cargo 
sent  from  New  York  or  New  Orleans  to 
Aspinwall,  unshipped  there,  carried  across 
the  Isthmus,  reshipped  on  the  other  side, 
and  sent  to  Gnlifornia  would  be,  both  tech- 
nically and  in  spirit*  incorrect.  That  was, 
however,  the  general  representation  of  the 
shipowners.  In  consequence  of  the  repre- 
sentations made  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
they  had  applied  to  the  British  Consul  at 
San  Francisco,  who  now  happened  to  be 
in  tliis  country.  As  at  present  advised, 
he  should  be  disposed  to  say  that  the  Eng- 
lish shipowners  were  under  a  mistake,  and 
that  it  could  not,  even  by  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  be  construed  as  a  coasting 
trade  if  goods  from  one  port  in  the  United 
States  were  landed  on  one  side  of  the 
Isthmus,  conveyed  to  the  other,  and  re- 
shipped  to  California.  However,  in  order 
that  no  mistake  should  arise,  and  as  by 
the  increased  facilities  of  communication 
across  the  Isthmus  it  was  probable  that 
almost  all  the  shipments  for  California 
would  be  conveyed  across  the  Isthmus,  it 
beeame  a  matter  of  the  greatest  impor- 
tance to  come  to  an  understanding  on  the 
point.  The  Board,  of  Trade  had  there- 
fore called  the  attention  of  Lord  Lyons 
to  the  subject,  with  the  intention  of  ob- 
taining a  satisfactory  settlement  of  this 
question. 

.POSTAL  SERVICE  FROM  ENGLAND  TO 

AUSTRALIA. 

QUESTION. 

Captain  DANIEL  .O'CONNELL  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Bxeheouer  if  he  intends  to  refer  the  pro- 
poaed  line  of  postal  service  from  Eng- 
land to  Australia,  vid  Panama,  for  which 
lenders  have  recently  been  invited  and 
received,  to  the  Select  Committee  for 
whieh  he  moved  on  Thursday,  the  7th 
inttenit 

Thk  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE. 
QUER  said,  that  he  had  not  intended  to 
naka  that  reference,  but  if  the  tenders  to 
whieh  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  had 
been  sent  in,  they  would  bo  within  the 
ieope  of  the  reference  of  the  Committee, 
and  it  would  be  within  the  province  of  the 
Committee  to  exaraino  that  and  other  lines 
and- tenders. 

VOL.  CLIV,    [third  BERiEa.] 


TUE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  T.  buncombe  :  Will  the  Chan- 
ccllor  of  the  Exchequer  allow  me  to  ask  a 
question  on  a  subject  of  great  interest,-— 
namely,  when  he  will  be  likely  to  make  his 
financial  statement  to  the  House,  and  whe- 
ther he  can  name  a  day  for  so  doing  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the 
lion.  Gentleman  for  giving  mo  the  oppor- 
tunity of  referring  to  this  subject,  since  it 
is  one  in  which  the  public  convenience  is 
very  much  involved,  and  my  answer  to 
which  will  depend  upon  what  I  may  term 
the  forbearance  and  self-denial  of  hon. 
Members,  rather  than  upon  the  will  of  the 
Government.  It  is  the  salutary,  judicious, 
and  almost  invariable  rule  of  the  House 
not  to  enter  upon  questions  of  Ways  and 
Means  until  the  llouse  hns  passed  its 
judgment  upon  those  items  of  the  expendi- 
ture of  tho  jear  which  are  at  once  the 
greatest  and  most  variable — namely,  the 
Naval  and  Military  Estimates  ;  and  my 
answer  to  the  first  question  is  that  it  is  my 
intention  to  submit  the  financial  statement 
to  the  House  as  soon  as  the  Naval  and 
Military  Estimates  have  passed  through 
Committee.  '  If  the  hon.  Member  asks 
when  that  will  *be,  I  must  reply  by  asking 
another  question — how  much  time  will  be 
taken  up  by  thoso  hon.  Members  who  have 
Motions  of  their  own  before  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  The  time  might 
bo  readily  calculated  if  it  depended  solely 
upon  tho  statements  made  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Naval  and  Militarv  Estimates,  but 
that  colculation  might  be  fatally  disturbed 
if  upon  successive  evenings  discussions 
should  bo  interposed  which  occupy  the 
greater  part  of  the  night.  Without  in  the 
least  wishing  to  interfere  with  tho  discre- 
tion of  hon.  Gentlemen,  I  must  be  allowed 
to  point  out  that  the  period  of  the  year  is 
now  very  late,  and  that  very  great  anxiety 
is  felt  by  thoso  engaged  in  the  commerce 
of  tho  country  to  know  \Yhat  arrangements 
may  be  proposed  by  the  Government  and 
adopted  by  the  House  with  respect  to  the 
duty  of  providing  means  for  meeting  the 
demands  of  tho  year.  Upon  the  other 
hand,  I  may  remind  hon.  Members  that 
upon  tho  Miscellaneous  Estimates,  which 
must  occupy  many  nights  of  the  time  of 
the  House  after  the  financial  statement  is 
made,  titere  will  bo  many  opportunities  of 
bringing  forward  any  questions  which  they 
may  have  to  urge  as  an  Amendment  to 
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the  Speulcer  leaving  ibe  chair.  I  am  quite 
■tir«  it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of  ilie 
IIousc  if  hon.  Member*  nill  iraiTO,  so  fur 
«■  tbey  can,  these  qticBtions  until  the 
Military  and  Naval  EstimateB  have  been 
Toted  in  Committee  of  Supply,  >o  tliat  the 
financial  statement  raaj  bo  lubmitted  to  the 
Houae,  1  can  only  saj  the  financial  atate- 
nient  vrill  bo  submitted  immediately  after 
these  Eslimatea  have  been  agraad  to. 

ROHAN  CATHOLIC  CHARITIES. 
quESTioir. 

Mr.KINNAIRD  said,  be  wished  to  atli 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment ou  nhat  plea  the  Government 
has  postponed  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
(promiBcd  so  far  back  as  1853)  lo  place 
Roman  Calholio  charities  under  the  super- 
intendence of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
from  whose  control  they  were  now  espe- 
cially cicmpt;  and  what  course  they  pro- 
pose to  adopt  regarding  them  ? 

Sir  GEORGB  LEWIS  said,  he  was 
tinablo  to  give  the  reasons  why  the  Bill  in 

2ucation  »aa  postponed  last  year  or  in  the 
rst  Session  of  the  present  Parliament. 
The  present  Government,  during  tlieir 
short  period  of  office,  had  not  bad  it  in 
their  power  to  propose  any  measure  on 
thia  subject.  The  question  was,  honever, 
under  tbeir  consideration,  and  it  was  theii 
deure  to  propose  a  measure  to  cure  tbc 
derects  which  were  admitted  to  exist,  and 
which  were  now  mot  by  an  annual  Act  of 
Parliament.  If  it  were  imposaible  to  carry 
B  permanent  measure  during  tbe  present 
Session,  ho  should  be  compelled  to  propoi 
a  renewal  of  the  aimuaL  Bill. 

On  the  Motion,  "  That  the  House  at  i 
liaing  do  adjourn  until  Monday," 


AFFAIRS  OF  ITALT^THE  ARMISTICE. 
Mb.  WALPOLB  :  I  nse,  Sir,  to  asli: 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  b  question  on  a  subject  of 
Tery  great  interest,  whether  he  hns  re- 
Mived  any  official  intimation  of  an  arniis- 
tin  which  ia  said  to  have  been  agreed  on 
Wween  France  and  Austria  1 

LOBO  JOHN  RUSSELL:  Tbe  only  io- 
brmation  I  have  is  in  substance  the  same 
M  thu  which  appeared  in  tbo  Moniteur 
tt  jcaierday — tlial  an  armisiico  has  been 
■Milo  between  the  Emperor  of  the  French 
and  ifae  £m[ierorof  Auiiiria.  1  have  uo 
bnkar  Ufunnatioii  on  tlio  subject. 
Jit  OlUmetlUir  of  tht  Exehequ*r 


THE  BALLOT.— OBSERVATIONS. 
Mr.  H,  BERKELEY  said,  it  had  been 
his  cuitom  to  bring  forward  the  question 
of  the  Ballot  shortly  after  the  assembling 
of  a  new  Parliament,  and  he  now  wished  lo 
)tate  tbe  reasons  wby  he  did  not  propoae 
lo  follovr  that  course  at  preaent.  He  had 
taken  eouoaet  with  thoae  bon.  Oentlemeo 
who  had  supported  him  on  thia  qoeation, 
who  represented  the  great  majority  of  the 
Liberal  party,  and  he  might  add  the  ma- 
jority of  thooe  hon.  Oentlemen  who  hod 
takon  office  under  the  present  Qovernment. 
They  conaidered  that  there  were  reaaona 
why  this  question  should  not  be  bronffht 
forward  during  tbe  present  Session.  The 
Ballot  had  been  twice  before  the  Honie 
during  the  present  year,  having  been  onea 
brought  forward  unadvisedly,  &■  be  tbonglit, 
after  n  long  debate,  and  in  tha  middle  of 
the  night,  and  a  second  time  when  a  full 
and  free  discuaaion  took  place — a  debate 
remarkable  in  the  annala  of  tha  Ballot 
for  tbe  brilliant  and  argumentative  apeeeh 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General. 
Another  atroiig  reason  for  postponing  the 
question  of  the  Ballot  during  the  present 
Session  was,  that  a  vast  moaa  of  evidenee 
would  be  laid  before  the  Election  Com- 
mittcea  which  were  about  to  lit,  and  then 
would  be  made  manifest  the  state  of  pro- 
fligacy into  which  some  oonslituencies  had 
been  plunged  by  the  late  oonteal,  when 
great  efibrts  were  made  by  both  factions, 
which,  as  he  belioveil,  naed  the  moat  un- 
lawful means  to  obtain  their  object.  With 
respect  to  the  question  of  the  Ballot  in 
counection  wiih  any  measure  of  Reform 
that  might  be  brought  forward  by  the  Go- 
vernment, it  was  not  his  intention,  or  that 
of  his  Friends,  to  place  the  Ballot  in  direct 
antagonism  with  any  well-eonsiderad  Bill 
for  extending  the  libertiei  of  the  snbjeot 
and  their  political  rights.  It  vu  not  hii 
wish  to  bring  forward  the  Ballot  in  any 
factious  spirit  agninst  tho  Qovomment,  but 
he  was  of  opinion,  and  in  that  opinion  ha 
was  backed  by  a  large  portion  of  the  Libe- 
ral parly,  that  no  meoaore  of  Reform  Bonld 
be  final,  or  even  aaiiafactnry  to  the  •laautn 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  whioh  did  not 
give  them  the  protection  of  the  Ballot  at 
the  hustings.  Ho  proposed  to  bring  fb^ 
ward  the  question  at  the  earlieat  period 
in  tho  next  Session.  In  tho  meantime  he 
trusted  it  would  not  go  forth  lo  the  country 
llinl  ho  hnd  dofcrled  this  great  question, 
wlikh  ho  considered  so  higiily  inportael 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  preai  it  forward 
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M  long  as  be  had  health,  strength,  and  a 
seat  in  the  House. 

REGISTRATION  OF  CROWN  SECURITIES. 

QITESTION. 

Mn.  HODGEINSON  said,  he  rose  to 
call  the  attention  of  tlie  House  to  the  se- 
rious inconvenience  caused  by  the  indiscri- 
minate registration  of  all  obligations  to 
the  Crown.  As  the  representative  of  a 
constituency  (Newark)  which  was  particu- 
larly interested  in  this  matter,  he  wished 
to  explain  to  the  House  that  all  persons 
who  were  engaged  in  occupations  that  ren- 
dered them  liable  to  pay  customs  or  excise 
duties  were  required  to  find  two  sureties 
for  the  due  payment  of  such  duties.  Those 
securities  were  registered,  and  the  effect 
of  such  registration  was,  that  they  became 
a  charge  upon  not  only  the  property  which 
tlie  surety  had  in  possession  at  the  time  of 
signing  the  bond,  but  also  all  freehold  pro- 
perty which  he  might  subsequently  acquire. 
The  persons  who  became  securities  were 
unaware  of  the  extent  of  the  obligation 
tboy  were  incurring,  for  there  was  nothing 
in  the  document  they  signed  to  warn  them  ; 
hut  if  they  wished  to  part  with  or  deal  in 
any  way  with  their  freehold  property  during 
their  continuance  of  their  suretyship  they 
found  they  could  not  do  so  without  obtain- 
ing a  certificate  from  the  Treasury.  He 
knew  of  one  instance  in  which  a  gentle- 
man was  obliged  to  part  with  land  compul- 
sorily  to  a  railway  company,  but  was  un- 
able to  realize  the  purchase  money  for 
some  months  on  account  of  his  having  be- 
come surety  for  a  distributor  of  stamps. 
As  another  illustration,  he  might  mention 
that  there  were  twenty  maltsters  in  Newark, 
eaoh  of  whom  had  to  find  two  sureties  for 
the  due  payment  of  the  malt  duties,  so 
that  no  less  than  sixty  persons  were  affect- 
ed by  the  grievance,  and  in  many  instances 
the  most  serious  inconvenience  had  arisen. 
He  could  not  see  why  registration  should 
be  enforced,  nor  indeed  why  the  Crown 
should  have  priority  of  payment  over  other 
creditors.  Ho  wished  to  ask  the  Chan- 
•elloF  of  the  Exchequer  whether  the  regis- 
tration of  obligations  to  the  Crown  might 
•Pit  without  injury  to  the  public  service, 
be  dispensed  wiih,  except  in  cases  of  de- 
{suit  on  the  part  of  the  obligors. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  sug- 

gest  that  these  Crown  debts  as  woll  as 

judgments  should  be  unavailable  as  to  real 

estate  until  they  were  put  into  execution. 

.  Mm.  MALINS  said,  there  was  a  Bill  in- 


troduced  into  the  last  Parliament  by  Lord 
St.  Leonards,  which  went  far  to  remedy 
the  evil  complained  of ;  that  Bill  had,  he 
believed,  been  again  introduced,  and  one 
of  its  clauses  was  calculated  to  remove  the 
evil  complained  of  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  existing  law  acted  as  a  great  restraint 
upon  the  alienation  of  property,  while 
little  advantage  was  given  by  it  to  the 
Crown.  By  the  insertion  of  a  few  words 
the  clause  to  which  he  had  alluded  might 
be  extended  to  Crown  debts. 

The  chancellor  of  ths  EXCHE. 
QUER  said,  he  was  very  sensible  of  the 
diflSculty  of  this  question,  but  he  was 
afraid  that  it  deserved  ampler  discussion 
than  could  possibly  bo  given  to  it  on  that 
occasion.  No  doubt  it  involved  topics  of  ge- 
neral policy,  but  with  respect  to  legislation 
ho  could  not  movo  a  step  without  calling  in 
the  advice  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown. 
He  should  not  express  any  opinion  on  the 
policy  of  the  law  which  prevailed  at  the 
present  time,  which  in  substance  had  ex- 
isted from  time  immemorial,  and  which 
gave  a  preference  to  the  debts  of  the 
Crown ;  but  he  would  confine  himself  strictly 
to  the  point  raised  by  the  question  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  His  hon.  Friend  was  not 
correct  in  saying  that  the  obligations  of 
the  Crown  were  indiscriminately  regis- 
tered.  That  was  far  from  being  the  case. 
There  was-  a  Treasury  minute  on  the  sub- 
ject dated  as  far  back  as  September,  1852, 
in  which  it  was  stated  that  it  was  not  ex- 
pedient to  register  any  bonds  in  the  office 
of  the  Common  Pleas,  except  those  of  a 
permanent  character,  where  the  responsi- 
bility amounted  to  the  sum  of  £1,000  or 
more  for  each  party  to  the  bond;  and  then 
it  went  on  to  say  that  in  special  cases  the 
legal  adviser  of  any  department  might,  if 
he  thought  fit,  require  registration  on  his 
own  responsibility,  even  though  the  parti- 
cular bond  might  be  for  a  less  amount 
than  £1,000,  though  given  for  a  temporary 
purpose  only.  That  was  the  basis  of  the 
general  practice  that  had  prevailed  from 
that  time  to  the  present  in  the  depart* 
ments  of  the  Customs,  Excise,  Stamps  and 
Taxes,  Woods  and  Works,  Paymoster- 
General,  National  Debt-office,  the  War- 
office,  and  the  Ordnance-office,  and  the 
effect  of  it  had  been  a  very  great  reduc- 
tion indeed  in  the  practice  of  registration, 
which  undoubtedly  was  attended  with  in- 
convenience, lie  could  give  his  hon.  Friend 
details  for  the  purpose  of  showing  to  what 
a  great  degree  this  evil  had  been  lessened. 
The  total  number  of  Crown  bonds  regit- 

2  F  2 


871        Scotch  Episcopal  Clergy      \  COMMONS }        in  the  English  Church.      872 


tcrcd  since  1856  on  tlio  part  of  tho  CuBtom- 
house  officer,  wbo  used  to  have  to  register 
enormous  numbers,  was  only  thirty.  He 
mentioned  thnt  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  the  attention  of  the  heads  of  depart- 
ments had  been  called  to  the  subject,  and 
that  a  great  reduction  of  the  inconvenience 
had  been  effected.  With  regard  to  the 
other  part  of  the  question — namely,  whether 
registration  might  not  be  dispensed  with, 
except  in  cnses  of  default  or  expectation 
of  default  on  the  part  of  the  obligor — again, 
without  giving  an  opinion  on  the  policy  of 
the  law,  he  was  afraid  he  must  answer 
the  question  in  the  negative.  To  register 
a  bond  in  case  of  actual  default  would  ob- 
viously be  out  of  place.  The  only  proceed- 
ing that  could  rationally  be  taken  in  case 
of  actual  default  would  be  to  put  the  bond 
in  suit,  and  then  the  lands  and  goods  of 
the  debtor  would  be  taken  in  execution. 
With  regard  to  registration  in  expectation 
of  default  it  was  quite  obvious  that  that 
would  be  a  dangerous  and  speculative 
ground  to  go  upon.  If  it  meant  that  they 
were  to  register  in  cases  where  it  seemed 
likely  that  the  bond  would  have  to  be  re- 
sorted to,  it  was  substantially  the  same  as 
tho  present  practice,  and  he  was  afraid 
that  they  could  not  effect  any  change  in 
the  present  procticc.  They  could  not  change 
the  practice  hy  adopting  any  absolute  rule 
BO  long  ns  tho  law  remained  on  its  present 
basis.  It  was,  he  admitted,  a  serious 
question,  and  in  case  the  lion.  Member,  or 
any  other  lion.  Member,  should  bring  it 
before  the  attention  of  the  House,  he  hoped 
it  would  receive  full  consideration,  and  he 
could  only  add  that  he  would  be  very 
happy  to  afford  any  information  which 
might  be  required  from  the  various  de- 
partments* concerned  in  tho  registration  of 
these  bonds. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  observed  that  in  the 
late  Parliament  he  introduced  a  Bill  as  to 
judgments  in  Ireland,  which  were  a  great 
impediment  to  tho  transfer  of  land  in  that 
country.  IIo  had  given  notice  of  re-in- 
troducing tho  Bill,  which  was  now  in  an 
amended  shape,  and  ho  hoped  he  should 
havo  the  support  of  thoso  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  took  an  interest  in  this  question. 

SCOTCH    EPISCOPAL    CLERGY    IN    THE 
EKGUSn  CUURCn.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  a.  STEUART  said,  according  to 
notice  he  rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Hoaae  to  tho  facilities  by  wliieh  a  clorgy- 


nan  of  the  Scottish  Episcopal  Communion 
lis  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer 


may  by  a  private  Bill  obtain  admission  into 
the  Church  of  England,  even  though  he 
may  have  countenanced  \vhat  had  been  con- 
demned by  his  own  Church  as  dangerous 
error.  It  was  a  very  serious  question,  and 
one  that  perhaps  derived  immediate  im- 
portance from  the  fact  that  a  private  Bill 
of  the  kind,  relating  to  ono  particular  case, 
would  be  before  the  House  on  an  early  day. 
When  that  Bill  should  bo  before  them,  he 
himself  was  at  a  loss  how  to  deal  with  it — 
whether  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee, 
or  what  course  to  follow.  In  tho  year  1S5C, 
about  tho  last  day  of  the  Session,  the 
Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer,  in  an  excel- 
lent speech,  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  legal  disabilities  under  which 
clergymen  of  the  Episcopal  Church  of 
Scotland  lay,  and  expressed  his  opinion 
that  there  should  be  a  general  law  on  the 
subject.  He  was  sure  there  waa  no  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  who  would  say  that  if  a 
Scottish  clergyman  had  fallen  under  the 
censure  of  his  bishop,  ho  would  use  his 
privilege  to  enable  him  to  obtain  admission 
into  the  Church  of  England.  At  present 
the  Statute  Law  of  tho  land  created  a  dis- 
ability, but  private  Bills  were  brought  be- 
fore the  House  to  remove  that  disability  in 
individual  cases,  and  if  Select  Committees 
could  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  each  case 
he  should  see  no  objection,  but  on  the  other 
hand  he  could  not  see  how  tho  Church  of 
England  could  be  kept  pure  if  Scottish 
clergymen  x^ho  had  fallen  into  error  could 
be  admitted  almost  without  question  into 
the  Church  of  England.  With  regard  to 
the  case  that  was  to  come  on  boforo  the 
Iloupo  soon  he  would  only  make  one  re- 
mark. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  Kiunaird)  had  called  hia  atten- 
tion to  a  statement  which  ho  (Mr,  Stenart) 
had  made  on  a  previous  oceaaion  in  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  same  case«  when 
it  was  alleged  that  ho  said  ho  had  been  in 
the  chnpel  of  tho  gentleman  in  queition, 
and  while  there  had  seen  him  make  oao  of 
burning  incense  in  his  church.  By  burning 
he  could  only  mean  such  an  inference  oa  to 
that  fact  as  lie  could  make  from  amolL  Ho 
certainly  bad  seen  flags  and  bannera  in  bis 
church.  A  communication  which  be  had 
received  from  the  Parliamentarj  ageoti 
who  were  promoting  the  private  Bill  id 
question  stated  that  he  (Mr.  Steuarl)  was 
mistaken  as  to  the  burning  of  incense,  and 
that  the  odour  which  he  bad  perceived 
arose  from  fumigation  for  other  purposes 
than  of  religious  worshipy  and  that  the 
banners  admitted  of  a  aimilarlj  reedy  ex- 
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planation.  The  fact  of  banners,  then,  was 
admitted,  lie  did  not  mean  to  misrepre- 
sent the  gentleman  concerned  in  anything 
which  he  had  said  ;  he  was  sure  the  House 
would  concede  that  to  him.  lie  wished  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
be  considered  a  remedy  should  be  devised, 
either  by  a  public  enactment  or  by  regula- 
tions, regarding  pri?ate  Bills  of  so  unusual 
a  nature  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
whatever  might  have  been  the  fact  in  the 
case  alluded  to  by  the  lion.  Member,  he 
(Viscount  Palmerston)  thought  that  while 
lion.  Members  had  recently  been  suffering 
from  tho  eihalations  of  the  river  close  at 
band,  they  %vould  scarcely  have  criticised 
any  course  that  would  have  rid  them  of  the 
unpleasantness,  even  at  the  risk  of  their 
being  charged  with  iitceuse-burning.  With 
respect,  however,  to  the  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Member,  he  believed  that  a  Bill 
irould  come  before  them  on  Monday  re- 
lating to  the  subject  which  had  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Honso.  The  Bill,  he  believed,  was  a  pri- 
Tate  one,  and  though  ho  did  not  think  that 
was  a  proper  way  of  dealing  with  matters 
of  this  sort,  he  thought  that  the  time  when 
the  Bill  was  brought  forward  would  be  the 
proper  one  for  making  any  suggestions  that 
might  be  offered. 

THE  AFFAIRS   OF   ITALY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  said, 
when.  Sir,  I  gave  notice  last  night  of  my 
intention  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  the  Question,  I  did  so 
under  the  notion  that  I  was  by  that  means 
adopting  the  fittest  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  matter.  1  would  abstain  from  pressing 
any  question  which  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  should  not  think  it  desira- 
ble to  be  intruded,  but  I  thought  that  oc- 
casion would  give  me  the  opportunity  of 
.pointing  out  why  the  document  referred  to 
might,  with  advantage  to  the  public  ser- 
Tice,  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House. 
■  Before  1  proceed,  however,  to  make  any 
Buch  observations,  I  hope  the  House  will 
permit  me  to  make  a  short  explanation 
which  is,  I  think,  rendered  necessary  by 
the  somewhat  abrupt  contradiction  which 
;Wa8  given  the  other  day  by  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  India  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  to 
a  statement  which  I  then  made.  I  tlien 
asked  whether  there  would  be  any  objection 
to  lay  upon  the  table  a  communication 
Stated  to  have  been  made  on  behalf  of  Her 


Majesty's  Goremrocnt,  giving  advice  lo 
the  Courts  of  Germany  as  to  the  course 
they  should  pursue  with  reference  to  the 
war  now  raging  in  Italy.  I  referred  to 
this  communication  as  one  which  I  might 
fairly  impute  to  the  Government  upon  the 
authority  of  tho  riglit  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  ;  but  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman \Aith,  I  think,  more  vivacity  than 
courtesy,  at  once  exclaimed  "  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind."  Now  of  course, 
I  am  bound  to  accept  the  disclaimer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  I  deem  it  due 
to  myself  that  I  should  state  the  grounds 
upon  which,  as  I  think  fairly  and  justly,  I 
was  led  to  attribute  that  statement  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemnn.  On  referring  to  tho 
report  in  The  Time*  newspaper  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  to  his  con- 
stituents at  Halifax,  I  find  these  words 
attributed  to  him  : — 

'*  We  haye  seen  recent  aceoants  that  in  a  large 
portion  of  Germany  a  strong  spirit  prevails  bj 
which  they  seemed  disposed  almost  to  engage  in 
hostilities.  I  hope  and  trust  that  their  own  good 
sense,  aided  by  the  advice  which  we  have  given 
them  since  wecime  to  power,  will  induce  them  to 
abstain  from  hostilities.*' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  further  said  :— 

"  I  believe  that  in  the  endeavour  to  keep  Ger- 
many out  of  the  irar  wo  shall  be  consulting  the  best 
interests  of  the  country." 

Now  I  find  that  report  is  identical  with 
tho  report  that  appeared  in  the  Daily 
News,  the  Morning  Herald^  the  Morning 
Chronicle,  and  other  morning  newspapers  of 
the  following  day.  Even  if  this  were  all 
I  should  be  entitled  to  attribute  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  announcement 
that  advice  had  been  given  by  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  as  to  the  course  which 
should  be  pursued  by  the  German  powers 
with  regard  to  the  war  in  Italy.  I  find 
however  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  has  apparently  led  not  only  me, 
but  others  into  error,  for  that  speecli  was 
thus  commented  upon  in  the  leading  arti- 
cle of  The  Times, 

"  We  learn  from  Sir  Charles  Wood  that  our 
Foreign  Minister  has  not  been  idle,  and  Prussia 
has  ^n  subjected  to  the  same  admonitions, 
expostulations,  and  warnings  which  so  signally 
fiuled  of  their  effect  when  addressed  by  Lord 
Malmesbury  to  France,  Austria,  and  Sardinia." 

As  far  as  I  was  concerned  the  case  does 
not  even  rest  here  ;  for  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  attracted  the 
notice  of  my  noble  Friend,  the  Earl  of 
Malmesbury,  and  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
make  some  observations  with  reference 
toit  in  ^'another  place/'  where  he  ozpressod 
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liiB  fear  lest  this  officious  giving  of  advice 
should  be  found  to  prejudice  our  position 
of  neutrality,  and  might  therefore  impose 
unnecessary   responsibility   upon  the  Go- 
femment  of  this  country.      I   find   that. 
Sir,  in  answer  to  the  observations  of  my 
noble  Friend,   one    of  the  colleagues  of 
the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Duke   of 
Newcastle,  said  tliat,  although  he  had  not 
been  able  to  read  the  report  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  speech,  ho  had  no  doubt  of 
the  accuracy  of  that  report,  and  he  further 
snid  that  the  despatch  alluded  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  bear  the 
construction  to  which  the  Earl  of  Malmes- 
bnry   seemed  to  apprehend  it  was  open. 
Now,  Sir,  when  I  found  an  identical  report 
in  all  the  morning  Newspapers  attributing  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  statement  that 
the  present  Government  had  given  advice  to 
the  Powers  of  Germany  with  reference  to 
the  course  to  be  pursued  with  regard   to 
th«  war  in  Italy — when  I  found  that  that 
Ungua^Q    was    understood    in    the   same 
a«rj«<s  by  public  writers,  and  that  a  noble 
Duk«»— the  colleague  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman expressly  stated  that  the  language 
liC'ld  by  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  a  d('Mput<:h  of  which  that  noble  Duko 
was    cognljBiifit,    I   think  I  was  perfectly 
entitled  to  attribute  that  statement  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and  while  I  entirely 
accept  his  disclAiaier  I  ennnot  but  think 
he  must  have  been  somewhat  precipitate 
in  stating  so  decidedly  that  he  not   only 
had  not  said  what  I  attributed  to  him,  but 
that  he  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 
Now  with  reference  to  the  question  I  wish 
to  put  to  the  noble   Lord  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  I  beg  to  assure  him 
that  my    experience  of  the  department 
over  which   he  presides  is  far  too  recent 
to  permit  me  to  press  liim  to  produce  any 
papers  which  he  may  think  it  desirable  for 
the  public  interest  to  withhold;  but  I  must 
say,  at  the  same  time,  that  I  think  the 
paper  to  which  I  refer  does  not  come  within 
that  category.     I  do  not  ask  for  the  pro- 
doction  of  any  correspondence,  or  for  any- 
thing having  reference  to  pending  negotia- 
tions, but  we  have  had  a  circular  from  the 
Govommont  of    Russia   expressing   their 
Ticws  with  regard  to  the  present  position 
of  Germany  —  we   have  had   a   circular 
addressed  to  the  various  French  Ministers 
at  foreign  Courts  by  M.  Walewski, — and  I 
think  this  country  and  Parliament  should 
ba  in  possession  of   the   most   authentic 
raeords  of  the  opinions  of  our  own  Govern- 
ment  upon  the  same  subject.     I  think  it  is 

Mr,  Beymowr  FiUOerald 


only  desirable  that  we  should  be  in  posses- 
sion of  the  views  of  Her  Mojesty  s  Go- 
vernment upon  this  subject,  but  that  it  is 
also  very  necessary  that  this  House  should 
know  the  language  in  which  these  views 
have  been  expressed.  It  may  be  that  that 
language  is  judicious  ;  it  may  be  that  it  is 
conciliatory  ;  it  may  be  that  it  is  all  this 
House  could  desire ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  may  be  such  as  is  calculated  to 
irritate  and  to  wound  the  susceptibilities  of 
those  to  whom  it  is  addressed.  However 
commendable  may  bo  the  intention  of  a 
statesman  in  writing  a  despatch,  it  is  not 
always  that  a  public  man  is  successful  in 
attaining  the  object  ho  has  in  view.  A 
very  remarkable  instance  of  this  occurs  to 
my  mind,  because,  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
held  tho  seals  of  the  Foreign  Office,  he 
addressed  a  very  important  despatch  to  the 
Court  of  Russia.  The  laudable  object  of 
that  despatch  no  one  doubted ;  but,  ad- 
dressed as  it  was  to  that  Court  at  the  very 
time  when  those  confidential  and  secret 
communications  with  Sir  Hamilton  Sey- 
mour were  going  on,  it  has  been  charac- 
terized in  this  House,  and  by  public  men 
in  the  country,  as  having  done  moro  than 
anything  else,  notwithstanding  its  laudable 
intention,  to  provoke  an  outbreak  of  hos- 
tilities, and  encourage  the  Emperor  of 
Russia  in  the  pursuit  of  those  designs  and 
the  adoption  of  those  measures  which  after- 
wards rendered  a  war  between  Russia  and 
this  country  inevitable.  It  is  therefore 
desirable  that  wo  should  know  not  only 
what  the  policy  of  the  Government  is,  bat 
what  are  the  exact  terms  and  phrases  in 
which  they  have  conveyed  that  polioy  to 
foreign  Governments.  If,  under  present 
circumstances,  and  especially  after  the 
news  which  has  just  been  recei/od,  the 
noble  Lord  thinks  it  better  that  tho  de- 
spatch should  not  now  be  prodncody  I  will 
say  nothing  further.  But  I  shall  noW  con- 
clude with  asking  whether  there  is  aayolH 
jection  to  lay  on  the  table  the  despatdi 
alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Member  Ibr 
Halifax  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have 
referred  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  (who  was  indis- 
tinctly heard),— Sir,  I  may  be  permitted, 
before  the  noble  Lord  rises,  to  offer  a  few 
words  in  explanation  of  what  I  did  aaj  at 
Halifax,  and  of  why  I  made  tho  answer 
that  I  did  yesterday  to  wliich  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  adverted.  I  underetood  the 
hon.  Member  yesterday  to  aak  for  the  pro- 
duction of  a  despatch  which  I  had  stated 
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hud  been  addressed  to  the  different  Courts 
of  Germany,  urging  on  them  an  adherence 
to  a  course  of  firm  neutrality  in  the  present 
war  ;  and  in  reference  to  that  assertion, 
speaking  perhaps  with  a  little  warmth,  1 1 
remarked  that  I  had  said  nothing  of  that 
jLind.  What  occurred  at  Halifax  was  this: 
—Many  persons  there  were  very  much  in- 
terested in  the  trade  of  the  Continent,  and, 
apprehending  that  their  business  would  be 
entirely  stopped  by  the  war,  they  express- 
ed great  alarm  at  a  report  which  they  had 
heard  that  Prussia  was  on  the  point  of 
taking  an  active  part  in  the  struggle.  On 
the  other  hand  a  large  number  of  people 
were  also  apprehensive  lest  the  prepara- 
tions going  on  in  this  country  should  ren- 
der the  maintenance  of  our  neutrality  much 
more  difficult.  To  quiet  these  alarms  I 
told  them  the  first  place  that  the  present 
Government  were  not  more  likely  than  the 
last  to  abandon  the  policy  of  neutrality, 
and  I  assured  them  that  the  naval  and 
military  preparations  which  had  been  for 
some  time  in  progress  were  not  intended, 
as  I  believed,  by  the  late  Government,  and 
certainly  not  intended  by  the  present  Go- 
Temment,  in  any  way  as  a  departure  from 
^at  policy.  But  I  added,  that  events 
might  happen  elsewhere,  for  example  in 
Germany,  by  which,  if  the  war  extended, 
this  country  might  possibly  become  in- 
▼olved  ;  and  that  out  of  consideration  for 
our  own  interesis,  and  even  for  our  own 
obligations,  wo  might  be  called  upon  to  in- 
terfere. I  further  said,  1  hoped  and  trust- 
ed that  this  would  not  be  the  case — that 
the  statement  that  Prussia  was  on  the  point 
of  taking  an  active  part  in  the  war  was 
uofouoded  —  that  that  was  a  course  which 
I  thought  a  regard  for  her  own  interests 
should  iiiduce  Prussia  not  to  pursue,  and 
that  we  had  also  given  our  advice  to  that 
effect.  Not  that  we  had  advised  Germany 
that  she  ought  to  remain  neutral.  That 
would*  perhaps,  have  been  going  further 
than  we  had  a  right  to  do ;  but  that,  look- 
ing to  the  interest  which  this  country  felt 
m  the  question,  she  was  justified  in  urging 
Prussia  not  to  take  an  immediate  and 
^actife  part  in  the  war  now  raging  in  Italy. 
Mb.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD  :  I 
oertainly  never  used  in  relation  to  t  hisde- 

SMiteh  the   words  which  the   right  hon. 
entleman  has  described.     I  spoko  of  it 
.meirely  as  a  communication  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  giving  advice 
to  Prussia  as  to  the  course  tu  be  pursued 
with  reference  to  the  war. 


TREATMENT  OF  BRITISH  SUBJECTS  l^ 

MEXICO. 
Mil.  SCBNEIDER:  I  rise,  Sir,  pur- 
suant  to  notice,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  present  state  of  Mexico,  es- 
pecially with   reference   to  the  outrages 
which  have  been  committed  upon  British 
subjects  ;  and  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Statj^ 
for  Foreign  Affairs  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  obtain  redress  for  such  outrages. 
As  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  ifbr  Foreign 
Affairs  cannot  speak  twice  on  the  present 
occasion  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed  in  a  few 
words  to  introduce  to  his  attention  the  sub- 
ject of  which  I  have  given  notice.  Although 
that  subject  is  in  no  way  connected  with 
the  European  war,  I  am   sure   that  the 
House  will  consider  it  of  sufficient  interest 
to  claim  their  particular  attention.     It  re- 
lates. Sir,  to  the  present  state  of  Mexico 
and  the  outrages  that  have  been  recently 
committed  upon  British  subjects  in  that 
Republic.    Before  entering  upon  a  descrip- 
tion of  those  outrages  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  state,  in  a  few  words,  the  posi- 
tion of  parties  in  Mexico.    There  were  two 
leading  parties,  the  Centralists,  and  the 
Constitutional  party.     In  1857  the  Consti- 
tutionalists were  overthrown,  and  the  Cen- 
tralist party  obtained  power.   In  the  course 
of  that  revolution  General  Marquez,  who 
was  in  command  of  the  forces,  took  pos- 
session of  the  city.     One  of  the  General's 
first  acts,  after  obtaining  possession  of  the 
city,  was  to  order  into  prison  a  British  sub- 
ject who  had   been  brought   before  him 
under  some  trifling  pretext,  and  to  sentence 
him  to  pay  a  fine  of  1,500  dollars.     The 
name  of  this  person  was  Mr.  Newall,  a 
respectable  British  gentleman  ;  and  upon 
his  inability  to  pay  this  fine  the  General 
ordered  him  to  be  shot  at  six  o'clock  on 
the  following   morning.     Fortunately,   a 
friend   and   countryman   of   Mr.   Newall, 
having  heard  of  his  situation,  and  the  sen'- 
tence  that  had  been   passed  upon  him, 
found  the  money  and  paid  it,  otherwise 
Mr.  Newall  would  have  been  undoubtedly 
shot.    At  about  the  same  time  a  Mr.  Davis, 
another  British  subject,  whilst  residing  in 
another  part  of  the  Republic,  was  arrested 
by  the  Mexican  officials  for  some  assumed 
offence,  and  was  also  fined  a  large  sum  of 
money.     Mr.  Davis  having  refused  to  pay 
the  demand  was  sentenced  to  prison,  and 
was  degraded  to  march  in  the  army  as  a 
common  soldier.     All  this  punishment  Mr. 
Davis  was  compelled  to  undergo.     I  will 
not  trouble  the  Mouse  with  an  account  of 
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the  rnftrij  rnin^r  oiitra;(ct  tlint  wore  perpe- 
trate<l  on  Ijrititli  fetilijcct*.     I  will   rather 
pa*»  on  to  tho  time  when  the  lato  Oorcrr- 
ment  thought  thoxe  proceedings  of  suffi- 
eient  importance  to  send  a  British  squadron 
to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  to  introduce  a 
paragrnph    into   the   Queen '«    Sf»eech    in 
February  lint  in  reference  to  the  matter, 
thorchj  showinn;  wlint  their  feelings  were 
in  rcsftcct  to  those  outrages,  and  the  prompt 
and  enorgetic  nieaHurcs  they  were  taking 
to  ohtain   redrcsH  for  British  suhjects  in 
thnt  part  of  the  world.   In  April  last,  f>ome 
three  montlis  after  the  squadron  hnd  ar- 
rived in  the  Gulf,  and  when  one  might  ex- 
pect that  it  would  have  exercised  some  re- 
straint upon   the   parties  guilty  of  those 
outrages,  a  battle  took  place  in  a  Tillnge 
about  six  miles  distance  from  the  City  of 
Mexico.     After  that  engagement  had  ter- 
minated a  Mr.  Duval,  a  British  subject  and 
a  surgeon  by  profession,  in  the  exercise  of 
his  humanity,  stripped  himself  of  his  out- 
ward clothing  for  the  purpose  of  being  the 
better  enabled  to  attend  to  the  wants  of 
those  who  had  fallen  in  the  field,  and  to 
dress  their  wounds.     Whilst  engaged  in 
his  noblo  work  of  charity  he  was  seized  by 
order  of  a  general  of  tlio  Centralist  party, 
led  to  a  particular  spot  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  then  and  there  shot  as  a  felon 
in  the  presence  of  the  army.     Now,  I  be- 
lieve that  there  has  hardly  ever  happened 
a  greater  outrage  than  this  I  have  just 
mentioned.     At   the   same   time   another 
British  subject,  a  Mr.  Selley.  who  was  en- 
gaged in   budinoss,  being  the   proprietor 
of  a  certain  store,  was  arrested  for  enter- 
taining in  his  house  some  of  the  opposite 
party,  and  condemned  to  death.     lie  was 
led  in  manacles  into  the  city  of  Mexico 
at  the   head   of    the    troops,   but    by  a 
most  fortunate  circumstance  he  was  rescued 
from  the  horrible  fate  that  awaited  him, 
and  he  is  now  alive.    This  gentleman  was, 
however,  actually  led  out  to  be  shot,  and 
tho  men  were  preparing  to  fire  at  him, 
when  they  were  suddenly  stopped  by  the 
interposition  of  another  Mexican  general. 
These  matters  affected  the  British  mer- 
chants in  Mexico  in  a  serious  degree,  who 
feared  the  outrages  against  their  lives  far 
more  than  those  against   their  property. 
But,  Sir,  tho  outrages  committed  against 
their  property  were  by  no  means  few  or  of 
A  trifling  character.     In  one  city  a  very 
Urgo  amount  of  property,  to  the  amount 
of  £40.000.  was  seised  by  the  Mexican 
aathoritios,  half  of  which  really  belonged 
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to   British  subjects,  and  the   whole  was 
under  the  protection  of  British  subjects. 
I  regret  to  have  to  add  that  while  all  these 
proceedings  were  ^oing  on  great  reflections 
were  cast  upon  the  conduct  of  Her  Ma- 
j  jestyN  Minister  at  Mexico  for  the  extra- 
orditi.iry  indifference  ho  manifested  through- 
ont.     I  do  not  give  this  character  of  the 
gentleman   from   my  own  knowledge.     I 
wish  to  aToid  casting  any  aspersion  myself 
upon  the  character  or  zeal  of  Mr.  Otway, 
as  our  Minister  in  Mexico,  but  I  think  it 
j  desirable,  when  I  know  that  those  asper- 
,  sions  have  been  cast  upon  that  gentleman, 
j  and  apparently  belieTed  to  be  true  by  the 
:  British  residents  in  Mexico,  that  Mr.  Ot- 
•  wny  should  have  an  opportunity  of  defend- 
ing himself  if  he  could  ;  and,  I  trust,  that 
tho  noble  Lord  who  now  presides  at  the 
Foreign  Oflico  will  endeavour  to  draw  from 
him  such  an  explanation  as  will  necessitate 
a  retractation  of  those  charges.      Sir,  I 
will  not  detain  tho  House  by  inflicting  upon 
)  it  A  catalogue  of  the  grievances  of  British 
subjects  in  Mexico.    I  may  merely  mention 
one  alleged  fact,  which  has  mado  a  strong 
impression  upon  their  minds.     It  is  this. 
At  the  time  the  squadron  woa  in  the  Gulf 
the  British  residents  in  Mexico  sought  to 
obtain  redress  from  the  Centralist  party. 
At  the  moment  when  it  was  supposed  that 
Mr.  Otway  was  negotiating  for  an  inqniry 
into  those  matters  it  was  noticed  that  he 
oppearcd  to  be  on  the  most  familiar  terms 
of  intimacy  with  Madame   Miramon,  the 
wife  of  the  head  of  that  part/.     On  one 
occauion,  when  a  British  subject  was  being 
led  to  execution  for  no  crime  whaterer,  it  is 
stated  that  this  lady  was  obsenred  standing 
on  a  balcony  with  Mr.  Otway,  and  cheering 
on  the  troops  that  were  guarding  him. 
These  circumstances  naturally  excited  a 
considerable  amount  of  indignation  in  the 
minds    of    British    subjects    in    Ifczico. 
Strong  remonstrances  were  made  by  the 
British  residents  in  reference  to  Hr.  Ot- 
way's  conduct,  and  they  said  that  if  Mr. 
Otway  was  on  such  friendlj  terms  with 
this  lady  and  her  husband  there  was  no 
doubt  that  he  could  have  obtained  pardon 
for  this  man  if  he  were  at  all  disposed  to 
exercise  his  influence  in  that  qoarter.   Bat 
it  appears  that  Mr.  Otway  did  not  exercise 
any  such  influence  in  behalf  of  hia  fellow- 
countrymen,  for  I  hold  in  mj  hand  a  copy 
of  A  letter  from  the  American  eooral  m 
Mexico  addressed  to  Mr.  Otwaj,  in  which 
he  calls  upon   the  latter  to  exercise  hii 
rights  AS  British  Minister  in  order  to  save 
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the  lives  of  British  residentB.  I  say,  Sir, 
that  the  case  must  ho  one  of  a  shameful 
character  indeed  when  the  Minister  of  an- 
other nation  should  feel  himself  compelled 
to  urge  upon  our  own  Minister  the  neces- 
sity of  interposing  his  authority  to  save 
the  lives  and  property  of  his  fellow  suh- 
jects.  Mr.  Otway  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Foreign  Office,  and  will  of  course  be  called 
upon  to  give  an  account  of  his  conduct  in 
reference  to  those  matters.  I  have  now 
detailed  the  prominent  facts  of  the  case  as 
briefly  as  1  could.  1  trust  the  House  will 
Bay  I  have  not  intruded  myself  upon  its  at- 
tention without  sufficient  cause.  I  hopo 
that  the  noble  Lord  will  give  to  nie  an  as- 
surance, that  will  find  its  way  to  our  fellow- 
subjects  in  Mexico,  that  all  the  protection 
which  the  British  Government  can  offer 
will  be  given  to  them  ;  and  that  the  British 
residents  there  will  no  longer  be  condemned 
to  live  from  day  to  day  in  fear  of  their 
lives,  nor  be  subject  to  a  recurrence  of 
those  outrages  so  long  as  we  can  command 
a  British  fleet  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 


AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY.— COUNT  CAVOUR'S 
CIRCULAR.— QUESTION. 
Mr.  COCHRANE  said,  that  in  the 
abBOQce  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  W. 
Graham)  he  rose  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether  the 
Circular  of  Count  Cavour,  dated  the  14th 
day  of  June,  1859,  hos  been  officially  com- 
municated to  the  English  Court ;  and  if 
BO,  whether  he  has  deemed  it  consistent 
with  his  duty  to  make  any  reply  thereto, 
or  to  address  any  observations  thereon  to 
the  Sardinian  Minister  in  this  country. 
.That  despatch  referred  to  one  of  the  1st 
of  March,  which  had  been  published,  and 
of  which  it  purported  to  be  merely  a  re- 
capitulation. Nevertheless,  while  the  de* 
•patch  of  the  1st  of  March  spoke  about 
obtaining  a  separate  national  constitution 
for  Lombardy  and  Venice,  the  later  de- 
spatch accepted  the  annexation  of  Lom- 
bardy to  Piedmont.  On  this  point  the 
following  language  was  held — 

*<  The  feelings  of  the  inhabitants  have  broken 
oat ;  the  municipal  authorities,  the  very  same 
that,  had  been  instituted  by  Austria,  have  pro- 
olalmed  the  fall  of  the  ancient  GoTemment,  have 
nnewed  the  union  of  1848,  and  unanimously  con- 
firmed their  annexation  to  Piedmont.  The  muni- 
eipality  of  MUan  proclaimed  it  even  within  range 
MAustrian  cannon.  The  King,  bj  accepting  this 
spontaneous  act  of  the  national  will,  infringes  the 
existing  treaties  in  no  respect,  since  Austris,  by 
rsfiiting  to  aooept  a  Congress  having  for  its  basis 
the  jnainiananoe  of  these  treaties,  and  by  invading 


the  dominions  of  His  Majesty,  has  torn  up,  in  so 
far  as  concerns  het*self,  the  transactions  of  1814 
and  1815. 

The.dcspatch  then  proceeded  to  say — 

"  The  object  of  the  present  war.  His  Majesty 
openly  avows  it,  is  Italian  independence  and  the 
exclusion  of  Austria  from  the  peninsula.  This 
cause  is  too  noble  for  us  to  dissemble  its  full  bear- 
ing, too  sacred  that  it  should  not  obtain  in  ad- 
vance the  sympathy  of  civilized  Europe.  We  even 
ought  to  acknowledge  that  this  sympathy  has 
never  failed  us,  for  the  policy  of  the  King's  (rO> 
vornment  has  always  been  the  same,  and  has  met 
with  the  approbation  not  only  of  the  public  opinion 
but  of  the  Cabinets." 

The  document  concluded  as  follows  : — 

**  We  feel  the  most  absolute  confidence  that  the 
equilibrium  of  Europe  will  not  be  disturbed  by 
the  territorial  extension  of  a  great  power,  and 
that  In  Italy  there  will  be  a  strongly  constituted 
kingdom,  such  as  is  naturally  indicated  by  its 
geographical  configuration,  the  unity  of  race,  lan- 
guage, and  customs,  such  as  diplomacy  had  al- 
ready desired  to  create  at  other  times  in  the  com- 
mon interest  of  Itily  and  Europe.  With  the  rule 
of  Austria,  and  of  the  States  that  joined  their  des- 
tinies to  those  of  Austria,  a  permanent  cause  of 
disturbances  will  disappear,  order  will  be  guaran- 
teed, the  smouldering  flame  of  revolutions  will  be 
extinguished,  Europe  will  be  able  to  give  herself 
up  in  fiill  security  to  those  great  enterprises  of 
peace  that  form  the  glory  of  the  age.  You  now 
have.  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  the  point  of  view 
under  which  you  are  to  present  the  events  now 
passing  in  Italy.  The  contest  provoked  by  Aus- 
tria ought  to  have  for  its  result  her  exclusion 
from  a  country  which  force  alone  had  subjected  to 
an  odious  and  intolerable  yoke.  Our  cause,  I  re- 
joice to  repeat  in  ending  this  despatch,  is  noble 
and  just ;  we  can,  we  are  bound  to  avow  it  openly, 
and  we  have  full  confidence  in  the  triumph  of  good 
right" 

This  despatch  conveyed  so  much  meaning, 
and  was  written  in  so  different  a  spirit 
from  the  earlier  one,  that  it  would  be  most 
desirable  to  have  the  noble  Lord's  answer 
laid  upon  the  table. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL :  In  answer 
to  the  question  which  has  just  been  put  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  which  was  to 
have  been  put  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hereford,  relating  to  a  despatch  or 
circular  of  Count  Cavour  of  the  14th  of 
June,  I  have  to  state  that  it  has  not  been 
officially  communicated  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment. There  is  a  despatch  from  Sir 
James  Hudson,  stating  the  substance  of  a 
circular  written  by  Count  Cavour — I  am 
not  exactly  sure  whether  the  same  circular 
or  not — which  alludes  to  certain  States 
being  annexed  to  Piedmont.  Tho  answer 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  Sir  James 
Hudson  was  that  they  could  not  acknow- 
ledge any  of  these  annexations  of  other 
States ;  that  the  state  of  occupation  must 
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be  oonsidercd  as  4)ro?isionnl  only  to  be  de- 
ckled finally  by  the  wislies  of  the  inhabi- 
tants, by  the  fortune  of  war,  and  by  any 
general  treaty  of  pence  that  might  bo  con- 
cluded. This  answer  Sir  James  Hudson 
was  desired  to  communicate  to  Count  Ca- 
vour.  There  is,  therefore,  no  acknowledg- 
ment by  Her  Majesty's  Government  of  any 
of  the  annexations  that  may  have  taken 
place.  I  will  next  reply,  Sir,  to  the  ques- 
tion which  has  been  put  by  the  lion.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  His  question  is,  whe- 
ther I  have  any  objection  to  lay  on  the 
table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  despatch 
stated  to  have  been  oddressed  to  the  Prus- 
Bian  Government  or  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ter at  Berlin  as  to  the  course  of  conduct 
whicb  Prussia  ought  to  pursue  with  refer- 
ence to  the  war  in  the  north  of  Italy.  In 
answer,  I  have  to  state  that  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  tho  public  service  if 
that  despatch  wore  laid  on  the  table.  It  is 
a  despatch  to  which  an  answer  has  been 
given  by  Prussia;  while,  a^ain,  another 
was  sent  only  last  night  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  continuing  thecorrespondcnce. 
I  think,  therefore,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
see  that  it  would  be  highly  inoouveniont  to 
give  publication  to  part  only  of  a  corres- 
pondence. But  with  respect  to  the  nature 
of  the  correspondence  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  very  naturally  fallen  iuto  some  errors. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  a  circular 
addressed  to  the  Germanic  Confederation 
from  the  Court  of  Russia,  and  of  another 
circular  signed  by  the  French  Minister  of 
Foreign  Affairs,  M.  Walewski.  The  cir- 
cular of  the  Court  of  Russia,  and  I  think 
also  that  of  the  French  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  spoke  of  the  rights  and  duties  of 
the  Germanic  Confederation,  and  of  what 
was  the  proper  course  for  that  Confedera- 
tion to  pursue  in  regard  to  foreign  nations. 
Now,  that  is  a  kind  of  discussion  naturally 
interesting  enough  for  the  States  of  Ger- 
many ;  but  we  have  not  followed  any  such 
course.  Wo  have  not  discussed  at  all  the 
rights  and  duties  of  the  German  Confe- 
deration or  the  rights  and  duties  of  the 
several  States,  or  what  should  determine 
their  relations  to  other  Powers.  But  with 
regard  to  Prussia,  owing  to  rumours  that 
were  in  some  degree  countenanced  by  ofti- 
cial  statements,  wo  addressed  a  despatch 
to  that  Court.  Now,  in  looking  at  the 
Italian  Papers  on  the  table,  I  see  a  de- 
spatch from  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  to 
Lord  Bloomfield,  our  Minister  at  Berlin, 
in  which,  after  stating  that  the  Govern- 
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ment  of  this   country  intends  to  remain 
neutral,  he  says,— 

<*  Her  Majesty's  Government,  therefore,  depre. 
cate  any  act  which  would  unneceiisarily  extend  the 
theatre  of  war,  and  they  will  bo  prepared  to  take 
advantage  of  any  favourable  opportunity  that  may 
be  afforded  to  them  of  being  the  medium  of  restor- 
ing peace." — p.  402. 

Now,  tlic  whole  object  of  our  despatch 
to  the  Court  of  Berlin  was  to  *'  depi-ecato 
any  act  that  might  unnecessarily  extend 
the  theatre  of  war.*'  It  appears  to  me 
that  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  Her 
Mojesty's  Government,  as  far  as  they 
can  properly  do  so,  to  consult  with  other 
Governments  which  are  neutral  in  order  to 
prevent  the  theatre  of  war  from  extending. 
I  need  hardly  point  out  to  the  House,  cer- 
tainly not  to  the  hon;  Gentleman,  who  is 
so  well  acquainted  with  foreign  affairs, 
that  while  it  is  a  great  calamity  to  have 
war  in  Italy,  it  would  be  a  still  greater 
calamity  if  the  war  extended  to  Germany, 
and  through  Germany  to  tho  whole  of 
Europe.  We  were,  therefore,  led  to  con- 
sider what  were  the  causes  put  forth  that 
should  induce  Prussia  to  take  part  in  hosti- 
lities, and  to  discuss  in  the  most  friendly 
manner  the  interests  of  Prussia  in  regard 
to  the  war.  In  regard  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  it 
is  peculiarly  necessary  that  there  should 
bo  no  premature  publication  of  correspon- 
dence at  this  moment ;  for,  without  know- 
ing how  far  the  armistice  may  extend,  we 
arc  informed  officially  by  the  Momiieur 
that  it  leaves  room  for  negotiation.  That 
is  so  important  an  announcement  that  it 
would  bo  unadvisable  for  the  GoTemment^ 
and  very  unwise  for  any  Member  of  this 
House  to  enter  into  discussion  on  this  sub- 
ject. Our  disposition  must  ever  he  the 
same  as  that  of  the  late  Government— 
namely,  to  take  any  opportunity  afforded 
us  of  **  being  the  medium  of  restoring 
peace.*'  We  may  not  take  the  same  Yiew 
in  regard  to  what  would  be  the  most  fiiToor- 
ablo  time  for  restoring  peace  to  Europe) 
but  with  regard  to  the  object  we  ara  •D' 
tirely  agreed  with  them.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man— surely  very  unnecessarily— -reforred 
to  a  despatch  of  mine  written  some  jeers 
ago,  and  communicated  to  the  Coort  of 
Russia.  Tho  fact,  with  regard  to  that 
despatch,  was  that  the  late  Emperor  of 
Russia  thought  it  advisable  tliat  tliere 
should  be  a  concert  between  this  eoontry 
and  Russia  with  regard  to  the  future  state 
of  Turkey,  supposing  tho  Gofemndont  of 
the  Sultan  to  be  destroyod.     Wft4id  Ml 
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think  fit  to  enter  into  any  such  concert, 
and  the  Emperor  of  Russia  was  told  bo  in 
a  despatch  that  was  afterwards  in  suh- 
stance  repeated  and  enforced  bj  the  Enrl 
of  Clarendon,  who  succeeded  me  at  the 
Foreign  OfiSce,  upon  the  Russian  Minister 
at  this  Court.  The  Emperor  of  Russia 
accordingly  wholly  abandoned  that  propo- 
sition ;  and  therefore,  how  anybody,  even 
in  the  extreme  of  factious  misrepresenta- 
tion, can  say  that  that  course  of  conduct 
on  my  part  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
breaking  out  of  the  war  with  Russia,  I 
cannot  understand.  I  now  come.  Sir,  to 
the  question  that  has  been  put  to  me  with 
regard  to  Mexico,  and  I  own  that  the  sub- 
ject is  one  upon  which  I  must  necessarily 
be  very  brief  and  general.  Mexico,  most 
unfortunately,  has  been  divided  into  two 
envious  parties,  both  of  whom  have  been 
guilty  of  many  outrages  on  British  subjects 
in  pursuit  of  their  respective  objects.  It 
•appears  that  the  British  Minister  is  consi- 
mred  favourable  to  one  side,  and  that  the 
Minister  of  the  United  States  is  considered 
favourable  to  another  side  ;  but  whatever 
TtitLy  be  the  truth  of  these  representations 
it  18  undoubtedly  true  that  both  from  the 
one  side  and  from  the  other,  both  from  the 
Centralist  party  and  the  Constitutional 
party,  British  subjects  have  suffered  great 
outrages.  Their  property  has  been  taken 
from  them,  and  in  certain  cases  where  it 
has  not  been  given  up  they  have  been 
brought  to  be  executed,  and  in  one  in- 
stance it  required  the  greatest  efforts  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Minister  to  save  the 
life  of  a  proposed  victim.  As  to  the  out- 
rages that  occun-ed  in  the  first  instance 
the  late  Government  employed  a  squadron 
to  procure  redress,  and  this  House  is  aware 
of  what  followed.  I  can  only  say  that 
Captain  Dnnlop  did  his  duty  with  great 
■eal  and  great  discretion.  But,  unfortu- 
nately, since  the  arrangements  then  made, 
tiiere  is  a  fresh  arrear  of  outrages  to  be 
eom plained  of,  and  the  serious  question  to 
be  considered  is,  what  should  be  done  to 
protect  British  subjects  against  them. 
undoubtedly  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  protect  them,  and  I  may  say  that 
no  effort  will  be  spared  to  effect  that  ob- 
ject. With  regard  to  Mr.  Otway,  he  has 
lately  received  leave  of  absence,  in  order 
that  he  may  come  to  this  country  and 
make  his  defence  against  the  charges 
Which  have  been  brought  against  him.  He 
himself  considers  those  charges  totally  un- 
fMmded  ;  but  I  regret  to  say  that  he  has 
loi  entered  so  much  into  particulars  as  to 


enable  me  to  lay  papers  on  the  table  which 
will  show  that  he  is  in  the  right  and  the 
British  merchants  in  the  wrong.  In  con- 
clusion, I  have  unly  to  repeat  that  for  the 
protection  of  British  property  as  much 
will  be  done  as  cnn  possibly  be  done  in  the 
circumstanccii. 

Mr.  BOWYER  remarked,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  stated  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  give  such  advice  to  the  Ger- 
man Powers  as  might  prevent  the  theatre 
of  the  war  being  extended.  That  was  a 
very  specious  and  plausible  expression.  In 
one  sense  every  one  would  absent  to  it, 
but  it  was  difficult  to  see  to  what  extent 
the  meaning  of  that  expression  might  not 
be  carried.  He  understood  that  the  advice 
given  by  the  Government  to  the  German 
Powers  was  that  they  should  observe  a 
strict  neutrality. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  I  did  not 
say  that  we  had  given  any  advice  to  the 
German  Powers.  I  said  that  we  had 
been  in  correspondence  with  the  Court  of 
Berlin. 

Mr.  BOWYER  said,  he  understood  that 
the  despatch  in  question  stated  the  view 
which  the  Government  took  of  the  course 
that  the  German  Powers  ought  to  pursue. 
Those  Powers  had  not  the  advantage  which 
we  enjoyed  of  being  an  island  ;  they  were 
placed  in  a  very  different  position  to  us. 
They  had  seen  with  considerable  alarm  this 
revolutionary  war  carried  on  by  France  and 
Sardinia  against  Austria.  He  called  it  a 
revolutionary  war  because  it  was  carried 
on  with  appeals  to  nationalities,  and  by 
attempts  to  stir  up  the  subjects  of  inde- 
pendent States,  with  whom  neither  France 
nor  Sardinia  had  any  cause  of  quarrel,  to  re- 
volt against  their  Sovereigns.  He  was  not 
unwilling  to  see  the  principle  of  Italian 
independence  carried  out ;  he  had  always 
felt  that  the  question  of  Austrian  power  in 
Italy  was  a  difficult  one  ;  but  he  could  not 
shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  present 
war  was  one  of  open  and  avowed  conquest 
aud  carried  on  by  revolutionary  means,  and 
in  a  manner  quite  new  to  the  history  of 
Europe.  He  did  not  wonder,  therefore, 
that  Germany  saw  with  great  anxiety  the 
progress  of  the  enormous,  powerful,  and 
apparently  irresistible  army  of  France.  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  no  advice  had  been 
given  to  the  German  Powers  ;  still  the 
House  had  a  right  to  gather  from  what 
he  said  that  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
was  that  the  German  Powers  should  re- 
main perfectly  passive  in  this  matter,  and 
should  wait  their  turn,  for  their  turn  would 
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come,  to  bo  devoured  by  Franco.  Ho 
thouulit  the  Government  would  act  very 
wisely  by  leaving  the  Germans  to  mind 
their  own  business.  They  were  perfectly 
competent  to  understand  what  tho  interests 
of  their  pfrcat  Confederation  and  of  their 
different  States  required  from  them  ;  they 
understood  this  much  hotter  th»n  wo  did. 
If  a  powerful  country  like  England  gave 
advice  to  thoso  German  Powers,  it  must 
necessarily  interfere  with  their  policy  to  a 
considerable  extent.  As  an  island  and  a 
maritime  country,  England  had  much  less 
to  fear  from  France  than  the  Germans  had. 
Wo  ought  not  to  exercise  the  influence  of 
this  country  to  prevent  tho  Germans  from 
taking  suck  a  course  as  they  thought  might 
put  some  check  upon  tho  aggressive  and 
conquering  policy  of  France.  He  was  not 
afraid  of  the  consequences  of  an  attempt 
to  invade  this  country.  If  it  took  place 
ho  believed  it  would  be  defeated  most  ef- 
fectually; but  he  did  not  feel  quite  so  con- 
fident as  many  persons  did  that  our  turn 
might  not  come  to  repel  the  aggressive 
and  conquering  spirit  of  which  he  had 
spoken.  On  tho  contrary,  ho  believed  that 
Austria  had  been  to  a  great  extent  fighting 
tho  battle  of  England  when  she  opposed 
that  conquering  spirit  of  France.  He  look- 
ed with  hope,  and  not  without  satisfaction, 
to  the  new  state  of  thinors  that  had  been 
brought  about  in  Italy  by  tho  success  of 
France.  At  the  same  time,  he  would  warn 
the  Government  and  the  House,  when  they 
talked  about  sympathy  with  Franco,  to 
remember  that  our  turn  might  come,  and 
probably  would  come,  and  that  when  France 
had  overcome  and  swept  back  Austria,  and 
had  undertaken,  probably  next  year,  a 
successful  war  against  Germany,  the  time 
would  come  when  we  should  have  to  stand 
on  our  defence,  and  thoso  who  were  so 
anxious  to  express  sympathy  with  France 
would  find  it  misplaced  and  see  that  they 
ought  to  have  looked  beyond  present  cir- 
cumstances, when  France  sought  to  wipe 
out  the  defeat  of  Waterloo. 

BESSEMER'S  ECONOMICAL   PROCESS  OF 
MANUFACTURING  STE  EL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LYALL  said,  he  wished  to  ask  tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  tho 
Government  had  under  their  consideration 
Bessemer's  economical  process  of  manu- 
facturing steel,  and  if  thero  is  the  inten- 
tion of  substituting  that  metal  for  iron  to 
any  extent  in  the  monufacturo  of  guns  for 
the  Artillerv  and  Ordnance  ? 

M&.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  he  had 

Mr.  Bowyer 


to  state  that  applications  had  been  made 
on  two  or  tlirco  occosions  to  the  Wnr  Office, 
with  respect  to  Bessemer's  steel,  as  to 
whether  it  could  bo  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  guns.  It  might  bo  remembered  that 
Mr.  Bessemer  started  an  invention  some 
years  ago  which  made  a  considerable  noise 
at  the  time  among  a  great  many  scientific 
persons.  The  Government  had  offered  that 
if  Mr.  Bessemer  sent  in  a  hlock  of  iron,  of 
a  certain  weight,  an  experiment  would  be 
made  therewith  ;  but  the  Government  of 
that  day  very  properly  declined  to  become 
ironmasters  and  take  up  the  invention  l>e- 
fore  it  had  been  sufficiently  tested.  He 
apprehended  that  if  there  had  been  a  great 
demand  for  this  new  material,  which  pro- 
fessed to  combine  economy  with  efficiency, 
the  capital  invested  in  the  iron  trade  would 
have  induced  many  persons  to  take  tho 
matter  up,  and  it  should  be  recollected  that 
if  the  Government  had  done  this  and  the 
experiments  had  failed  all  the  loss  would 
have  been  theirs  ;  while  if  successful  tbej 
would  have  gained  nothing. 

THE    CORRESPONDENCE    WITH    GER- 

MANY. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  do  not  wish  to  re- 
vive the  discussion  which  seemed  to  be  ter- 
minated by  tho  observations  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary,  for  I  am 
sure  that  the  noble  Lord  having  stated 
that  tho  correspondence  with  Prussia  is 
&till  going  on,  the  House  will  not  press  for 
its  production,  or  even  murmur  at  its  non- 
production.  At  the  same  time,  howcfer, 
I  am  bound  to  state  that  the  deacription 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  given  us  o^  his 
own  despatch  is  not  altogether  free  from 
somewhat  of  an  alarming  character.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  giving  advice  is  interfeiv 
ence,  and  if  you  profess  a  policy  of  noih 
intervention  and  at  the  same  time  indolfe 
in  giving  advice  to  foreign  Powers  joo  will 
eventually  find  yourselves  involve  in  en* 
gagements  which  you  never  contemplated. 
The  noble  Lord  has  quoted  a  depateh  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Earl  of  Miilniesbary, 
which  fairly  described  tho  general  polu^ 
of  the  late  Government,  showing  that  they 
were  in  favour  of  a  strict  apd  impartial 
neutrality,  but  at  the  same  time  that  they 
felt  they  were  free  to  ayail  theraseli^eftOT 
any  favourable  opportunity  whioh  might 
present  itself  for  their  becoming  a  medium 
to  restore  peace.  The  noble  Lord  gives 
his  adhesion  to  a  principle  which  I  beliefO 
no  hon.  Geutlemun  will  be;  indinefl  to  im- 
pugn.    But  there  is  in  the  dwgmUh^^ 
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the  Enrl  of  Malmeebiirf  another  parag^apli 
mucli  more  gerninne  to  tlio  matter  whieli 
boa  been  brought  under  our  notice  tliU 
evening  tban  tlie  verj  general  pnasage  to 
wliicli  the  nnblc  Lord  lina  referred  in  vinai- 
ealion  of  tho  courBe  pursued  by  tlie  prc- 
•cnt  GoTeniment.  Wliilo  listening  to  the 
■peech  of  tlic  noble  Lord  there  cnmo  to  my 
recollection  lliU  sentence  in  n  despntcli  of 
Ibe  Earl  of  Malmosbury  to  Sir  Janiea 
Hudson,  dated  the  20iU  of  Mny  : — 

"  II»r  Majeitj'e  GoTernment  b»vo  done  thtir 
utmoit,  within  the  bounds  of  frieodtf  repretenta- 
tion,  to  calm  tho  excitement  prcruiling  in  G«r- 
m.inr,  but  thej  have  not  feit  themselves  calle.i 
Upon  or  Rathariied  to  diMusde  the  German  SlaU-'B 
from  taking  such  measures  as  those  States  con- 
sidered to  be  necessary  for  the  maintennnce  -of 
their  several  interests  ;  for  Lho]'  could  not  assume 
ttiB  responsibilit}'  of  even  momll;  cunrnatei'iiiir 
them  ogoiiiBt  the  aientualities  of  tho  Italian  ' 


Now,  if  you  sanction  a  policy  which  gives 
advice  to  neutral  Potvcrs,  and  in  consc 
quence  of  tliat  advice  those  Powers  tak 
a  particular  course  which  inny  prove  lo 
them  u  disastrous  one,  jou  trill  find  that 
you  arc  inyolved  in  what  is  very  happily 
and  ocourntcly  called  at  least  a  moral  gun- 
rnntee  as  the  consequence  of  your  advice 
1  tliink,  therefore,  tlie  House  of  Comtiion>; 
trill  do  well  to  insist  on  the  preservation  of 
a  strict  nculrnlily,  nnd  not  to  favour  tlie 
pdvice  which  tlie  uuble  Lord  seems  anxioita 
to  give  to  tliose  Powers  at  present  occupy- 
ini;,  like  ourselves,  tlio  position  of  neutral 
Stales.  I  felt  it  uiy  duly  to  call  attention 
to  tlio  difference  between  the  quotation 
made  by  llio  noble  Lord  and  the  principle 
laid  doirn  in  tlio  quolntiou  which  I  have 
read,  and  trhich  appears  to  mo  of  such  im- 
portance that  the  ilouso  otight  jealously  to 


ratch  • 


LOHD  JOUN  KUSSELI..:  Ido  not  wish 
(o  enter  ngain  into  this  discussion,  but  1 
think  it  riglit  to  say  that  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  has  token  far  from  n  correct 
view  of  the  course  which  Uer  Mujestye 
Oorerittnent  Imve  pursued. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY. 
On  the  Motion  that  tho  House  do  go 
into  Committee  of  Supply, 

DEFENCES  OF  THE  HUMBEa. 

Ql'BSTlOS. 

LoBD  nOTHAM  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
tile  Secretary  of  Suto  for  War  his  inteii- 


!  tions  with  respect  to  the  defences  of  the 
river  Humber  ;  and  in  so  doing  to  refer  to 
'  a  report  made  to  the  Master  General  of 
^  the  Ordnance  in  1854  by  a  eommittee  of 
officers  appointed  to  inquire  into  tliat  sub- 
ject. He  asked  this  question  for  the  pur- 
piiEC  of  removing  a  misconception  which 
preirailed  on  this  subject.  lie  should  have 
inquired  into  this  matter  bad  he  now  beea 
silling  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
It  was  not  the  result  of  any  pressure  or 
locivl  apprehensioD,  but  he  made  the  io- 
quity  on  his  own  responsibility  and  in  con- 
sequence of  his  having  a  knowledge  of  th« 
luciility  to  which  he  referred,  and  because 
he  knew  the  opinion  of  tliose  most  able  to 
form  a  correct  opinion.  The  question  was 
uDl  purely  a  local  question,  but  one  inter- 
esting to  every  hon.  Member  whose  eon- 
atilucnts  were  engaged  iu  trade  and  com- 
merce with  tho  North  of  Europe.  In 
1;S52  lho  stato  of  tho  Humber  attracted 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Ordnance,- 
.itul  lho  then  Master  General  of  the  Ord- 
nn nee  considered  it  his  duty  to  appoint  a 
Ceinmiitee  to  inquire  into  the  matter.  Ue 
appointed  three  officers  welt  calculated 
from  their  position  to  form  a  correct 
iijiinion  upon  it.  One  was  &  colonel  of 
nrtiijery,  tlie  other  n  colonel  of  engineers, 
.nnd  the  third  a  captain  in  the  navy. 
Those  gentlemen  repaired  to  the  spot, 
iinulo  an  accurate  examination  iulo  the 
nmttcr  referred  to  them,  and  reported  upon 
ihc  subject  to  tho  Master  General  of  the 
Ordnance.  Atthough  lie  (Lord  Hotliam) 
lind  been  for  years  awaro  of  the  contents 
of  that  report,  be  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Friond  (the  Secretary  for  Wnr)  and  the 
llr>iige  would  understand  and  appreciate 
ilic  reasons  which  prevented  him  from 
;;uing  into  the  details  of  that  report.  Suf- 
lico  it  for  him  to  say,  that  of  the  recom- 
nendations  of  tlint  Commlltee  only  a  very 
.uinll  portion  had  been  adopted.  The 
|iivstion,  tliercfure,  ho  was  anxious  to  put 
van,  whether  it  was  his  intention  to  cause 
hat  report  to  be  carried  out.  He  would 
idd— and  no  one  would  dissent  from  the 
Eaiement  —  that  whatever  might  have 
)i;un  thought  nccessory  and  desirable  then 
:uLild  not  be  less  necessary  and  desirable 
low.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  should 
insn'cr  in  tho  affirmative,  of  course  he 
(Lord  Ilothani)  should  trouble  him  no 
■tlier  ;  but  if  his  answer  should  be  in 
)  negative  he  hoped  lio  would  not  object 
state  whether  ho  refused  to  carry  into 
uct  the  rcconimendatiuuB  of  that  Coin- 
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mittee  for  certain  rensons  of  bis  own  or 
through  financial  considorations.  If  tho 
answer  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  should  bo, 
as  ho  thought  it  would,  in  the  negative, 
he  should  reserve  to  himself  tho  right  of 
pressing  the  subject  when  the  House 
should  bo  in  Committee. 

Mr.  S.  HERBBRT  said,  it  was  quite 
true  that  in  1854  a  committee  of  officers 
had  made  a  report  recommending  certain 
defences  for  the  Ilumber.  Since  that  time 
— in  1858,  he  thought — a  further  inquiry 
had  been  mode,  owing  to  tho  impractica- 
bility of  carrying  into  effect  one  part  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Committee  of  1854.  It 
had  been  at  one  time  proposed  to  give  a 
great  armament  to  the  citadel  at  Hull  ; 
but  it  was  found  that  that  would  have  an 
injurious  effect  upon  the  docks  ;  therefore 
tho  plan  was  abandoned.  It  was  also 
found  that  the  citadel  stood  upon  ground 
that  did  not  belong  to  the  Crown,  and 
which  was  liable  to  be  sold.  But  in  1S58 
the  Committee  hnd  made  several  proposals 
for  the  defence  of  the  Humber.  One  of 
those  was  that  a*  battery  of  six  guns  should 
be  placed  on  the  right  bank  of  the  river. 
That  battery  was  now  completed.  In  tho 
last  Estimate  a  considerable  sum  had  been 
taken  by  his  predecessor  in  office  for  de- 
fending commercial  ports.  If  that  vote 
would  bear  a  portion  of  the  omount  being 
applied  to  Hull,  it  certainly  should  be  so 
applied.  No  one  would  underrate  the  im- 
mcnso  importance  of  Hull,  and  of  giving 
very  early  attention  to  it  ;  and  if  he  found 
that  he  could,  consistently  with  his  duty, 
appropriate  any  considerable  portion  of 
that  Vote  to  its  defence,  ho  would  do  so. 
On  the  other  hand,  ho  would  ask,  if  a  large 
number  of  guns  were  to  be  mounted  for 
the  defence  of  tho  mercantile  community 
in  Hull,  that  the  inhabitants  of  that  and 
other  places  should  contribute  something 
towards  the  expense.  He  hoped,  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord,  that 
he  might  consider  that  a  fair  bargain. 

General  PEEL  said,  that  although  a 

sum  of  £300,000  had  been  voted  for  the 

purpose  referred  to,  it  had  only  been  taken 

at  the  rate  of   about  £12,000  a  year  ; 

•0  1    i  it  would  require  twenty-five  years 

to  e     plete  all  those  defences.     It  would 

be        better  to  deeide  at  once  what  was 

»         '  to  be  expended,   and 

1        J  or  raise  it  in 

the  repayment 

..  1       of  no  use 

»f  erj  year. 


THE  AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY.— OUR  FOREIGN 
'  POLICY 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  A  question 
,  of  some  importance  has  been  raised  with 
'■■  regard  to  the  responsibility  which  the  Go- 
vernment is  said  to  have  incurred  in  giving 
advice  to  foreign  Governments  ;  and  it  has 
been  said  not  only  that  wo  ought  not  to 
adviso  other  States  to  refrain  from  increas- 
ing their  armaments — the  fact  being  that 
we  have  given  no  advice  of  the  kind-^but 
;  that  we  ought  nut  to  counsel  those  States 
'  to  remain  at  peace,  and  to  refrain  from  ex- 
tending the  ravages  of  war.     Now,  I  find 
the  following  advice  given  by  the  Earl  of 
;  Malmesbury  to  the  Confederation.     It  is 
\  contained  in  a  despatch  to  Sir  A.  Malet, 
(dated  May  I,  1859:— 

j  "  I  have  received  your  telegram  of  this  day,  bj 
which  it  appears  that  n  Motion  will  probably  bo 
made  to-morrow  in  the  Diet,  calliog  apon  the 
Confederation,  without  any  eatu$  fotdm$,  to  make 
common  cause  with  Austria.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment trust,  however,  that  the  answ«r  which  I 
immediately  returned  to  you  by  telegraph  may 
have  arrived  in  time  to  prevent  any  aaob  iU-ad« 
vised  stop  on  tho  part  of  the  Confederation,  and 
that  the  protest  which  I  have  instmoted  yon  to 
make  against  its  adoption,  and  the  warning  that 
j  I  have  desired  you  to  give,  that  if  Gramuuiy  should 
I  At  this  early  stage  involve  herself,  without  a  treaty 
obligation,  in  the  present  war,  she  would  have 
no  assistance  to  expect  from  England,  and  that 
without  such  assistance  her  coasts  would  be  ex- 
posed to  the  ravages  of  hostile  fleets  in  the  Baltic, 
will  deter  the  Diet  from  adopting  so  preoi^tate  a 
course,  which  would  at  once  extend  to  Eorops 
the  ravages  of  war,  which  every  friend  of  hnmaoity 
must  desire  to  see  confined,  if  possible,  to  the 
country  in  which  it  has  broken  out." 

Now  I  do  not  object  to  this  language, 
but  to  state  that  the  Earl  of  Malmes" 
bury  had  never  given  advice  to  any  foreign 
Power  to  maintain  an  attitude  of  neutrality, 
and  not  to  enter  into  war,  is  certainty  not 
to  put  a  fair  interpretation  on  the  language 
which  that  noble  Earl  has  used.  I  do  not 
think  I  have  employed  language  so  atroeg 
as  that  which  was  directed  to  the  Oerman 
Confederation  requesting  it  not  to  take 
part  in  the  present  contest  in  Italy,  and 
warning  the  German  States  thac^  if  tbey 
did  so  the  coasts  of  the  Baltio  would  be 
ravaged  by  a  foreign  Power. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  The  adriee  which 
the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  gave  in  thia  de- 
spatch is  very  frequency  given  by  him  ia 
the  course  of  the  papers  which  have  beea 
laid  before  the  House,  and  in  none  of  tliem 
more  strongly  than  in  that  from  which  I 
last  quoted.     Ho  there  aaya— 

*<  Her  Majesty's  Govomment  stnni|^  dsslsie 
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German  Powers.     Of  all   men,   the  late 
Ministry  are  the  last  persons  who  ought  to 
have  found  fault  with  our  proceedings  i 
this  particular. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  nohle  Lord  who 
has  just  spoken  seems  to  labour  under  the 
impression,  that  in  warning  Prussia  against 
ravages  in  the  Baltic,  we  were  speaking  of 
the  possible  policy  of  England. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  observed,  that  no- 
thing  could  more  completely  breathe  a 
spirit  of  neutrality  than  the  language 
which  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  had  em- 
ployed. 


that  Germany  should  not  be  iofloeneed  in  arriv- 
ing at  a  decision  then  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Diet,  by  any  hope  of  succour  from  this  coun- 
try." 

Now,  that  is  stronger  language  than  any 
which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  quoted  ; 
but  I  apprehend  from  the  language  used 
by  the  noble  Lord  himself,  that  he  has 
written  a  despatch  to  the  Court  of  Prussia, 
in  which  he  has  recommended  to  that  Court 
the  adoption  of  a  certain  line  of  policy. 
That,  hon.  Members  will  perceive,  is  a 
very  different  thing  from  giving  Prussia  to 
understand,  that  if  she  entered  into  war, 
she  must  not  expect  the  assistance  of  Eng- 
land. The  course  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  taken,  in  short,  I  do  not  conceive  to 
be  consistent  with  the  observance  of  a 
strict  and  impartial  neutrality;  while  all 
that  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  did,  was  to 
impress  upon  Prussia  the  conviction  that 
if  she  engaged  in  hostilities,  she  must  do 
80  on  her  own  responsibility. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  The  de  | 
spatch  of  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  which  > 
has  been  quoted  by  my  noble  Friend 
clearly  does  not  confiue  itself  to  an  inti- 
mation to  Prussia,  that  if  she  went  to  war 
she  must  not  count  upon  the  support  of 
England,  but  tells  her  she  must  reckon  on 
something  else — namely,  the  ravage  of  her 
coasts  in  the  Baltic.  The  charge  which 
was  made  against  my  noble  Friend  in  the 
early  part  of  this  discussion  was,  that  he 
bad  given  advice  to  the  German  Powers. 
On  the  other  hand,  ho  admitted  that  he 
had  simply  given  advice  to  Prussia,  dis- 
suading her  from  entering  into  the  war 
which  was  then  being  waged  in  Italy;  but 
tlie  charges  made  being  that  my  noble 
Friend  had  given  advice  to  the  German 
Powers,  he  proves  from  the  blue-books 
that  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  did  not 
merely  give  advice  to  the  Diet  to  abstain 
from  war,  but  pointed  out  the  course  it 
ought  to  pursue,  and  warned  it  of  the 
dangers  which  would  arise  if  it  pursued  a 
difierent  line  of  policy  from  that  which  the 
tirte  Government  had  shadowed  out.  The 
late  Government  protested  against  the 
steps  which  the  Diet  was  going  to  take, 
and  I  do  not  find  fault  with  them  for  hav- 
ing done  so.  I  think  they  acted  wisely 
in  the  course  which  in  that  respect  they 
pursued,  but  then  it  is  going  too  far  to 
Htm  round  upon  us  because  we  hnvc,  al- 
though only  in  a  modified  degree,  adopted  a 
similar  policy.  If  there  can  be  any  charge 
•gfttnst.  us,  it  is  on  the  scoro  thnt  we  have 
tot  protested  against  the  conduct  of  the 


LAW  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT 
(IRELAND).— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HASSARD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  what  course  he  proposes  to  take 
with  respect  to  the  Bills  for  the  adjustment 
of  the  relations  subsisting  between  Land- 
lords and  Tenants  in  Ireland,  of  which  he 
gave  notice  when  a  law  officer  of  the 
Crown. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  on  the  evo 
of  the  division  which  had  led  to  the  resig- 
nation of  the  late  Government  he  had  been 
asked  bv  a  certain  hon.  Gentleman  what 
course  he  proposed  to  take  in  reference  to 
the  subject  to  which  the  question  which 
had  just  been  put  to  him  related.     His  im- 
pression was,  however,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  addressed  to  him  that  in- 
quiry had  already  made  up  his  mind  as  to 
how  he  should  vote  on  tho  impending  divi- 
sion.    He  had,  nevertheless,  replied  to  tho 
inquiry  in  the  only  manner  in  which  ho 
could    consistently   with    truth,    and    had 
stated  that  the  late  Government  had  pro- 
pared  a  Bill,  or  rather  two  Bills,  on  the 
subject,  and  that,  in  accordance  with  tho 
instructions   which  ho   had    received,   he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  lay  them  within  a  few 
days  on  the  table  of  the  House.     He  had 
not,  however,  entered  into  any  discussion 
as  to  what  was  meant  by  the  words  •*  ten- 
ant compensation,**  for  probably  one  of  the 
compensations   they  would   expect  would 
have  been  compensation  for  paying  their 
rents.     The  House  wos  well  aware  what 
course  that  question  had  taken  in  Parlia- 
ment.     The  settlement  of  it  which  had 
been  proposed  in  1852  had  been  rejected. 
About   a  year   ago  a  certain  number  of 
gentlemen  had  waited  on  the  Earl  of  Derby, 
with  a  view  of  ascertaining  from  him  whe- 
ther his  Government  was  prepared  to  take 
tho  subject  into  their  consideration.     Ho 
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(Mr.  WhitcBide)  was  at  the  time  engaged 
in  carrying  through  the  House  the  import- 
ant measure  which  related  to  the  trnnsfcr 
of  land  in  Ireland,  and  he  would  tlien  have 
found  it  impossible  to  proceed  with  Bills 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  law  of  Landlord 
and  Tenant  in  that  country.  The  answer, 
thcrcforOt  which  had  been  returned  to  the 
gentlemen  to  whom  he  alluded  was  that 
the  Government  would  inquire  into  the 
question.  The  issue  was,  that  he  had  in 
the  course  of  last  autumn,  received  from 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  who  at  the  time 
was  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, an  authorized  statement  of  that 
which  tiie  Cabinet  would  be  prepared  to  do 
in  connection  with  the  subject.  He  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  had  as  a  consequence  applied 
to  the  gentleman  who  had  written  the  bent 
account  of  the  result  of  the  inquiry  of  1843, 
in  which  40,000  interrogatories  were  era- 
bodied,  and  Bills  were  prepared  providing 
for  the  settlement  of  the  question,  when 
the  House  was  pleased  to  give  that  vote 
which  rendered  further  progress  in  the 
matter  on  the  part  of  the  late  Government 
impossible.  He  believed  that  in  dealing 
with  the  question  ho  possessed  the  confi- 
dence of  the  gentry  of  Ireland  and  of  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ulster,  and  thinking  it 
was  possible  to  settle  it  in  a  satisfactory 
manner  he  had  devoted  his  best  endeavours, 
to  the  attainment  of  that  object.  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen,  to  show  their  great  in- 
terest in  the  subject,  deemed  it  their  duty, 
when  the  new  Government  was  but  a  few 
days  in  office,  to  ask  whether  they  proposed 
to  introduce  a  Bill  with  respect  to  it,  but 
he  should  remind  them  that  it  was  not  the 
most  agreeable  of  all  topics  for  discussion 
in  the  month  of  July,  and  that  it  could  not 
advance  the  views  which  they  proposed  in 
any  great  degree  to  put  questions  to  the 
noble  Viscount  opposite  at  the  wrong  time, 
and  when  thcv  must  know  that  no  advan- 
tage  could  result  from  the  inquiry.  A  sninll 
portion  of  the  Irish  Members  who  were 
Known  under  the  designation  of  the  "  in- 
dependent party*' had,  he  thought,  been 
used  rather  roughly  in  the  matter,  because 
they  ventured  to  support  the  loto  Govern- 
ment  against  t]»e  twent^'-one  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Members  who  voted  on  the  side  of 
the  noble  Viscount.  They  had  been  charg- 
ed with  giving  up  the  tenant-right  question. 
He,  however,  could  conscientiously  state 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dungarvan.  and  he  believed  the  hon.  Mem- 
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bars  for  Meath,  had  pri?ately  sought  for 
the  adjustment  of  the  question,  stating 
that  they  wanted  nothing  for  themselves, 
but  were  simply  desirous  that  a  subject  of 
great  importance  to  their  country  should 
be  satisfactorily  disposed,  of.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  had  even  gone  so 
far  as  to  bring  under  his  notice  the  case  of 
a  priest  who  had  been  dispossessed  of  his 
farm  without  adequate  compensation  for 
the  improvements  which  he  had  made  upon 
it  by  a  gallant  officer  who  had  returned  to 
take  possession  of  his  property  from  the 
Crimea.  That  case  had  come  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  but 
just  to  the  gallant  gentlemen  to  whom  he 
had  referred  to  state,  that  when  he  had 
become  aware  of  the  remarks  which  the 
learned  Judge  had  deemed  it  his  duty  to 
make  with  respect  to  it/  he  had  at  once 
written  to  offer  to  the  priest  the  restoration 
of  the  property  which  he  had  held.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  had  asked  him 
whether  the  measures  which  he  (Mr. White- 
side) proposed  to  introduce  would  meet  such 
a  case,  and  his  answer  had  been  that  he 
thought  they  would.  He  had  simply  to 
add  that  the  late  Government  had  done  all 
in  their  power  to  bring  about  a  Battlement 
of  the  question  of  Landlord  and  Tenant 
in  Ireland,  but  now  that  they  were  no 
longer  in  a  position  to  deal  with  it  satis- 
factorily, they  were  forced  to  resign  it  into 
the  hands  of  those  to  whom  it  bad  been 
confided  by  a  vote  of  that  House. 

Mh.  ESMONDS  said,  that  this  ques- 
tion, which  deeply  involyed  the  intereatsof 
Landlord  and  Tenant  in  Ireland,  was  not  a 
party  question,  ond  it  no  longer  stood  in 
the  same  position  as  formerly.  The  more 
violent  promoters  had  cooled  down,  and  ai 
the  principle  was  admitted  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  he  saw  no  reason  why  a  fair 
settlement  could  not  i>o  made,  lie  was 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Goo* 
tleman  who  had  just  spoken  was  too  patriO" 
tic  to  refuse  to  lay  the  Bill  which  lie  bad 
prepared  upon  the  table  for  the  benefit  of 
lion.  Members  and  of  the  present  GoTonn 
ment. 

iMit.  HENNESST:  I  avail  myself. 
Sir,  of  the  earliest  opportunity  that  has 
occurred  since  the  change  of  Govern- 
ment, to  express  my  regret  that  a 
party  vote  should  have  had  tho  effeet 
of  delaying,  and  perhaps  of  defeating 
for  some  years  to  come,  tho  setttemenft 
of  this  important  question.  I  confess  I 
have  heard  with  surprise  that  some  hoii* 
Members  have  expressed  a  doubt  as  to  tho 
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bond  fide  intentions  of  the  late  Ministers 
on  the  subject.  Nothing,  it  seems  to  me, 
could  have  been  more  explicit  than  the 
promise  made  by  the  late  Government.  The 
hond  fide  vifiiwxQ  of  that  promise  was  ren- 
dered evident  (if  indeed  any  extrinsic  proof 
was  necessary)  by  the  antecedents  of  the 
Government,  by  the  nature  of  certain  at- 
tacks made  upon  them  in  organs  of  the 
Liberal  party,  and  by  their  conduct  subse- 
quent to  that  promise.  The  friends  of  Te- 
nant Right  now  universally  acknowledg^e 
that  the  Bill  introduced  by  Lord  Derby's 
Administration  in  1852  was  in  every  re- 
spect an  admirable  3111,  and  even  the  pre- 
sent Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Deasy)  has  expressed  his  regret  that 
it  had  not  been  carried.  Many  Members 
will  doubtless  recollect  that  it  was  a  large 
body  of  Irish  Liberal  Members,  headed  by 
the  late  Mr.  John  Sadleir,  who  succeeded 
in  defeating  that  Bill.  Although  Lord 
Derby's  Government  was  overthrown,  the 
Members  of  that  Government  did  not  give 
up  the  question.  An  eminent  Member 
of  the  late  Cabinet,  Lord  Donoughmore, 
brought  in  two  Bills  on  the  subject  in  Fe- 
bruary, 1854.  Of  course  Lord  Donough- 
more*s  Tenant  Right  Bill  contained  com- 
pensation clauses.  Objection  was  taken 
to  it  on  that  very  ground.  A  Member  of 
the  present  Cabinet,  no  less  a  personage 
than  the  Lord  Chancellor,  objected  to 
any  sort  of  compensation  whatever.  That 
learned  Lord  distinctly  declared  that  '*even 
prospective  improvements  were  a  fit  sub- 
ject for  contract,  and  not  of  legislation." 
Another  Liberal  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord 
Cranworth)  also  declared  that,  in  his  opin- 
ion, ''the  noble  Earl's  measure  went  a 
great  deal  beyond  what  was  just."  When 
Lord  Derby's  Government  was  again  re- 
stored to  ofiice,  a  deputation  waited  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  urge  upon 
him  the  necessity  of  a  Tenant  Right  Bill. 
The  conversation  which  the  Members  of  the 
deputation  had  the  honour  of  holding  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
was  directed  altogether  to  the  subject  of 
compensation  for  improvements.  Referring 
to  that  conversation,  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  stated,  in  a  few  days 
after,  that  the  Government  were  determined 
to  settle  the  question  in  a  manner  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  Irish  people. 
On  the  hustings  of  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
referred  to  the  Bill  which  Lord  Derby's 
Cabinet  had  sanctioned.  He  stated  dis- 
tinctly that  when  the  Bill  became  law  it 
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would  hnve  the  effect  of  preventing  a  re" 
currence  of  cases  such  as  those  to  which 
reference  has  already  been  made,  where 
tenants  are  evicted  and  arc  refused  com- 
pensation for  their  improvements.  He 
actually  described — as  an  example  of  the 
action  of  the  Bill  in  this  respect — a  case 
in  which  a  priest  was  refused  compensation 
for  his  outlay  on  land,  and  he  stated  that 
the  Bill  would  provide  a  remedy  for  all 
such  cases.  The  organs  of  the  liberal 
party  in  the  press  assailed  thelftte  Govern- 
ment for  their  Tenant  Right  sympathies. 
The  Saturday  Beview  said,  that  "  Lord 
Derby's  Government  was  the  only  Govern- 
ment that  ever  had  the  audacity  to  sanction 
Tenant  Right."  Such  was  the  position  of 
the  case  when  Parliament  met.  Hardly  had 
the  House  assembled  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer informed  the  Irish  Members  that  the 
very  first  Bill  to  be  introduced  after  the  finan- 
cial statement  were  the  Irish  Tenant  Right 
Bill.  Surely  under  such  circumstances  it  was 
not  unnatural  that  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
who  had  at  heart  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
tenant,  and  who  indeed  value  those  inter- 
ests more  than  they  value  the  party  inter- 
ests  in  this  House,  should  have  given  the 
late  Government  some  support  on  a  vote 
of  want  of  confidence,  taken  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address.  What  was  the  re- 
sult of  that  party  move  ?  I  have  heard  with 
deep  regret  the  answer  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  present  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  has  given  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  late  Government  had  a  Cabi- 
net measure  prepared.  The  present  Go* 
vernment  arc  not  even  ready  to  promise 
a  Bill  of  any  kind  this  Session.  We  are 
now  informed  that  the  subject  will  be  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
Administration  after  the  present  Session 
has  closed.  If  they  determine  on  a  Bill, 
they  will  report  their  deliberations  to  the 
Cabinet.  The  Cabinet  will  then  proceed 
to  consider  the  subject  ;  and  it  is  pos- 
sible that  the  Government  may  be  in  a 
position  to  promise  a  measure  of  some 
sort  or  another  next  Session.  The 
Tenant  Right  question  is  by  far  the 
most  important  in  relation  to  Irish  inter- 
ests which  has  been  agitated  for  many 
years.  I  earnestly  hope  the  present  Go- 
vernment will  deal  with  it  more  speedily 
than  they  appear  at  present  to  think  ex« 
pedient.  I  can  assure  them  it  is  a  ques- 
tion, the  urgency  of  which  cannot  be  over- 
rated. But,  whatever  course  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  advisers  may  adopt,  J  feel 
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confident  of  this,  that  when  the  people  of 
Ireland  know  what  has  occurred,  they  will 
feel  grateful  to  those  Irish  Members  who 
fotcd  a  few  niglits  ago  in  favour  of  the  late 
Government. 

TDE  DOCKYARD  COMMISSION. 
QUESnox. 

Mb.  EINGLAKE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  when  the  Report  of  the  Dockyard  Com- 
mission, which  he  understood  contained 
some  statements  of  a  startling  character 
with  respect  to  management  of  the  Dock- 
yards, would  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BA-RINQ  remarked,  that 
there  was  a  Vote  in  the  Navy  Estimates  for 
the  new  Dovor  contract ;  and  if  that  were 
voted  to-night  the  House  would  be  affirm- 
ing the  contract.  He  apprehended  that 
the  House  would  much  prefer  waiting  to 
have  the  Report  of  the  Contracts  Commis- 
sion before  they  gave  such  affirmation.  He 
brought  the  subject  last  night  before  the 
consideration  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  told  him  that  it  should  be 
considered  by  the  Admiralty  ;  and  he  hoped 
now  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord  in  his  re- 
ply to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  Vote  would  not  be 
called  for  till  the  Contract  Commission 
should  have  reported  on  that  particular 
contract. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  that 
in  answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridgewater,  he  had  to 
state  that  the  Dockyard  Commission  had 
reported,  and  that  their  Report  had  been 
printed  ;  but  it  was  now  before  the  Com- 
mission for  correction.  Before  it  was  pre- 
sented to  the  House  it  would  be  laid  before 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  it  would  bo  for 
them  to  lay  it  on  the  table  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Previously,  however,  to  this 
being  done,  ho  thought  it  likely  that  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  would  be  desirous  of 
receiving  some  communication  from  the 
Surveyor  of  the  Navy,  which  he  under- 
stood the  Surveyor  was  desirous  of  making 
on  the  Report.  As  soon  as  these  matters 
had  been  attended  to,  he  believed  the  Re- 
port would  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth,  relative  to 
the  packet  vote,  ho  thought  it  unlikely  that 
it  would  come  on  to-night  for  discussion  ; 
but  if  it  was  tlio  wish  of  the  House  that 
that  vote  should  be'  postponed.  Her  Ma- 
jetty's  Government  would  not  object. 

Sm  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  ho  was 
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fearful,  from  what  the  House  had  joat 
heard,  that  a  considerable  delay  would  take 
place  before  the  Report  of  the  Dockyard 
Commission  was  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. It  was  one  of  those  Reports  which 
he  alluded  to  in  the  early  part  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  which  he  had  promised  to  lay  on 
the  table  as  early  as  possible.  Other  Re- 
ports which  he  had  promised  had  not  been 
delayed ;  and  he  much  regretted  the  un- 
foreseen delay  which  had  occorred  in  the 
preparation  of  this  Report,  on  the  very  im- 
portant subject  of  the  expenditure  of  large 
sums  of  money  in  labour  in  our  Dockyards. 
The  first  part  of  the  answer  he  did  not 
clearly  understand.  He  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  said  that  the  Commission  had 
reported,  that  the  Report  had  been  referred 
to  the  Admiralty,  and  that  the  Admiralty 
had  referred  it  to  their  Surveyor.  He  was 
afraid,  then,  he  most  infer  that  a  con- 
siderable delay  would  take  place,  but  he 
hoped  no  unnecessary  delay  would  occur 
before  the  papers  reached  the  table  of  the 
House. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY.— THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

House  in  Committee. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET :  Sir,  I 
rise  to  submit  to  you  these  very  lai^ 
Navy  Estimates.  At  all  times  it  woold  be 
somewhat  difficult  for  a  Gentleman  who 
had  only  been  a  very  few  days  in  a  public 
department  at  once  to  take  up  the  Esti- 
mates of  the  Session.  But,  over  and  above 
that,  it  does  so  happen  that  these  Esti- 
mates are  of  an  unusually  complicated 
character.  Many  of  the  items  in  these 
Estimates  are  in  fact  not  only  original  Es- 
timates, but  they  have  extraordinary  Es- 
timates attached  to  them,  and  Sapplemen- 
tary  Estimates  on  the  top  of  all.  do  that, 
upon  several  of  the  Votes,  we  shall  have  to 
consider  three  distinct  classes  of  Estimates. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  hope  I  may 
claim  the  indulgence  of  the  Committee; 
and  if  I  fail  in  giving  a  proper  explanation 
of  the  various  items,  the  Committee,  I  am 
sure,  will  feel  that  it  is  not  from  want  of 
tho  desire  to  give  every  possible  iofbrma- 
tion  in  my  power,  but  that  it  is  simply 
from  the  fact  of  my  not  having  yet  had 
time  to  make  myself  thoroughly  acquaint- 
ed with  the  subject.  Before  I  proceed  to 
plunge  into  this  mass  of  figures  I  think  the 
Committee  will  be  interested,  and  that  I 
shall  only  be  doing  my  duty,  if,  in  a  few 
words,  I  endeavour  to  make  them  tho- 
roughly acquainted  with  the  ezaet  stake  of 
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our  naval  force  at  the  present  time.     I  de- 
sire to  show  you  what  forces  we  have  ready 
for  the  defence  of  our  coasts  if  any  unfor- 
tunate circumstances  shouhl  arise  in  which 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  country  de- 
mand that  we  should  engage  in  hostilities. 
I  wish  to  show  what  we  possess  in  effec- 
tive ships,  what  we  possess  in  reserve,  and 
what  we  possess  in  ships  huilding,  or  in 
course  of  construction,  and  in  short  to  show 
the  Committee  what  is  in  reality  the  pre- 
sent state  of  our  naval  property.     I  will 
first  of  all  allude  to  the  ships  which  we 
have  now  in  commission.     It  will.be  for 
the  Committee  to  decide  as  to  what  con- 
stitutes a  sufficient  defence  of  your  coasts. 
Some  will  tell  you,  and  my  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend   the  Member  for   Southwark 
(Sir  Charles  Napier)  is  of  that  opinion^- 
that  yon  ought  never,  under  any  circum- 
stances, to  be  without  a  very  strong  naval 
force  actually   in   the  Channel.      Others 
think  that  it  is  much  more  advantageous 
that  that  which  you  call  your  home  squa- 
dron should  not  be  conGned  to  these  waters, 
but  should  cruise  in  the  Bay  of  Biscay, 
which  would  afford  it  a  more  enlarged  field 
of  operation.     That,  however,  is  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  decide  according  to  their  own 
opinions.     My  humble  opinion  as  a  naval 
man  is,  that  for  all  circumstances  in  the 
defence  of  our  shores  we  may  consider  that 
vessels  anywhere  in  the  Mediterranean  and 
along  the  coast  of  Portugal  are,  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes,  available  for  the  defence 
of  our  coast  in  the  event  of  war.     Feeling 
this,  I  am  now  going  to  show  you  what 
you  have  got  in  commission  at  home  and 
in  the  Mediterranean,  and  these  two  forces 
combined,  form,  in  my  opinion,  what  may 
be  called  your  available  force  for  the  de- 
fence of  your  coasts.     Now,  we  have  in 
commission  at  home  twelve  sail  of  the  line, 
all  screw  ships,  and  in  the  Mediterranean 
fourteen  sail  of  the  line;  making  a  total  of 
twenty-six  steam  ships  of  the  line  in  com- 
mission.    Those  ships  which  are  on  the 
home  station,  especially  those  which  have 
been   very   lately   commissioned,   are,    of 
coarse,  not  fully  manned  ;  but,  whatever 
faults  we  may  find  with  the  scheme  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite,  the  late  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  with  regard  to  the 
late  proclamation  respecting  a  bounty,  if 
the  success  of  a  measure  is  to  be  a  test  of 
its  merits,  at  least  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
that  measure  has  been  attended  with  con- 
siderable success,  as  far  as  it  has  gone. 
The  ships  which  have  been  most  recently 
put  in  commission  are  natui*ally  not  fully 


manned,  but  with  regard  to  the  bulk  of 
the  great  squadron  which  I  am  about  to 
enumerate,  they  may  in  truth,  for  all  prac- 
tical purposes,  be  considered   as   vessels 
fully  armed  and  fully  manned,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  which  have  just  been  com- 
missioned, and  in  all  respects  ready  for 
service.     I  have  said,  then,  that  we  have 
twelve  sail  of  screw  ships  of  the  line  in 
the   Channel   and  fourteen  in  the  Medi- 
terranean,  making  a  total   of  twenty-six 
sail   of  the    line   in   commission.      With 
frigates  We  are  not  quite  so  well  suppli- 
ed.    We  have  twelve  screw  frigates  and 
one  paddle  frigate  on  the  home  station, 
making    together    thirteen  ;    and   in  the 
Mediterranean  two  screw  frigates  and  one 
paddle,  together   three.      Then   with   re- 
gard to  corvettes,  sloops,  and  gun  yessds, 
I  should  wish  to  state  that,  with  a  view  to 
making  these  statements  perfectly  clear  to 
all,  oven  those  who  have  not  an  intimate 
knowledge  of  naval  matters,  I  have  sim- 
plified this  as  much  as  I  possibly  could. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  acquainted  with 
naval  affairs   know  that  there  are  a  vast 
number  of  intermediate  classes  of  vessels, 
and  to  those  who  desire  further  information 
I  can  give  it;  but  I  think  it  will  bo  more 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Committee  if  I 
make  but  these  three  classifications — line- 
of-battle  ships,  frigates,  and  .corvettes,  in- 
cluding in  the  last  sloopsf  and  a  variety  of 
sized  vessels.     The  Committee  will  then 
thoroughly  understand  what  is  our  actual 
force  in   commission.      Of  corvettes  and 
sloops,  then,  we  have  6  screw  at  home  and 
26  paddle,  making  together  32  ;  whilst  in 
the  Mediterranean  we  have  10  screw  and 
9  paddle  ;  together,  19.     The  grand  total 
of  our  force  at  home  and  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean amounts  to  106  vessels  in  commis- 
sion, besides  a  force  of  gunboats  which  a(e 
constantly  varying  in  number,  and  moving 
about  here  and  there.     In  addition  to  the 
106  steamships  in  commission  in  the  Chan- 
nel and   in  the   Mediterranean,  we   have 
ships  on  other  stations  all  over  the  world, 
for   the  protection  of  our  commerce  and 
our  Colonies  ;  not  such  a  force,  indeed,  as 
would  be  necessary  in  the  event  of  war 
still  sufficient  for  all  the  purposes  of  peace. 
In  fact  the  total  of  our  ships  in  commis- 
sion,   including  sailing  vessels,   is  abont 
200.     Now   that  constitutes  what  I  term 
our  first   line  of  defence,  of   which  the 
more   important  part  consists  of  the  26 
line-of>battle  ships.     I  come  next  to  what 
constitutes  our  second  line  of  defence.    At 
this  moment  we  have  nineblockships  which 
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are  mnnned  by  coastguard  men,  and  which 
though  not  ships  of  the  line  are  doing  good 
service  to  the  country  by  inducing  sailors 
to  join  the  fleet.     They  are  era  ployed  in 
cruising  about  our  coasts.     Being  vessels 
of  light  draught  of  water,  they  can   get 
into  ports  which  heavy  ships  could  not  en- 
ter, and,  in  fact,  they  are  performing  a 
most  useful  service  as  nurseries  and  re- 
cruiting ships  for  the  fleet.     I  know  that 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Charles 
Napier)    entertains    great  contempt    for 
these  coastguard  ships.     I  believe  he  con- 
siders that  they  had  better  be  put  behind 
the  fire  and  burnt  as  useless.  [Sir  Charles 
Napier  :  No,  no  !]     I  can  only  tell  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  I  should  be 
sorry  if  these  ships  were  not  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  as  valuable  vessels  for 
our  coast  defences.     Some  of  the  lot  are 
in  very   fair  condition  ;    and  by  a  slight 
alteration  in    their  masting  I  believe  we 
shall  make  them  very  valuable  ships  in- 
deed.    In  accordance  with  what  has  been 
often  recommended  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  who  is  really  a  very  high  authority, 
and  whose  opinions  I  am  sure  are  greatly 
respected  at  the  Admiralty,  it  is  proposed 
by  the  Board  that  there  should  bo  placed 
in  the  principal  ports  of  the  kingdom  three 
efficient  line-of-battte  ships  as  the  head- 
quarters of  the  coastguard  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  coast ;  the  coastguard  ships 
being  meanwhile  retained  for  the  purpose 
of  training  and  exercising  the  coast  volun- 
teers ;  it  being  found  that  the   constant 
friction  of  heavy   guns   on  the  decks   of 
vessels  did  a  great  deal  of  damage,  and 
speedily  unfitted   them  for  the  duties  of 
effective  ships  of  war.     I  cannot,  in  fact, 
speak  too  highly  of  these  blockships,  and 
1   trust  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  will 
not  be  too  hard  upon  them.     Besides  the 
bandiness  of  the  vessels  in  getting  in  and 
out  of   port,    and  their  qualifications  for 
drilling  the  men,  it  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  men  on  board  of  them  are  ac- 
quainted with  everybody  in   the  locality. 
They  do  what  was  suggested  to  the  Ad- 
miralty the  other  day  ;  they  give  dinners 
of  plum-pudding  and  roast  beef  to  the  in- 
habitants  of  the  ports  on  Sundays,  and 
thus  induce  a  number  of  men  to  join  the 
fl«ei.     [Sir  Charles  Napier  :  When  they 
eome  on  board  to  eat  the  roast  beef  and 
plnm-poddiDg.]     There  is  no  doubt  that 
tiiese  blockships  do  a  great  deal  of  service, 
and  I  trust  they  will  not  be  depreciated  as 
•portioQ  of  our  reserve  or  second  line  of 
.MNiMe.    Bat  there  is  a   more  powerful 
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reserve  than  they,  which  would  be  avail- 
able in  the  course  of  a  very  few  days  in 
the  event  of  an  emergency  arising.  We 
have  on  shore  at  the  present  moment,  at 
the  various  coastguard  stations,  not  less 
than  3,400  active,  first-rate  seamen,  most 
of  whom  entered  the  navy  during  late 
years,  served  in  the  Baltic  and  Black  Sea, 
and  afterwards  went  into  the  coastguard. 
Moreover,  attached  to  them  is  a  body  of 
coastguard  volunteers,  of  whom  there  are 
at  this  moment  upwards  of  6,000  enrolled. 
Great  differences  of  opinion  undoubtedly 
prevailed  with  regard  to  the  value  of  these 
coastguard  volunteers.  Some  persons  say 
that  they  will  come  forward  to  a  man  when- 
ever wanted ;  whilst  others  say  that  they 
will  make  a  poor  show;  but  the  result  of  the 
experience  of  an  excellent  officer,  who  has 
been  at  the  head  of  the  coastguard  service, 
is  now  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  has 
paid  great  attention  to  this  subject  —  I 
mean  Commodore  Eden — is,  that  you  may 
count  upon  deriving  from  this  body  at  any 
moment — as  fast  as  the  telegraph  and  rail- 
way can  bring  them  to  your  ports  crews 
for  twelve  line-of-battle  ships.  This,  then, 
is  no  doubt  a  powerful  reserve  of  seamen. 
Besides  these,  we  have  a  number  of  marines 
and  boys  who  are  under  instmctiont  and 
will  soon  be  ready  for  service.  The  gene- 
ral result  is,  that  we  have  got,  first  of  all 
the  force  of  ships  which  1  call  the  first 
line  of  defence.  We  have  next  got  the  9 
blockships,  which  form  the  second  line  of 
defence,  and  the  3,400  coastgoards-men, 
and  the  6,000  coast  volanteera,  whom  Com- 
modore Eden  considers  yon  can  always  rely 
upon.  His  opinion  is  that  yon  may  also 
make  certain  of  each  one  of  the  coastguard 
bringing  his  friend  under  his  arm;  The 
next  question  is,  what  ships  we  have  got 
to  put  them  into  ;  and  here  I  must  pay  a 
compliment  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Droitwich  (Sir  J.  Pakington), 
because  I  certainly  shall  be  able  to  show 
that  the  construction  of  ships  during  the 
present  year  is  really  something  stupen- 
dous— something  marvelloos  even  for  this 
country.  I  have  attempted  to  show  yea 
what  you  have  in  men  ;  I  now  proceed  to 
state  what  ships  you  have  to  pat  these 
men  into  in  the  event  of  an  emergenej. 
At  this  moment  you  have  10  sail  of  the 
line  ready  for  commission ;  jon  will  have 
3  more  in  the  course  of  the  aatomn.  Ton 
have  also  1  under  repair ;  so  that  the  total 
of  your  screw  ships  of  the  line  abeadj 
built  is  40.  Ton  have,  in  addition  to  thesSy 
10  ships  of  the  line  baildtng,  and  6  in  jnh 
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cess  of  conversiou.  Thus  the  grand  total 
is  56  ships  of  the  line,  of  which,  by  the 
end  of  the  present  financial  jear,  we  hope 
that  50  will  be  afloat.  I  am  now  about  to 
depart  a  little  from  the  usual  rules  of  the 
Admiralty.  I  know  there  is  a  great  dis- 
like on  the  part  of  Boards  of  Admiralty  to 
look  into  the  future.  They  readily  tell  you 
of  what  has  been  done  ;  but  they  are  al- 
ways guarded  when  speaking  of  the  future, 
for  fear  they  may  not  be  able  to  do  what 
they  wish  to  do.  I  am  willing  to  admit 
that  it  is  impossible  for  any  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty to  tell  you  distinctly  and  exactly 
what  it  will  do  in  the  current  year.  The 
navy  is  subject  to  many  and  various  con- 
tingencies which  cannot  be  always  fore- 
seen, but,  as  a  general  rule,  I  believe 
that  if  a  little  more  system,  a  little  more 
•method  is  introduced  into  these  matters, 
you  will  arrive  at  a  very  fair  average  of 
the  number  of  men  that  you  require  for 
your  repairs,  and,  consequently,  that  you 
will  not  be  obliged  to  take  the  men  who 
are  building  ships,  and  put  them  upon  the 
repairs  of  others.  This  is  one  of  the  ques- 
tions which  the  noble  Duke  the  First  Lord 
and  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  have 
taken  into  their  consideration ;  and  believ- 
ing, as  I  do,  that  there  will  be  no  serious 
transfer  of  hands  in  the  building  depart- 
ment, I  think  I  am  justified  in  stating  to 
the  House  what  ships  we  hope  to  build  in 
the  course  of  the  present  financial  year.  I 
trust  and  believe,  then,  that  by  the  end  of 
the  financial  year  we  shall  have  50  ships 
of  the  line  afloat,  37  frigates,  and  140  cor- 
vettes, sloops,  gun*vessels,  and  other  ves- 
sels of  that  class.  The  50  Bail  of  the  line 
are  independent  of  the  9  blockships.  I 
have  now  told  the  Committee,  as  far  as  I 
am  able  to  do  so,  what  is  your  force  of 
men  and  what  your  force  of  ships  ;  and 
this  constitutes  the  present  preparation  for 
the  defence  of  the  coasts  of  this  country, 
but  let  no  one  for  a  moment  suppose  that 
this  represents  the  entire  force  of  England 
upon  the  seas.  Why,  Sir,  we  have  got — 
I  take  it  from  a  Return  which  was  moved 
for  a  few  days  ago  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Penryn  (Mr.  T.  G.  Baring) — 
159  steam  vessels  over  1,000  tons  each, 
and  72  between  1,000  and  700  tons  each, 
together  231  merchant  steam  vessels,  most 
of  which  might  be  quickly  adapted  to  carry 
Armstrong  guns,  and  thus  prove  a  most 
valuable  addition  to  the  defences  of  the 
country.  There  is  yet  another  source  from 
which  we  can  very  largely  increase  our 
navy  at  any  moment  with  regard  to  ships. 


and  that  is  our  commercial  yards.  Here 
is  another  Return  which  1  think  will  be 
interesting  to  the  Committee,  according  to 
which  there  are,  in  addition  to  the  ship- 
wrights employed  in  the  Royal  Dockyards 
about  10,000  shipwrights  in  Great  Britain. 
Now,  it  is  an  old  shipwright's  maxim  that 
1,000  shipwrights  can  build  eight  men-of- 
war  of  1,000  tons  each  in  twelve  months, 
consequently  10,000,  which  is  the  number 
that  we  have  in  the  commercial  yards^in 
this  country,  could  build  80  corvettes  of 
1,000  tons  in  twelve  months,  or  at  the  rate 
of  between  six  and  seven  per  month,  la 
the  event  of  our  being  pressed  for  ships, 
then,  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that, 
with  a  certain  number  of  months'  start — 
say  three  or  four — we  might  build  half  a 
dozen  of  these  very  heavy  corvettes  per 
month  in  our  merchants'  yards  over  and 
above  what  we  could  build  in  the  Royal 
Dockyards  ;  and  your  steam  machinery  is 
in  proportion.  My  object  in  stating  these 
facts  for  the  consideration  of  the  Commit- 
tee is  to  show  what  1  think  the  public  are 
extremely  anxious  to  know — whether  our 
navy  is  really  in  a  state  which  befits  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  this  country,  and  I 
believe  I  may  answer  that  by  saying  that 
our  navy  is  in  a  state  which  befits  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  country.  I  do 
not  say  that  we  should  not,  in  the  event  of 
war,  have  to  call  for  additional  men.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  they  would  be  required, 
inasmuch  as  at  present  we  are  within  2,000 
men  of  the  whole  number  voted.  In  fact, 
the  Government  have  no  power  to  commis- 
sion any  more  ships  than  we  have  now  in 
commission,  but  my  firm  belief  as  to  ships 
is,  that  we  have  enough  ready,  or  nearly 
ready,  in  the  event  of  an  emergency,  to 
justify  us  in  asking  for  a  considerable  ad- 
dition to  the  number  of  men.  Having,  to 
the  best  of  my  limited  ability,  stated  what 
is  our  present  condition  with  regard  to 
the  fleet,  1  shall  now  endeavour  to  make 
these  very  large  and  very  complicated 
Estimates  intelligible  to  the  Committee. 
Now,  1  will  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  turn 
their  attention  to  that  portion  of  the 
Naval  Estimates  which  contains  the  sup- 
plementary votes.  It  will  be  observed  that 
the  four  first  Votes  of  the  original  Esti- 
mates have  all  been  taken,  and,  therefore, 
it  would  not  be  necessary  that  1  should 
advert  to  them  on  the  present  occasion  ; 
but  as  there  are  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
present  who  were  not  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, [  think  it  would  be  right  to  give 
them  some  information  upon  Vote  Ko.  1,  as 
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to  the  numbers  takeu  under  tbc  urigina]  and  '  those  seamen  who  belonged  to 
Supplementary  Estiniatetf.  Tlic  original  Navy  before  that  bounty  was  ( 
Vote  was  for  47.000  seanu-n  ;  the  supple-  '  far  as  the  army  and  marines 
mentary  Estimate  which  we  urc  now  con-  cerned,  no  objection  has  erer  I 
sidering  proposes  an  increase  of  6,000  men,  \  to  the  bounty  system.  There  ii 
making  a  total  of  55,400  sentncn,  including  '  the  constant  practice ;  there  has 
the  coastguard.  With  regaiil  to  marines,  dual  but  a  continuous  growth  of 
the  original  number  was  ij,OuO ;  and  an  every  man  has  received  the  bou 
increase  has  since  been  proposed  of  2,U00,  has  varied  in  amount  only  in 
making  a  total  of  17,000.  It  will,  there- .  with,  if  I  may  use  the  term,  I 
fore,  be  seen  that  the  grand  total  of  seamen  price,  increasing  or  lessening  i 
and  marines,  including  the  coastguard,  at .  may  be.  But  in  the  navy  it  hi 
present  estimated,  is  72,400.  Now,  Sir,  usual  of  late  years  to  give  any  I 
the  first  item  in  this  Tote  No.  1  is  the  has  therefore  become  necessai 
usual  charge  for  wages  ;  it  is,  therefore.  Majesty's  Government  to  take 
nnnecessary  to  remark  upon  that.  The  '  sideration  the  case  of  those  w 
second  item  is  £13,000  for  an  increase  of ;  have  not  participated  in. this  be 
pay  to  seamen  gunners,  and  this  has  been  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  i 
inserted  in  accordance  with  the  recommen-  j  1853,  I  think  it  was  the  16th  i 
dations  of  the  Royal  Commission  upon  Victoria,  it  was  enacted  that  i: 
manning  the  Navy.  Items  three  and  four  was  offered  to  volunteers  for  the 
are  to  meet  the  increased  pay  to  officers  original  seamen  should  haye  no 
and  chaplains  of  the  Royal  Navy.  Now  1  ever  to  participate  in  such  a  gra 
for  one,  and  I  believe  the  feeling  to  be  fore  in  the  present  instance  tfa 
general,  opprove  of  this  act  of  considera-  legal  claim  to  participation.  Bi 
tion  and  justice  on  the  part  of  the  late  Go-  jesty*s  Government,  considering 
Temment  towards  these  valuable  officers,  quite  a  new  thing  in  the  navy, 
bat  I  am  bound  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Ba-  over,  the  excessire  amoont  of  t 
ronet  the  Member  for  Droitwich  (Sir  John  ond  I  cannot  describe  it  in  stron 
Pakington)  that  I  do  think  he  would  have  than  by  stating  the  fact  that  it 
pursued  a  more  just  course  if,  while  con-  £10,  a  suit  of  clothes,  and  beddi 
aidering  their  claims,  he  had  olso  paid  ot-  '  man — 

tention  to  the  claims  of  those  in  every  way        Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  : 
equally  entitled  to  consideration,  namely,    tinuous-serrice  men  only, 
the  paymasters,  masters,  and  engineers.;      Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER:  \ 
I  tmst,  however,  that  the  present  Board    mess  utensils. 
of  Admiralty  will  examine  into  the  position       Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET 
of  these  officers,  and  if  necessary  be  able   ing  the  excessive  amount  of  tba 
to  supply  any  shortcomings  in  that  respect,    men,  who,  although  they  are  al 
The  next  amount  is  for  good-cooduct  pay, !  are  really  very  inferior  to  th< 
and  allowances  to  petty  officers  after  pro-  \  man  of- war *s  seamen  in   their 
motion.     This  again  is  granted  in  accord- ;  perform  the  various  duties  of  t 
ance  with  a  recommendation  of  the  Royal '  Majesty's  Government  think  t 
Commission.    These  petty  officers  were,  in  '  in  which  it  has  placed  those  nn 
fact,  in  a  worse  condition  with  respect  to  i  ference  to  their  comrades  aire 
good-conduct  badg^es  than  when  they  were   service  is  one  not  altogether  of 
the  able  seamen  themselves.     Then  comes   tory  nature.     Now,  it  is  right 
a  sum  of  £31,000  to  provide  a  bounty  for   these  men  have  not  uttered  o: 
s  seamen  volunteering  their  services  in  the  '  complaint.     Their  conduct  has 

Bojal  Navy.  Sir,  this  question  of  bounty  '  in  the  extreme.  I  have  been  ai 
involves  considerations  very  importantly  '  the  fact,  that  so  far  as  I  am  a' 
■feeling  the  Royal  Navy.  There  cannot  has  not  been  one  word  of  du 
be  a  doubt  that  in  a  great  emergency  it  is  '  complaint  uttered  in  any  ship  ii 
parfeetlj  justifiable  for  the  Govcrnmcut  to  Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Gcvemmen 
gm  a  bounty  as  an  inducement  for  seamen  •  solved  to  deal  generously  with 
to  enter  the*  service.  Whether  that  oxi- ''  I  am  not  at  this  moment  enal 
genej  has  arisen  it  is  not  for  mc  in  my  the  details  of  the  measure  that 
■nbordinate  position  to  assert.  But  this  I  to  be  carried  out.  A  Privy  ( 
ie  ieji  that  it  is  perfectly  iuipo&&ible  to  hold  to-day,  and  an  Order  mad 
~'  taking  into  consideration  the  case  of  '  subject  will  be  issued  to-mecv 
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think  it  is  advisable  that  I  should  not  enter 
into  any  details  further  than  to  state  that 
a  portion  of  this  bounty,  in  proportion  to 
the  position  which  these  men  hold,  either 
as  able  seamen,  ordinary  seamen  or  second* 
class  ordinary  seamen,  will  be  granted  to 
them  upon  certain  conditions.  I  would 
gladly  state  those  conditions,  and  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  granted,  but  I  need 
only  say  that  my  belief  is,  that  the  boon 
will  be  received  throughout  the  fleet  with 
gratitude  and  joy.  But,  Sir,  I  must  say 
that  I  think  this  general  question  of  bounty 
is  one  that  any  Government  ought  very 
carefully  to  consider  before  they  again 
resort  to  it.  I  cannot  see  what  circum- 
stances occurred  in  the  month  of  April, 
when  this  Proclamation  was  issued,  to 
justify  the  proceeding.  That  Proclama- 
tion I  think  had  rather  the  air  of  an 
ukase  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  than  a 
measure  undertaken  by  the  Government  of 
a  constitutional  country,  and  I  think  that 
Parliament  should  have  been  consulted, 
before  a  measure  so  fraught  with  great 
and  important  consequences  to  the  welfare 
of  the  Royal  Nary  was  decided  upon. 
Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  impart  a  piece  of  in- 
formation  which  will  be  found  very  interest- 
ing, and  I  think  I  may  say  yery  amusing. 
It  is  a  return  showing  the  difference  be- 
tween the  results  obtained  by  the  present 
system  of  manning  the  Navy,  and  those 
arrived  at  in  the  horrible  days  of  impress- 
ment. It  shows  the  number  of  men  who 
were  pressed  into  the  service,  and  the 
number  of  those  who  deserted  during  the 
years  1811,  1812,  and  1813,  which  were 
the  three  last  years  of  the  period  during 
which  that  system  was  pursued.  There 
were  pressed  into  the  service  29,405,  while 
the  number  of  those  who  deserted  was 
27,300.  So  that  the  total  gain  to  the 
country  during  those  three  years  by  im- 
pressment was  2,105  men.  But  in  order 
to  bring  these  men  thus  compulsorily  into 
the  seryice  of  the  fleet,  a  force  of  nearly 
3,000  good  sailors  had  been  employed  on 
shore  as  pressgangs.  Therefore  the  conn- 
try  actually  lost  about  1,000  men  during 
those  three  years  under  that  horrible 
system.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that 
these  figures  furnish  an  unanswerable  argu- 
ment against  the  advisability  of  reverting  to 
such  a  mode  of  manning  the  Navy.  I  hope 
I  have  given  no  cause  of  offence  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir  J.  Pakington)  in 
making  the  remarks  I  have  deemed  neces- 
sary upon  this  question  of  bounty.  I  can 
UMiird  him  that  all  the  officers  of  the  Navy 


have  felt  very  strongly  that  it  is  a  question 
in  which  the  future  welfare  of  our  Navy 
hns  been  somewhat  jeopardised.  I  trust 
that  no  evil  effect  will  arise  from  it ;  but  I 
must  confess  it  to  be  my  opinion,  that  if  it 
had  been  brought  before  Porliament,  we 
could  have  shown  reasons  why  that  mea*- 
sure  should  not  have  been  carried  out,  at 
all  events  in  a  manner  so  excessive.  But, 
Sir,  I  promised  I  would  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee what  had  been  the  success  attending 
it  since  the  1st  of  May,  when  the  order  was 
issued.  The  total  number  who  have  en- 
tered and  received  the  bounty  is  5,730,  of 
which  there  are  1,437  able  seamen.  Now, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  I  think  that  is  a  very 
fair  proportion,  and  therefore,  as  I  have 
said  before,  as  far  as  its  success  is  con- 
cerned, the  measure  may  be  considered  to 
have  possessed  great  merits.  Now,  Sir, 
the  next  vote  which  we  come  to  is  No.  2  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimates — the  victual- 
ling Vote.  Here  we  have  the  usual  charge 
for  the  purchase  of  provisions  and  victual- 
ling stores.  There  is  also  a  sum  for  in- 
creased rations  of  biscuit  and  sugar  for 
seamen  and  marines  when  afloat.  This  is 
another  excellent  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission  which  the  late  Govern- 
ment carried  out.  There  is  also  the  gra- 
tuitous issue  of  bedding  and  clothing  to 
which  allusion  has  been  made.  Then  in 
Vote  No.  3,  of  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates, a  sum  of  £3,000  is  asked  for  to  pro- 
vide for  the  employment  of  additional  elerks 
of  the  Admiralty  rendered  necessary  by  the 
great  additional  amount  of  correspondence 
which  so  large  an  increase  of  the  fleet  has 
naturally  entailed.  Then  we  come  to  Vote 
No.  4 — and  I  beg  my  hon.'  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Lindsay)  to 
pay  especial  attention  to  this.  It  is  to  meet 
the  expense  of  forming  a  volunteer  reserve 
corps  of  seamen,  in  pursuance  of  another 
recommendation  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  notica  of  a 
Motion  to  defer  that  Vote  until  more  in- 
formation can  be  obtained  respecting  it ; 
but  I  hope  that  the  few  observations  I  am 
about  to  make  will  prevent  him  from  taking 
that  course,  lie  is  aware  that  the  Royal 
Commission  of  1858  recommended  that  a 
sum  of  £200,000  should  be  taken  for  a 
variety  of  matters  of  adetoil  upon  which  I 
need  not  trouble  the  Committee  for  the  im- 
provement of  our  reserves.  One  of  the 
items  was  for  school  ships,  another  for  the 
annual  payment  of  £5 — a  sort  of  retain- 
ing fee — to  20,000  men  ;  another  related 
to  an  annual  payment  of  £1  per  man  to 
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a  pension  fund,  and  a  fourth  was  fur  train- 1  that  besides  tbo  large  amount  for  ship- 
ing  gunners  ;  the  ^yholo  ii mounting  to ;  wrights  there  is  an  extraordinary  charge 
£200,000.  Tlie  late  Government  before '  iierc  which  1  think  we  may  call  the  re- 
quitting  office  took  a  long  time  to  consider  \  construction  Vote.  Those  two  amounts  are 
these  matters,  and  then  they  arrived  at  the  to  he  expended  upon  two  distinct  objects, 
conclusion  that  £100,000  bhould  be  the  but  beyond  them  we  hare  got  a  suppie- 
Bum  included  in  the  Estimates,  and  I  be-  montary  Estimate  under  the  head  of  wages 
Here  prepared  various  Bills  for  the  pur-  to  artificers  to  a  very  large  amount  which  I 
pose.  Well,  Sir,  it  would  be  deceiving  the  •  will  immediately  proceed  to  explain.  The 
Committee  if  I  were  to  say  that  the  pre-  •  history  of  this  transaction  I  believe  to  be 
sent  Admiralty,  having  been  in  office  since  .  as  follows.  Up  to  March  last  the  dock- 
last  Friday  only,  have  had  time  to  go  into  :  yards  were  woiking  in  their  usual  way 
a  vast  measure  of  this  sort  ;  the  amount  upon  day  pay  ;  there  was  no  particular 
of  business  we  have  had  to  go  through  has  [  pressure  upon  them,  and  the  men  were  all 
entirely  precluded  any  consideration  of  J  receiving  their  day's  pay  for  their  day's 
these  matters.  But,  Sir,  we  felt  it  would  j  work.  But  in  the  month  of  March  my 
be  obviously  impolitic  and  unnecessary  to  ,  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Pakington)  on 
exclude  this  sum  from  the  Estimates,  be-  behalf  of  the  late  Government,  thought  fit 
cause  we  had  not  been  able  to  arrive  at  any  ■  to  commence  a  system  of  class  and  job 
knowledge  of  the  details,  and  we  therefore  work,  and  also  to  enter  a  considerable  ad- 
retained  it,  and  have  left  them  for  future  ditional  number  of  artisans.  There  were 
consideration,  when  we  shall  prepare  a  Bill  1484  shipwrights  entered  in  addition,  be- 
er Bills  to  carry  them  into  effect.  In  the  ;  sides  a  corresponding  number  of  other 
meantime  not  one  shilling  of  this  money  tradesmen  and  labourers.  In  April,  again, 
will  be  spent.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — I  suppose  from 
therefore  observe  that  there  is  no  necessity  !  circumstances  connected  with  our  foreign 
for  him  to  press  his  Motion,  because  if  the  :  policy — considered  it  important  that  we 
House  should  not  think  fit  to  concur  in  ;  should  make  additional  exertions  for  fitting 
passing  the  Bills  necessary  to  carry  out  the  ^  out  and  preparing  our  fleets,  and  he  com- 
recommendation  of  the  Commissioners,  nc-  menced  a  system  of  over-hour  working; 
cessarily  this  money  will  not  be  spent ;  hut,  that  was  to  say,  besides  the  institution  of 
on  the  other  hand,  it  will  be  immediately  ;  task  and  job  work  men  were  allowed  to 
available.  1  therefore  trust  he  will  rest  j  work  over  time.  So  matters  continued 
upon  the  full  assurance  from  me  that  not  until  the  month  of  May,  when  a  further 
one  shilling  of  this  money  shall  he  spent '  large  increase  was  made  of  no  less  than 
until  an  Act  of  Parliament  has  passed.  1 350  shipwrights  and  other  artificers  and 
authorising  us  to  apply  it  to  the  improve- .  labourers,  making  the  total  number  of  men 
ment  of  our  reserves.  I  will  now  pass  to  now  employed  in  our  dockyards  17«690,  as 
the  original  Estimates.  Up  to  this  Vote,  against  14,128,  the  number  of  men  in  the 
as  I  stated  before  the  Committee  had  .  beginning  of  March.  This  is  a  very  great 
already  passed  the  origiuol  Estimates,  and  ^  increase,  but  I  believe  that  that  increase 
I  have  therefore  up  to  the  present  time  was  absolutely  necessary,  and  I  think  that 
only  been  considering  and  explaining  the  -  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  deserves  great 
Supplementary  Estimates.  But  now  1  must  |  credit  for  having  boldly  taken  this  heavy 
go  into  a  little  wearying  detail,  because  not  matter  in  hand,  and  for  having  decided 
a  fraction  beyond  the  amounts  1  have  men-  upon  getting  over  this  necessary  and  im- 
tioned  has  been  at  all  considered,  although   port  ant  work  in  our  dockyards  with  the 


M  well  as  Votes  6  and  7,  I  need  not  make  ■  we  sent  for  the  Surveyor  of  the  Nary.  Sir 

any  observation.     The  first  relates  to  the   Baldwin  Walker,  and  asked  very  particn- 

of  the  draughtsmen  in  the  scientific   larly  to  what  period  this  additional  Vote 

m  :  in  which  there  is  a  small  in-   would  provide  the  pay  for  these  additional 

■^t         second  to  Her  Majesty's  es-   men,  and  he  stated  to  us  that  it  would  only 

ufc  at  home,  but  there  is  nothing   pay  the  men  up  to,  I  think,  the  month  of 

1       n  auention  in  them.     I  may  say  the   Oc tuber  next.     The  Government,  under  all 

ofVote7re]atingtothcestabJi.shment8    the  circumstances,    thought   it   would  be 

«     Upon  Vote  8,  however,  1  have  a   very  unwise  that  that  IxKly  of  men  should 

I  0  offer.  It  will  be  observed  be  discharged  at  a  moment  when  the  short 
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days  of  winter  were  eomiDg  on,  when  work 
all  over  the  country  was  very  scarce,  and, 
moreover,  when  we  have  a  vast  amount  of 
work  still  to  be  done  in  the  dockyards,  for 
which  the  services  of  those  men  were  origi- 
nally required.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, resolved  that  they  would  continue 
these  men  on  until  the  end  of  the  financial 
year;  and  for  this  purpose,  it  will  be  ob- 
served, that  we  have  taken  an  additional 
sum  of  money,  amounting  to  £100,000 
over  and  above  the  sum  which  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Pakington)  pro- 
posed in  his  supplementary  Estimate.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  present  Government 
were  going  to  cut  down  the  expenditure  in 
the  dockyards,  and  cease  the  efforts  which 
are  being  made  to  put  our  navy  on  a  good 
footing.  I  think  that,  after  what  I  have 
said,  the  Committee  will  not  find  any  fault 
with  the  Government  on  that  score.  The 
next  Vote  is  No.  9,  for  artificers  employed 
in  Her  Majesty's  establishments  abroad, 
and  in  reference  to  that  1  do  not  think 
that  there  is  anything  with  which  1  need 
trouble  the  Committee.  I  now  turn  to 
Vote  No.  10,  and  upon  this  Vote  1  wish  to 
say  a  few  words,  because  on  the  subject  to 
which  this  Vote  relates  1  have  sometimes 
myself,  when  not  in  office,  taken  the  liberty 
of  making  some  remarks  in  this  House.  Up 
to  the  present  year  we  have  not  had  much 
information  given  to  us  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  money  granted  by  this  Vote 
has  been  spent.  There  has  always 
been  taken  a  large  sum  for  materials  for 
ship-building,  and  thatyis  all  the  informa- 
tion which  the  House  has  ever  received  in 
respect  of  the  Vote.  I  have  been  endea- 
vouring to  ascertain  whether  some  sort  of 
information  could  not  be  given  to  the  House 
to  enable  hon.  Members  to  judge  what 
amount  of  tonnage  has  been  built  during 
the  past  year  in  our  dockyards.  We  have 
very  often  heard  little  disputes  which  have 
taken  place  between  very  high  authorities 
as  to  the  quantity  of  ships  built  in  this  or 
that  time,  and  1  remember  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  John  Pak- 
ington)  claimed  some  line-of-battle  ships, 
which  were  the  property  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  in  all  right  and 
by  all  rule,  for  they  were  built  during  the 
time  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
for  India  was  at  the  Admiralty,  though 
they  were  finished  under  the  reign  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Paking- 
ton).  1  think  that  they  were  rather  im- 
properly  taken  possession  of  by  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  as  having  been  built  dur- 


ing his  time.  For  the  purpose  of  avoiding 
these  discussions  for  the  future,  and  of 
giving  the  Committee  a  just  idea  of  what 
has  really  been  done  in  the  dockyards,  I 
have  endeavoured  to  ascertain  the  exact 
amount  of  tonnage  built  during  the  year. 
This  is  the  fairest  way  of  showing  at  once 
to  the  House  what  we  have  got  for  our 
nionfey.  During  the  past  year  we  have 
built  in  tonnage  .of  line-of-battle  ships, 
10,604  tons  ;  in  frigates  5,851  tons  ;  in 
corvettes,  1,193  tons ;  and  in  sloops  and 
gun  vessels,  1,511  tons  ;  making  the  total 
tonnage  built,  up  to  the  end  of  the  last 
financial  year,  19,159.  Then  comes  the 
question,  what  shall  we  do  this  year  ?  And 
this  is  what  1  wish  to  draw  attention  to,  as 
showing  the  enormous  power  of  our  Dock- 
yards in  building.  During  the  present 
year,  supposing  that  our  scheme  is  carried 
out,  and  that  no  unforeseen  contingency 
should  arise,  we  shall  build  of  line-of-bat- 
tle ships  19,606  tons  ;  of  frigates,  15,897 
tons  ;  of  corvettes,  5,130  tons  ;  and  of 
sloops  and  gun  vessels,  5,651  tons,  mak- 
ing a  total  of  46,284  tons  which  will  be 
built  this  year,  against  19,159  tons  last 
year.  During  the  last  year  we  converted 
five  sailing  line-of-battle  ships  into  screws, 
and  in  the  present  year  we  are  in  process 
of  so  converting  five  more  line-of-battle 
ships,  in  addition  to  four  50'gun  sailing 
vessels,  which  will  be  turned  into  screws. 
This  is  entirely  exclusive  of  contract-built 
ships.  I  now  wish  to  show  what  the  coun- 
try has  got  for  its  money  in  respect  of  en- 
gines. We  have  at  this  moment  in  course  of 
construction  for  ships  building  14,570  horse 
power  of  engines,  and  orders  have  been 
given  for  2160  horse-power  more,  mak- 
ing a  total  horse- power  of  16,730.  That 
is  the  way  in  which  the  money  appro- 
priated under  the  Vote  is  to  be  expended, 
and  I  hope  that  the  noble  Duke  at  the  head 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  will  permit  me 
next  year  to  place  the  details  of  this  Vote 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  with  the  Esti- 
mates, that  hon.  Members  may  judge  of 
the  way  in  which  the  money  they  have 
voted  has  been  spent.  I  can  assure  the 
Committee  of  the  earnest  desire  of  the 
noble  Duke  and  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to 
give  every  possible  information  upon  these 
matters.  1  find  1  have  one  further  remark 
to  make  in  reference  to  Vote  10,  and  it 
refers  to  the  enormous  sum  of  money  that 
is  taken  in  the  original  Estimates  for  ships 
built  by  contract.  There  is  £252,000,  -a 
first  instalment  for  two  iron-cased  frigates, 
and  there  will  probably  have  to  be  voted 
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for  these  vessels  a  furthei*  sum  in  addi- 
tion, but  I  am  not  prepared  to  saj  how 
much  that  will  be.  One  of  these  vessels 
is  commenced,  and  is  to  be  launched  by  the 
Ist  of  April ;  and  in  addition,  they  W(Aiid 
find  in  the  supplementary  Estimates  a  V^lid 
for  eighteen  very  superior  gun  vessels  ftow 
building  by  contract.  With  regard  to 
Vote  1  i ,  1  should  be  deceiving  the  Com- 
mittee if  I  told  then>  that  I  could  give 
them  any  real  information  as  to  this  Tote 
for  new  works.  The  Committee  will  quite 
understand  that  the  present  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty has  had  no  time  to  go  through 
any  one  of  these  contracts.  There  is  a 
vote  for  lengthening  docks,  but  that  is  otte 
of  those  luxuries  that  we  enjoy  every  year  ; 
because  as  we  build  bigger  vessels  we  inust 
have  bigger  docks,  and  I  suppose  we  shall 
go  on  doing  so  until  some  day  there  will 
bo  a  change  and  we  shall  begin  to  build 
our  vessels  smaller  again.  [Sir  Charles 
Napibr:  Hear!]  On  the  12th  and  13th 
Votes,  1  have  no  remark  to  offer  to  the 
Committee.  The  14th  is  the  Vote  for 
half-pay,  and  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate on  this  an  addition  is  asked  for  on 
account  of  the  increase  in  the  scale  of  the 
half-pay  of  medical  officers  and  chaplains. 
It  had  reference  to  the  order  to  which  I 
adverted  when  explaining  Vote  1  for  full 
pay.  Vote  15  is  for  military  pensions, 
and  is  of  the  usual  character.  There  is  a 
supplementary  Estimate  to  Vote  17,  which 
contains  a  largo  sum  for  freight  of  ships 
for  the  conveyance  of  troops  to  and  from 
the  Colonies;  and  the  fact  is  that  during 
the  last  few  months  the  Government  has 
thought  fit  to  reinforce  the  Mediterranean 
colonies,  and  this  has  made  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  Vote.  The  last  Vote  1  have 
to  allude  to  is  that  for  the  Packet  De- 
partment— Vote  18.  In  the  original  Es- 
timate there  is  nothing  that  calls  for  any 
remark  :  but  there  is  a  supplementary  Esti- 
mate for  the  conveyance  of  mails  to  and  from 
Dover  to  Calais,  and  Dover  to  Marseilles, 
under  a  new  contract  ;  and  as  this  vote  is 
entirely  under  the  control  of  my  hon.  Col- 
league the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  1 
trust  the  Committee  will  allow  him  to  make 
any  explanation  necessary  in  reference  to 
it.  I  have  now,  to  the  best  of  my  limited 
ability,  explained  these  very  complicated 
Votes,  and  I  am  conscious  that  I  have 
omitted  a  vast  amount  of  interesting  detail 
that  it  was  my  duty  and  my  desire  to  lay 
before  the  Committee.  In  the  course  of 
my  remarks  I  have  necessarily  been  obliged 
to  refer  to  that  which  took  place  under  the 
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late  Qovernment,  and  I  hope  that  nothing 
that  1  have  said  has  been  at  all  offensive 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Pa- 
kington).  I  have  no  desire  to  do  anything 
but  frankly  and  candidly  to  state  that  which 
in  my  opinion,  as  a  naval  man,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  state  upon  a  subject  which  has 
lately  much  occupied  public  attention.  If 
there  is  one  thing  more  than  another  v^hich 
it  is  to  be  hoped  will  be  debated  in  this 
House,  without  reference  to  party  polities, 
it  is  naval  matters.  We  are  all  clearly  in- 
terested in  keeping  up  this  right  atm  of 
England's  glory,  and  I  therefore  trust  that 
in  discussing  these  Estimates  there  wjll  be 
an  entire  absence  of  anything  like  party 
spirit,  and  that  we  shall  all  enter  into  the 
question  with  the  most  earnest  dcsfre  to 
put  our  fleet  in  the  most  efficient  state. 
We  do  not  desire  war,  we  desire  peace ; 
and  the  great  preparations  making  to  arm 
our  fleet  do  not  arise  from  any  desire  of  ag- 
egression  or  to  disturb  other  countries.  Fat 
trom  it.  I  believe  that  it  is  the  earnest 
desire  of  every  man  in  this  country  that 
the  horrible  and  bloody  war  now  raging 
may  be  speedily  brought  to  an  end.  I  trust 
that  what  we  have  lately  heard  may  be  the 
forerunner  of  what  we  so  ardently  desire- 
peace.     But 

"With  common  men  it  needs  some  show  of  war 
To  keep  sweet  peace  ** 

were  words  used  by  the  immortal  Shake** 
speare  300  years  ago,  and  they  are  equally 
true  to  the  letter  at  the  present  time.  I 
trust  that  the  remarks  I  have  made  will  re- 
ceive the  kind  indulgence  of  the  Oom- 
mittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,— »- 

"  That  10,000  additional  Men  and  Boys  be  em- 
ployed  for  the  Sea  Service,  for  eleven  calendar 
months,  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  I860 
including  2,000  Royal  Marines." 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  :  After  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  I  am  happy  to 
say  that  I  shall  not  think  it  necessary  to 
detain  the  Committee  at  any  length,  nor 
have  I  the  slightest  complaint  to  make  of 
the  tone  and  manner  in  which  be  has 
treated  this  subject.  On  the  contrary,  I 
am  anxious  to  bear  my  testimony  to  the 
ability  with  which  he  has  performed  his 
duty,  and  considering  the  very  few  days 
which  he  has  held  his  present  offiee,  the 
Committee  must  feel  that  it  is  highly  to  hia 
credit.  I  am  bound,  too,  to  acknowledge 
the  candour  and  fairness  with  which  he  has 
referred  to  the  efforts  made  by  the  late 
Qovemment  to  increase  the  eflMenqrof 
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the  nayj.  He  has  confirmed  that  which 
I  felt  it  my  duty  to  state  as  to  the  force 
which  we  turned  over  to  our  successors, 
that  having  found  when  we  went  into  office 
26  line-of-battle  ships — 12  in  the  Channel 
and  14  in  the  Mediterranean — we  left  be- 
hind us  40,  which  number  will  be  increased 
to  50  by  the  end  of  the  present  year.  1 
heard  from  him,  too,  with  the  greatest 
pleasure,  that  the  present  Government  in- 
tend to  adopt  the  whole  of  the  Estimates 
of  the  late  Government,  unusually  large  as 
they  undoubtedly  are.  In  fact,  after  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  House 
and  the  country  must  rather  begin  to 
wonder  why  the  late  change  of  Govern- 
ment took  place.  There  are  two  subjects 
of  paramount  importance  in  the  public 
mind  just  now — our  foreign  relation?,  nnd 
our  national  defences.  We  have  had  the 
most  distinct  assurance  from  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  that, 
with  regard  to  our  foreign  relations,  the 
present  Government  are  content  *•  to  walk 
in  the  path  chalked  out  for  them  by  their 
predecessors.*'  They  have  adopted  our 
policy,  and  they  make  no  complaint  of  it. 
And  with  regard  to  our  national  defences, 
I  haye  the  double  satisfaction,  as  a  member 
of  the  late  Government  and  as  an  English- 
man, of  hearing  from  the  noble  Lord  to- 
night that  our  Estimates  are  accepted  and 
onr  plans  approved.  I  confess,  therefore, 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  why  we  forfeited 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
but,  having  forfeited  it,  it  is  satisfactory 
to  have  the  compliment  paid  us  of  being 
told  that  our  successors  can  do  no  better 
than  tread  in  our  steps,  with  regard  to  these 
two  subjects  of  paramount  importance.  The 
first  statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
Was  that  the  Government,  in  deference  to 
the  views  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Southwark,  had  determined  to  place 
three  superior  line-of-battle  ships  in  stations 
round  the  coast.  I  should  like  to  have 
0Ome  further  explanation  on  that  point.  I 
presume  they  are  to  be  deducted  from  the 
Channel  fleet.  [Lord  C.  Paget  :  No, 
they  are  three  ships  which  are  ready  to  be 
commissioned,  but  are  not  yet  in^commis- 
sion.]  In  that  case  I  think  the  measure 
may  be  a  very  prudent  one.  The  noble 
Lord  next  alluded  to  the  course  taken  by 
the  late  Admiralty  with  regard  to  the 
medical  officers  and  chaplains,  and  he 
seemed  to  make  some  complaint  of  our 
not  having  remedied  the  grievances  urged 
by  the  masters  and  paymasters.  As  the 
noide  Lord  haA  been  bttt  a  vefy  short  time 


rn  office  he  can  hardly  be  aware  of  the  at^ 
tention  which  was  paid  by  the  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  to  the  complaints  of  the 
latter  classes  of  officers.  It  is  true  that 
we  had  arrived  at  no  final  decision  on  the 
question,  but  we  had  recognized  their  fair 
claim  to  have  their  complaints  considered, 
and  I  loft  in  the  hands  of  the  Duke  of 
Somerset  a  written  memorandum,  explain- 
ing the  views  of  the  late  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty On  the  subject,  and  showing  that  it 
was  their  full  intention  to  deal  with  the 
complaints  of  these  officers.  I  wish  to 
prevent  the  existence  of  an  impression 
#hieh  would  be  as  erroneous  as  it  wonld  be 
nnfair  towards  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty, 
that  they  had  declined  to  entertain  the 
complaints  of  the  masters  and  paymasters. 
It  was  merely  the  want  of  opportunity, 
arising  from  the  change  of  Government, 
which  prevented  us  from  dealing  with  the 
complaints  of  these  classes  of  officers  in 
the  same  spirit  in  which  we  had  dealt  with 
the  complaints  of  the  surgeons  and  chap- 
lains. I  will  now  advert  to  what  fell  from 
the  noble  Lord  with  reference  to  a  most 
important  subject,  upon  which  I  wish  that 
he  had  afforded  us  more  information — the 
intentions  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  an  extension  of  the  bounty.  The  noble 
Lord  has  on  former  occasions  avowed  his 
disapproval  of  the  principle  of  a  bounty, 
and  I  think,  considering  that  circumstance, 
that  he  treated  the  subject  with  the  ut- 
most fairness.  He  admitted,  with  as  much 
fairness  as  if  he  had  been  one  of  the 
strongest  supporters  of  the  bounty,  that 
the  experiment  has  been  completely  suc- 
cessful, and  I  do  not  think  it  is  presumptu- 
ous to  say  that  the  success  of  that  mea- 
sure is  in  a  great  degree  a  test  of  its 
merit.  [Sir  Charles  Napier  :  Hear, 
hear!]  I  am  sure  no  one  will  deny— 
and  the  noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues 
would  be  the  last  persons  to  do  so — that, 
considering  the  state  of  public  affairs  in 
Europe  three  months  ago,  it  was  the  im- 
perative and  bounden  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  lose  no  time  in  giving  England  an 
efficient  fleet.  How,  then,  was  this  to  be 
done  ?  The  measures  which  the  late  Go- 
vernment intended  to  introduce,  and  with 
which  the  present  Government,  I  am  glad 
to  say,  intend  to  proceed,  consequent  on 
the  Report  of  the  Manning  Commission,  had 
not  been  matured,  and  the  only  resources 
to  which  we  could  turn  were  the  coast- 
guard and  the  naval  coast  volunteers. 
Would  it  have  been  politic  on  our  part  to 
turn  at  once  to  the  last  resource  ?    I  do 
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not  believe  any  man  wuuld  hare  recom- 
mended such  a  policy.  How,  then,  could 
we  obtain  a  fleet  ?  Only  by  ofFeriog  a 
bouncy.  It  happened  that  at  that  mo- 
ment, from  ditferent  causes — partly  owlui; 
to  the  prevalence  of  easterly  winds,  and 
partly  owing  to  its  being  the  season 
when  the  Baltic  and  the  North  American 
trades  were  just  commencing — an  unu* 
anally  small  number  of  merchant  seamen 
were  available  in  our  ports ;  and  unless 
we  bad  adopted  the  principle  of  a  bounty, 
and  a  largo  bounty,  we  could  not  have 
turned  over  to  the  preseut  Government 
26  linc-of-battle  ships  and  13  frigates 
in  a  state  of  perfect  efficiency.  We  had 
no  hesitation  in  adopting  the  principle  of 
the  bounty,  and,  although  I  am  sorry  the 
noble  Lord  doubts  the  wisdom  of  that  mea- 
sure, mv  consolltion  is  that  I  believe  he 
will  be  almost  alone  in  that  opinion.  The 
noble  Lord  savs  the  bounty  is  excessive. 
I  told  the  Uouse  on  a  former  occasion  that 
the  bounty  was  certainly  high  beyond  any 
precedent;  but  if  we  had  not  made  the 
bounty  high  beyond  all  former  precedent 
we  should  have  failed  in  our  object,  and 
we  should  not  have  succeeded  in  manning 
the  fleet.  I  believe  that  no  bounty  has 
been  resorted  to  in  this  country  since  18 lo, 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  in  the  in- 
terval immense  changes  have  taken  place 
in  the  general  condition  of  seamen,  and  in 
their  rate  of  pay.  I  think,  when  the  ac- 
cidental scarcity  of  seamen,  and  the  high 
rates  of  pay  otfered  in  the  merchant  service 
three  mi-ntHs  ago,  arc  burne  in  mind,  very 
litile  consideratiuu  will  convince  the  Uou^e 
that  it  would  have  been  perfectly  useless  to 
offer  a  low  boniitv.  In  fact,  if  we  had  not 
offered  a  high  bounty  we  should  not  have 
been  successful,  and  I  believe  that  bv  the 
course  we  ado|*ted  we  have  uutatued  the 
fleet  we  required.  My  earnest  hope  is  that 
the  adoption  of  a  sounder  system,  provid- 
ing a  sieady  i»nd  permanent  reserve  for 
;(:e  Supply  of  the  navy,  and  carrying  into 
effect  ti.e  reco.iimendations  of  the  Royal 
Commi&j'ion,  «iil  preven:  future  Govern- 
ments from  being  compelled  to  resort,  n> 
we  were  obliged  to  do,  to  the  unusual 
stimulus  of  oifeiing  a  very  high  buunty.  I 
DOW  approach  a  statcn.ent  of  the  noble 
Lord  which  I  heard  with  great  surprise, 
and.  fro  far  as  I  understood  him,  with  great 
regret,  and  I  am  s.>rry  that  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  furnish  as  with  some  further  ex- 
idanmions  on  the  subject.  He  told  us  that 
A  Conueii  bud  been  held  to-dav,  anil  that 
Order  in  Couucil  was  to  be  issued,  but 


be  did  not  tell  us  what  was  its  object.  If 
I  understood  him  rightly,  the  Government 
have  made  up  their  minds  to  extend  the 
bounty  to  other  seamen  who  were  previously 


in   the  service, 
portion   of  them. 


Lord  C.  Paget  :  To  a 
I  think  I  have  some 
right  to  complain  of  the  imperfect  explana- 
tion afforded  by  the  noble  Lord  on  this 
subject,  and,  although  I  will  not  presume 
to  censure  a  measure  which  I  so  imper- 
fectly understand,  and,  on  that  ground,  I 
express  my  opinion  Tery  guardedly,  I  most 
say  I  am  afraid  the  Government  have 
established  a  precedent  which  may  here- 
after be  found  most  inconvenient  and  ob- 
jectionable. I  think  the  noble  Lord's 
statement  did  not  justify  the  course  which 
I  understand  the  Government  have  deter- 
mined to  adopt.  He  frankly  declareti  that 
there  had  been  no  dissatisfaction  or  dis- 
content in  the  fleet.  When  we  offered  a 
bounty  we  were  told,  I  believe  hy  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  near  me  (Sir  Charles 
Napier)  and  by  other  very  high  authorities 
— "  The  certain  result  of  your  measure 
will  be  to  spread  discontent  and  dissatis- 
faction throughout  the  fleet,  and  you  will 
be  obliged  to  extend  the  bounty  to  other 
men.'*  I  never  felt  more  firmly  determin- 
ed—aud  my  colleagues  completely  coueur- 
red  with  me — to  resist  any  sach  demand, 
and  my  opinion  has  been  justified  by  the 
result.  The  noble  Lord  has  admitted,  m 
the  broadest  terms,  that  there  has  been  no 
discontent  or  dissatisfaction  among  the 
seamen.  He  has  told  us  that  the  GoTem- 
nient  have  determined  to  deal  generoosly 
with  the  seamen  of  our  fleet.  In  that  prin- 
ciple undoubtedly  I  conenr»  but  I  say  that 
we  have  dealt  generoosly  with  them.  The 
noble  Lord  has  told  us  that  when  we  ex- 
amiue  the  Estimates  in  detail  we  shall  not 
only  find  charges  for  the  bounty,  bat  for 
those  new  allowances  and  advantages,  such 
as  clothiog,  bedding,  and  other  things,  the 
grant  of  which,  I  think,  shows  a  disposi- 
tion to  deal  with  seamen  in  a  most  generous 
spirit.  But  upon  what  principle  do  you 
think  it  necessary  to  extend  to  men  who 
were  previously  in  the  service  the  bounty 
which  we  offered  to  induce  other  men  to 
enter  it  f  I  entreat  the  Government  to  re- 
collect that  this  course  is  wholly  without 
precedent.  1  believe  that  there  havo  been 
three  occasions  on  which  a  boantj  has  been 
given,  but  in  no  instance  has  it  been  ex- 
tended to  seamen  previously  engaged.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Jamei 
Graham)  told  us  on  a  former  eTening  that, 
at  the  commeocement  of  the  Pisjiwi  var. 
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tho  Governtnent  of  which  he  was  a  member 
abstained  from  giving  a  bounty  to  seamen. 
I  think  he  did  not  explain  why  that  course 
was  adopted,  but,  if  I  am  not  very  much 
mistaken,  the  main  reason  was  that  an 
Act  passed  in  1835,  the  5th  and  6th 
William  IV.,  contained  what  I  think  a 
very  unwise  clause,  providing  that  when- 
ever a  bounty  was  offered  every  sailor  then 
in  the  fleet  was  to  start  a  new  engagement 
for  five  years,  and  in  consideration  of  such 
new  engagement  was  to  receive  the  bounty. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  the  Government  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  mem- 
ber shared  the  opinion  I  now  express  as  to 
the  impolicy  of  that  provision,  for  under 
his  auspices  I  believe  in  1853  an  Act  was 
passed  by  which  it  was  repealed,  and  the 
necessity  of  extending  a  bounty  to  seamen 
previously  in  the  fleet  ceased  to  exist.  The 
clause  to  which  I  have  referred,  whether 
wise  or  unwise,  was  never  acted  upon,  and 
1  fear,  if  the  Government  now  introduce- 
for  the  first  time  what  I  think  a  dangerous 
principle,  that  you  cannot  on  an  emergency 
offer  a  bounty  to  man  your  fleet  without  in- 
curring the  great  and  unnecessary  expense 
of  extending  that  bounty  to  all  men  who 
were  previously  serving.  The  practical  re- 
sult will  be  to  deter  Governments,  on  ac- 
count of  the  large  and  serious  outlay  thus 
involved  in  it,  from  resorting  to  this  most 
useful  measure — one,  I  admit,  which  ought 
not  to  be  lightly  adopted,  but  which  may 
be  most  valuable  when  some  pressing  oc- 
casion may  arise.  The  noble  Lord  com- 
plained of  the  form  of  our  Proclamation  in 
regard  to  bounty,  comparing  it  to  a  Russian 
ukase.  [Lord  Clarence  Paget:  I  meant 
that  it  was  an  arbitrary  proceeding,  being 
without  the  sanction  of  Parliament.]  I 
admitted  on  a  former  occasion  that  the 
late  Government  took  upon  themselves  a 
very  great  responsibility,  and  the  step  was 
subsequently  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  I 
thought  it  was  to  the  form  of  our  procla- 
mation that  the  noble  Lord  objected,  and 
I  was  about  to  say  that  in  drawing  it  up 
we  strictly  followed  precedent.  I  am  glad 
that  the  Government  intend  to  introduce  a 
Bill  for  carrying  out  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  on  the  manning  of  the  navy  ; 
but  at  the  same  time  I  must  beg  leave  to 
say  the  late  Government  are  not  open  to 
the  accusation  that  has  been  repeatedly 
made  against  them  as  to  their  having  been 
very  slow  in  arriving  at  a  decision  on  this 
point.  I  beg  leave  to  say  we  do  not  in  the 
least  deserve  that  charge.  The  Commis- 
sioners reported  in  the  month  of  February, 


the  Government  had  to  consider  their  re- 
port, and  the  noble  Lord  seems  to  have 
forgotten  that  for  a  considerable  interval 
of  time  there  being  no  Parliament  sitting, 
it  was  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
announce  their  decision.  A  few  weeks 
only  had  elapsed  after  the  presentation  of 
the  report  before  Parliament  was  dissolved, 
and  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  delivered  on 
its  reassembling,  there  was  an  intimation 
that  this  point  had  been  decided.  We 
could  hardly,  therefore,  have  been  more 
expeditious  in  the  matter.  The  noble  Lord 
also  alluded  to  the  great  number  of  ship- 
wrights that  we  added  to  the  dockyards  in 
order  to  accelerate  the  shipbuilding  opera- 
tions now  going  on,  and  he  announced  the 
change  which  the  present  Government  have 
resolved  to  adopt,  at  a  cost  to  the  country 
of  about  £100,000.  I  am  not  prepared 
at  this  moment  to  give  a  very  decided 
opinion  one  way  or  the  other  as  to  the 
policy  of  what  the  Government  have  done; 
but  one  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  reasoning 
I  cannot  accept.  He  says  it  would  be  very 
hard  on  the  shipwrights  that  they  should 
be  turned  adrift  just  at  the  time  of  the 
short  days  after  having  been  employed  all 
the  summer  by  the  Government.  Now, 
however  natural  this  feeling  may  be  as  be- 
tween man  and  man,  I  must  say  that  in 
dealing  with  the  public  money  you  are 
hardly  justified  in  spending  £100,000  to 
maintain  shipwrights  whomyoudonot  want. 
The  great  question  is,  "  Do  you  require 
them  or  not  ?  *'  If  you  do,  then  the  Go- 
vernment deserves  credit  for  employing 
them,  and  certainly  had  we  remained  in 
office,  and  the  services  of  these  men  had 
been  called  for  at  the  end  of  the  six  months, 
we  should  not  have  hesitated  to  retain 
them.  The  course  we  took  was  founded 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Surveyor  of 
tho  Navy.  Sir  Baldwin  Walker  came  to 
the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  and  suggested 
that  an  additional  force  of  shipwrights 
should  be  taken  on  for  six  months  to  ex- 
pedite particular  works  and  to  clear  off 
arrears.  Upon  his  advice  we  determined 
on  engaging  these  1,300  extra  shipwrights 
for  that  period  accordingly  ;  and  if,  at  the 
end  of  the  first  six  months,  he  had  informed 
us  that  the  men  would  be  wanted  for  six 
months  more,  we  should  then  have  un- 
doubtedly thought  that  a  sufiicient  justifi- 
cation for  our  taking  the  course  now  adopt- 
ed by  our  successors.  That  is  a  matter  of 
which  the  Admiralty  must  be  the  best 
judges.  If  they  are  prepared  to  assure 
the  House  that  the  work  in  the  dockyards 
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IB  in  Bueb  a  state  that  it  is  desirablo  for 
the  intcreBtfi  of  the  public  senrice,  and  not 
merolj  on  grounds,  as  it  would  ratber  ap- 
pear, of  private  charity,  that  these  men 
should  be  kept  on  for  the  whole  financial 
year,  then  I  certainly  will  not  offer  the 
slightest  objection  to  their  proposal.  Tho 
noble  Lord  next  stated  that  I  claimed 
credit  for  ships  which  really  belonged  to 
my  predecessor.  Sir,  I  do  not  know  of 
anything  that  has  passed  or  that  baB  fallen 
from  me  on  which  this  assertion  is  based  ; 
but  I  must  in  the  most  distinct  and  empha- 
tic manner  repudiate  any  intention  ever  to 
make  any  such  claim.  And  let  me  add 
that  I  think  we  have  had  a  little  too  much 
party  feeling  and  party  views  mixed  with 
our  discussions  relating  to  the  navy  ;  and 
I  quite  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  oppo- 
site that  tiie  more  this  is  avoided  the  better. 
I  am  content  with  having,  during  the  period 
I  had  the  honour  to  be  at  the  head  of  tho 
Admiralty,  endeavoured  to  do  my  duty  to 
the  countr}'  as  well  as  I  could.  What  I 
have  done  has  l)een  most  kindly  acknow- 
ledged, and  by  none  more  than  by  some 
distinguished  members  of  tho  present  Go- 
Tern  men  t.  I  haye  no  wish  to  detract  from 
the  merit  due  to  other  men  ;  and  if  party 
discussions  on  this  subject  have  reluctantly 
on  my  part  been  forced  upon  mc,  I,  for 
one,  do  not  want  to  renew  that  of  which 
we  have  had  too  much  already.  This  great 
question  of  restoring  tho  strength  of  the 
British  Navy,  and  keeping  it  up  to  the 
point  at  which  it  ouglit  to  bo  maintained, 
is  one  of  such  paramount  national  import- 
ance and  intense  interest  at  this  moment 
that  it  infinitely  transcends  everything 
which  savours  of  party.  As  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  do  my  own  duty  in  this  mat- 
ter, I  doubt  not  the  present  Government 
will  also  endeavour  to  do  theirs ;  and  I  am 
sure  that  no  man  in  this  House  will  give 
to  their  services  a  fuller  or  more  frank  re- 
cognition than  I  shall. 

Sm  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  in  his  opinion  as  to  the 
admirable  manner  in  which  his  noble  Friend 
had  introduced  the  Estimates.  He  had 
done  it  in  a  clear  sailor-liko  manner.  The 
gallant  Officer  had  told  tho  Committoo  that 
he  had  got  the  Channel  fleet  up  to  12  sail 
of  the  line  ;  and  he  quite  agreed  with  him 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  confine  that 
fleet  to  the  Channel.  What  was  objection- 
able was  that  they  should  have  been  lyin^ 
in  harbour  from  tho  time  they  were  got  up 
almost  to  the  present  moment.      It  was 

Sir  John  Palhvgton 


gratifying,  therefore,  that  the  new  Boa 
of  Admiralty  had  Bent  them  to  tea  to  bid 
a  little  of  tho  fresh  breeze.  The  gn 
mistake  was  that  ever  aince  they  had  be 
put  in  commission  they  had  remained 
harbour.  They  had  only  made  one  sbo 
voyage,  some  to  Gibraltar  and  othera 
Bantry  Bay.  The  Channel  fleet,  to  I 
maintained  in  good  order,  ought  to  I 
constantly  on  the  moye.  Portland  was 
fit  place  for  the  head-qoartera ;  but  tb< 
should  go  to  Torbay,  then  to  Plymootl 
then  to  St.  Helen  8,  and  thenee  to  tli 
Downs,  in  order  to  giro  ezperienee  to  tli 
ofiicerB  and  captainB,«-aye,  and  to  the  Ai 
mirals  also.  The  knowledge  how  to  BaO 
fleet  could  only  be  learnt  by  eonstant  prac 
ticc.  This  practice  they  had  not  yet  had 
and  he  was  glad  the  present  Admiralty  in 
tended  to  give  it.  The  ihtpa  oagfat  no 
to  be  practised  Beparately,  bnt  should  gi 
out  together  under  the  Admirals.  Wba 
ho  had  the  honour  to  command  the  Gbao 
nel  fleet  he  could  say,  though  he  was  no 
fonder  of  praising  himself  than  the  lat 
First  Lord  was,  that  the  ships  were  kep 
in  efficient  condition,  and  he  did  not  bfl 
lieve  a  smarter  squadron  had  ever  bea 
seen.  He  did  not  ssy  the  ships  shook 
be  kept  at  sea  in  gales  of  wind,  bat  the; 
might  bo  out  all  through  the  summer.  I 
was  our  duty  to  exercise  onr  navy  ii 
the  same  way  that  other  nations  did.  Will 
regard  to  the  vexed  question  of  block 
ships,  upon  which  so  mnoh  had  beei 
said  and  upon  which  so  mneh  mono] 
had  been  thrown  away,  he  would  soggei 
that  they  might  be  employed  in  the  dil 
fercnt  ports  for  practice  purposes.  Th 
noble  and  gallant  Officer  must  know 
however,  that  there  were  fiie  of  thos 
vessels  which  were  utterly  useless.  H 
was  happy,  however,  to  find  that  thaf 
were  about  to  be  replaced  by  effieient  shipi 
but  he  did  not  want  them  to  be  destroyed 
Then,  again,  with  regard  to  the  resorn 
The  coastguard  were  old  sailors,  and  thoi 
were  no  better  men  sent  to  the  Baltie.  A 
to  the  coast  volunteers,  he  belieTed  wtt 
Commodore  Eden,  that  they  would  eon 
forward  when  tlioy  were  called  upon,  i 
they  were  properly  treated,  and  not  bob 
some  to  one  place  and  some  to  anothei 
but  made  available  for  manning  the  ship 
at  the  naval  stations  to  whieh  thej  beloog 
ed.  But  suppose  the  ships  manned,  whoi^ 
were  the  officers  to  command?  When 
were  the  captains  and  lientenants  to  eoai 
mand  the  men  ?  whereas  at  ona  time  wi 
were  overwhelmed  with  offioevBy  eaptaisi^ 
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lieuienanU,  and  cadets.      He   wished   to 
know  how  our  navy  had  been  reduced  to 
this  state.  We  had  been  asked  for  £100,000 
for  seamen  in  reserve,  but  that  was  not  the 
way  to  get  our  reserve.     He  had  stated  in 
letters  to  various  First  Lords  of  the  Admi- 
ralty the  natural  way  of  getting  a  reserve 
of  seamen.     In  the  first  place,  we  should 
have  a  Channel  fleet  of  never  less  than  10 
sail  of  the  lino.     It  was  as  necessary  to 
have  a  fleet  ready  as  it  was  to  have  troops 
ready.     The  whole  of  our  fleet  should  be 
composed  of  able  seamen.  In  case  of  emer- 
gency, part  of  those  men  could  be  removed 
to  ships  manned  to  a  great  extent  with 
coastguards- men  and  volunteers.  We  could 
thus  have  30  sail  of  the  line  at  a  cost  of 
little  more  than  that  of  10  sail  of  the  line 
at  the  present  moment.     If  the  state  of 
our  navy  were  as  had  been  represented  by 
the  noble  Lord,  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  nation  in  the  world  that  would  attempt 
to  show  their  face  against  us  for  a  mo- 
ment.    The    Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
had  stated  that  in  case  of  necessity  the 
navy  could  be  reinforced  by  231  merchant 
Bteam  vessels.      That  was   nil   nonsense. 
Months  would  be  required  to  fit  out  those 
yeasels,  and  in  the  meantime   what   was 
to  become  of  the  merchant  service?     We 
must  trust  to  our  navy,  and  with  50  sail 
of  the    line   we    might   defy   the   world. 
They   must  remember,  however,  that  50 
or   100  sail  of  the  line  did  not  compose 
a  navy.     The  vessels  were  no  more  than 
fortresses  without  troops  unless  they  had 
sailors   to    man    them,  and  therefore    he 
trusted    no  reduction    in    the   number  of 
men    would    be    thought    of.     The   pay- 
ment off  the  fleet  in   1857  and  the  con- 
sequent  necessity   of  getting  it  up  again 
had  cost  more  money  than  the  maintenance 
of  it  in  an  efficient  state  at  its  full  force 
would  have  done.     He  now  came  to  the 
question  of  bounty.     The  House  had  been 
told  that  the  Government  were  prepared 
to  give  the  men  actually  entered  a  portion 
of  the  bounty  which  they  were  offering  to 
new  hands.      So   far  well,   but  the  men 
would  not  bo  satisfied  with  a  portion  of  the 
bounty  ;  they  must  have  the  whole  of  it. 
The  refusal  of  the  bounty  had  produced  a 
soreness  in  the  fleet,  but  if  the  men  were 
to  receive   what  was  fairly  due  to  them 
there  would  be  no  more  murmurs  of  dis- 
content.    It  appeared  from  the  statement 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  that  in 
the  years  1811-12,  in  the  middle  of  the 
war,  something  like  21,000  men  deserted 
from  the  fleet.    Well,  that  was  nothing  re- 


markable, for  ID  those  days  the  pressing 
system  was  in  full  operation.  The  fleet 
was  now  manned  by  volunteers,  and  yet 
from  the  1st  of  January,  1854,  to  the 
31st  of  December,  1857,  no  fewer  than 
11,250  seamen  and  1,775  boys  deserted. 
Nothing  could  show  more  clearly  the  bad 
state  of  the  navy.  If  the  seamen  were 
properly  treated,  desertion  would  be  rare. 
What  had  the  Admiralty  been  doing? 
The  members  of  the  Board  were  well  paid 
by  the  country  for  looking  after  the  fleet, 
but,  nevertheless,  they  had  shamefully 
neglected  their  duty.  No  steps  had  been 
taken  to  prevent  desertion,  and  he  waa 
afraid  that,  unless  Parliament  interposed 
with  a  strong  hand,  nothing  would  be  done. 
Why  should  the  Admiralty  not  establish 
an  efficient  police  in  all  the  sea-port  towns? 
Let  the  men  be  well  treated  while  they 
remained  in  the  navy,  and  let  deserters 
be  severely  punished.  The  gallant  Officer 
had  stated  that  our  ships  were  formerly 
too  short.  That  was  quite  true.  He 
added  that  they  were  now  too  long.  This 
was  also  his  (Sir  Charles  Napier's)  belief. 
We  could  sail  very  well  with  these  ships 
upon  the  broad  sea,  but  how  should  we 
navigate  vessels  of  such  length  in  narrow 
waters  like  the  Baltic,  with  its  rocks  and 
shoals  and  difficult  harbours  ?  These  were 
questions  which  the  Admiralty  ought  well 
to  ponder  over.  The  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  had  asked  for  indulgence,  and  that 
the  House  would  cheerfully  grant ;  but 
the  system  which  tolerated  such  frequent 
changes  at  the  Admiralty  was  a  vicious 
one,  and  required  alteration.  In  seven  years 
we  had  had  five  First  Lords,  while  all  the 
other  members  of  the  Board  had  been 
changed  as  well.  Remembering  this,  no* 
body  could  wonder  at  the  waste  and  ex- 
travagance which  had  prevailed.  Not  that 
he  wished  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  to 
remain  too  long  at  their  posts,  for  in  that 
case  they  would  be  likely  to  get  into  the 
old  ruts ;  but  if  they  were  changed  once 
in  five  years,  he  thought  that  would  be  a 
satisfactory  arrangement.  He  wished  now 
to  allude  to  the  manner  in  which  the  men 
were  treated  in  Greenwich  Hospital.  All 
the  officers  there  had  their  pay,  and  pen- 
sions for  wounds  as  well ;  but  the.  poor 
sailor  enjoyed  no  such  privilege.  He  was 
deprived  of  his  pension  for  wounds  if  he 
went  into  the  hospital,  and  all  he  got  was 
If.  a  week,  which  might  buy  him  a  little 
tobacco >  There  was  no  employment  by 
which  he  could  add  to  this  pittance;  and 
he  was  forced,  besides,  to  give  part  of  his 
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provisions  to  his  wifo,  or  she  mast  starve. 
Would  the  House  believe  that  the  men's 
wives  went  to  the  Main  Guard  to  get 
what  was  called  the  •*ofFal,**  by  which 
was  meant  the  broken  victuals?  Fancy 
seamen's  wives  reduced  to  fetching  away 
the  ''offal,"  the  very  name  of  which  was 
enough  to  disguet  one !  If  proper  wash- 
houses  were  fitted  up,  these  respectable 
women  might  be  employed  in  doing  the 
washing  of  the  hospital ;  but  no !  it  was 
all  sent  out.  Another  system  would  pro- 
bably surprise  the  Committee.  If  a  man 
were  ruptured  in  the  service,  instead  of 
being  pensioned,  he  rccciveJ  a  gratuity 
of  £5  or  £6,  and  was  then  discharged, 
though,  of  course,  as  he  was  disabled  from 
laborious  work,  he  must  go  into  a  poor- 
house  or  starve.  This  was  the  wav  in 
which  our  sailors  were  treated,  and  vet  we 
wondered  at  men  not  entering  the  service, 
or  at  their  deserting  after  tliey  did  enter. 
He  believed  that,  if  properly  administered, 
the  funds  of  Greenwich  Hospital  would  pay 
all  the  men  £30  a  year  at  least,  and  then 
they  could  live  at  home  with  their  friends. 
At  present  the  hospital  gave  them  splendid 
misery,  and  nothing  more.  From  a  Return 
which  had  been  published,  it  appeared  that 
in  England  and  Wales  there  were  592  sail- 
ors who  had  been  disabled  in  Her  Majes- 
ty's service.  These  men  were  in  the  work- 
house, instead  of  being  in  Greenwich  Hospi- 
tal with  a  comfortable  pension.  Was  tliis, 
again,  proper  treatment  ?  Some  time  ago 
the  present  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
pointed  out  various  alleged  abuses  in  the 
dockyards,  taking  special  care,  however, 
not  to  direct  his  observations  against  the 
Survevor  of  the  Navv,  or  anv  otiicr  officer. 
Still  a  report  had  gone  abroad  that  during 
a  certain  number  of  years  there  had  been 
a  waste  of  £5.000,(H)0,  but  the  Surveyor 
of  the  Navy,  he  believed,  made  a  Return 
which  accounted  for  the  whole  sum.  He 
thought  the  Board  of  Admiralty  was,  un- 
der these  circumstances,  bound  to  take  no- 
tice of  the  statements  which  Sir  Baldwin 
Walker  had  made,  and  to  bear  testimony 
to  their  accuracy.  There  was  only  one 
other  observation  which  he  wished  to  make,  . 
and  that  had  reference  to  the  number  of 
continuous-service  men  who  had  beon  dis- 
charged from  the  navy.  Fie  ought  not, 
perhaps,  to  say  discharged,  because  he  did  . 
not  wish  the  House  to  believe  that  those 
men  had  been  forced  to  leave  the  service ;  ' 
bat  some  of  them  had  been  informed  that  - 
th^  might  qait  it  if  they  pleased,  and  . 
"Jaek/    being  an  independent   sort  of| 
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gentlemon,  had  not  hesitated  to  act  upon 
the   hint.      That  as  well   as  other  facts 
showed  that  the  navy  was  not   quite  so 
popular  a  service  as  might  bo  supposed. 
Tiie  evil  was  one  which  he  was,  however, 
bound  to  say  the  late  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  had  done  his  utmost  to  remedy, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  present-— now  that 
we  were  trying  all  sorts  of  gentlemen  io 
that  capacity — would  follow   in  his  foot- 
steps. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  there  were  two 
points  connected  with  the  expenditure  of 
the  navy  to  which  he  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Committee.  The  Estimatet 
for  that  department  of  the  public  service 
had  of  late  years  been  not  only  steadily, 
but  enormously  on  the  increase.  Accord- 
ing to  a  paper  on  the  table  of  the  House 
the  whole  expenditure  for  naval  purposes 
was,  for  instance,  in  1852,  £5,800,000; 
in  1 853,  £0,280.000;  in  1858,  £8,800,000; 
while  in  the  present  year  it  amounted  to 
no  less  a  sum  than  £12,680,000.  That 
Vote  was  an  extremely  large  one  eveiy 
hon.  Member  must  be  prepared  to  admit, 
but  he  was  nevertheless  not  prepared  to 
oppose  it,  inasmuch  as  he  deemed  it  to  be 
a  wise  economy  to  maintain  the  defences 
of  the  country  in  an  efficient  state.  To  do 
so  would,  in  his  opinion,  be,  in  the  long 
run,  found  to  be  the  cheapest  policj.  He 
was,  however,  anxious  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  Committee  the  question 
whether  the  navy  could  not  be  mamtained 
in  a  state  of  efficiency  at  a  much  less  cost 
than  was  involved  in  the  present  rate  of 
expenditure.  His  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  whom 
no  one  could  be  more  happy  to  see  filling 
the  honourable  position  which  be  now  oc- 
cupied than  himself  (Mr.  Lindsay),  bad 
frequently,  with  that  honesty  of  purpose' 
which  guided  his  conduct,  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  while  one  of  its  in- 
dependent Members,  to  what  he  deemed 
to  be  lavish  expenditure  in  connection  with 
the  navy.  He  trusted  his  noble  Friead. 
now  that  he  was  in  office,  would  not  forget 
those  truly  wise  doctrines  which  he  laid 
down  when  in  Opposition,  and  that,  instead 
of  yielding  to  the  suggestions  of  those  who 
were  under  him,  he  would  follow  the  dic- 
tates of  his  own  good  sense,  aided  by  that 
ability  which  he  unquestionably  posMssed. 
Having  given  that  advice  to  his  noUe 
Fricml,  he  should  beg  leave  to  call  hu  at- 
tention and  that  of  the  Committee  to  four 
items,  under  the  heads  of  which  he  tboiiglit 
the  navy  of  England  night  be  nadeied 
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as  efficient  as  it  now  was  at  a  considerably 
reduced  rate  of  expenditure.     He  should 
first   take   the  Vote  which  comprised  the 
wages  of  artificers.     In  dealing  with  that 
Vote,  the  details  of  which  he  had  minutely 
considered,  he  should   trespass  upon  the 
time  of  the  Committee  by  referring  to  a  Re- 
turn which  he  held  in  his  hand  of  a  number 
of  ships  which  had  been  built  in  our  dock- 
yards, and  which  were  all  of  the  same  size 
— 1,462  tons  burden.     The  first  of  these 
Tessels,  the  Satellite,  had  been  built  at 
Davenport,  and  he  found  that  the  expendi- 
ture for  shipwrights'  labour  had  in  her  case 
been  £6,450,  or  at  the  rate  of  £4  Ss.  3d. 
per  ton.     The  second,  the  Pelorus,  had 
also  been  built  at  Devonport.  and  the  ship- 
wright's  wages  had  been  £6,712.     The 
Scylla  had  been  built  at  Sheerness,  and 
the  expenditure  for  the  same  purpose  had 
been  £8,621  ;  and  the  Clio,  built  at  the 
same  place,  cost  £9,311  ;  while  in   the 
ease  of  the  Eacoon  and  Tantalus,  which 
had  been  built  at  Chatham,  it  had  been 
£6,321  and  £6,569  respectively.  One  im- 
portant fact  he  wished  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  was,  that  the  cost  of  labour  in 
one  dockyard  was  much  greater  than  in 
another.     Thus,  the  Pearl,  built  at  Wool- 
wich, cost  us  between  £6   ISs,  5d.  per 
ton ;  while  the  Satellite,  built  at  Sheer- 
ness, and  the  Eacoon,  at  Chatham — vessels 
precisely  of  the  same  kind — cost  £4  65.  6(2. 
per  ton.  There  must  be  something  radically 
wrong  to  cause  such  a  discrepancy  as  this. 
Two  frigates  built  in  a  private  yard  on  the 
Thames  for  the   Russian   Government — 
namely,  the  Tartar  and  the  Cossack — cost 
£2  8«.  per  ton.     That  included  not  only 
the  cost  for  shipwrights,  but  the  cost  of 
fitting  them  .out  for  sea  ;  whereas  the  en- 
tire eost  of  fitting  out  the  Pearl  for  sea 
was  £8  135.   lie?.     It  was  true  that  the 
Pearl  was  a  somewhat  larger  ship  than 
the  Tartar  or  the  Cossack;  but  the  dif- 
ference in  size  would  only  account  for  a 
difference  of  a  few  shillings  per  ton  in  the 
eost  of  building   the   two  latter  vessels. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  objections  to  build- 
ing ships  for  the  Royal  Navy  in  private 
yards,  but  it  was  evident  from  these  facts 
that  there  was  something  inherently  wrong 
in  the  management  of  the  Royal  dockyards. 
Why  could  the  men  not  bo  employed  as 
they  were  in  private  dockyards  ?    If  they 
were  employed  on   piecework,  instead  of 
the  labour  account  of  the  shipwrights  being 
£8  13«.  \\d,  per  ton,  it  would  not  be  more 
than  £2  12^.  per  ton.    The  rate  for  labour 
in  the  present  Estimates  was  £1,527,000. 
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Of  this  £1,000,000  at  least  was  for  ship- 
wrights ;  and  on  this  item  alone  there 
might  bo  a  saving  of  £400,000,  while 
the  work  would  not  be  one  whit  less 
efficiently  done.  He  would  say  nothing  as 
to  the  construction  of  ships  beyond  this, 
that  he  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  carry 
out  in  office  the  reforms  he  had  contended 
for  in  Opposition.  The  next  branch  to 
which  he  would  refer  was  that  of  materials 
and  stores,  the  sum  required  under  which 
head  amounted  to  £2,800,000.  Now,  he 
would  take  a  few  examples  of  the  mode  in 
which  that  money  was  expended.  Among 
the  most  important  items  was  that  of  steam 
engines.  Formerly  it  was  supposed  that 
there  were  only  two  or  three  firms  in  this 
country  competent  to  build  steam  engines 
for  the  Royal  Navy.  Now,  he  would  not 
ask  tenders  for  steam  engines  as  he  would 
do  for  clothes  and  provisions,  but  it  was 
too  much  to  say  that  the  builders  of  the 
engities  used  by  the  great  steamboat  com- 
panies could  not  construct  engines  fit  for 
the  Royal  Navy.  The  consequence  of  this 
exclusive  dealing  was  to  enhance  the  price 
of  the  article,  and  we  had  been  paying 
£60  per  horse-power  for  engines  (an  hen. 
Friend  near  him  said  £80),  whereas,  if  the 
range  of  competition  had  been  widened  we 
could  have  had  our  steam-engines  at  £50, 
if  not  £45  the  horse-power.  He  trusted 
that  his  noble  and  gallantFriend  would  open 
the  door  somewhat  wider,  and  not  hold 
to  the  belief  that  none  but  certain  firms 
could  build  steam-engines.  He  did  not  ad- 
vocate unrestricted  competition  in  so  tick- 
lish a  matter;  but  if  quite  as  good  engines 
could  be  obtained  for  £40  per  horse-power, 
he  did  not  see  why  the  Admiralty  should 
pay  £60.  He  would  take  another  item, 
that  of  anchors.  Nine  years  ago  he  de- 
voted a  considerable  portion  of  his  time  as 
a  Member  of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  best  description  of  anchors.  Seven 
anchors  were  brought  before  the  Commit- 
tee. They  tested  those  anchors  in  every 
possible  way,  and  they  unanimously  arrived 
at  the  decision  and  reported  that  the  Ad- 
mirolty  anchor  was  the  worst  of  the  seven. 
For  nine  years  that  Report  had  been  in 
possession  of  the  Admiralty,  and  the  same 
description  of  anchor  still  continued  in 
use  in  the  Royal  Navy.  But,  more  than 
that ;  for  seventeen  anchors,  from  20cwt. 
to  five  tons  weight,  the  Admiralty  paid 
£3,434  17«.  6c2. ;  whereas,  according  to 
a  published  statement  which  most  hen. 
Members  must  have  seen,  the  market 
price  of  the  most  eminent  firms  was  only 
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£1,428.  orat  aboDt  one-third  of  the  oat- !  show  that,  vhile  the  eoontrf  bad   been 


laj.  When  he  found  the  Adroiraltj  vrong 
in  these  two  items,  he  thonght  there  was 
great  reason  to  fear  thev  vere  wrong  in 
many  others,  and  that  thej  paid  far  too 
mach  for  stores  and  materials.  Whj  was 
it  so  ?  The  answer  he  had  reeeiTed  to  that 
qoettion  in  the  matter  of  anchora  was,  that 
the  Admiraltj  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
dealing  with  a  particular  firm.  One  firm 
bad  a  roonopolj — and  a  rerj  nice  monopolj 
it  waa — for  them,  at  the  expense  of  the 
poor  Uxpajers.  He  wonid  take  another 
item — that  of  wages  to  seamen  and  ma- 
rines. He  had  no  desire  to  go  into  the 
qnestion  of  manning  the  naTj  now,  because 
be  feh  thai  he  shonid  require  more  time 


marching  onwarda  in  the  sabatitution  of 
mechanical  for  manual  laboor,  thej  re- 
quired the  same  number  of  men  to  man  t 
ship  now  aa  in  the  daja  of  Trafalgar.  Bj 
the  improvementa  of  the  age  and  the  ap- 
plication of  macbineiy,  one  man  produced 
as  much  in  the  factories  of  llanebeater,  as 
fifty  did  at  the  commencement  of  the  cen- 
tunr;  jet  the  navy  now  required  tbe  lame 
number  of  men  as  in  tbe  daya  of  their 
grandfathers.  There  mnat  be  something 
wrong  and  something  to  inquire  into  before 
Toting  these  large  sums.  He  believed  he 
was  correct  in  saying  thai  there  was  no 
such  thing  as  a  patent  block  in  tbe  naiy, 
hile  every  collier  had  them,  becanse  one 


than  the  Committee  would  be  disposed  to  •  man  was  thereby  enabled  to  pull  aa  mueh 
gire  him ;  but  he  had  the  honour  of  being  \  and  to  raise  as  great  a  weight  aa  three, 
a  Member  of  the  Royal  Commission  which  '  Some  time  ago  he  aaked  tbe  qneation  of  a 
inquired  into  that  subject,  snd  be  was  pre- :  distinguished  poat-captain  and  elieited  the 
sumptuous  enough  to  differ  from  his  cd- ;  startling  fact  that  there  waa  nothing  nev 
leagues.  The  reasons  for  his  dissent  were  j  in  the  British  Navy  sinee  the  laat  quarter 
stated  in  the  Report.  He  dissented  with  I  of  a  century,  except  the  reefing  of  the 
regret,  but  with  the  most  solemn  conric-  <  sails,  and  that  we  got  from  tbe  French. 
ti«i  thai  the  extra  expenditure  about  to  be !  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  J.  Pak* 
saddled  upon  the  country  would  be  money  '  ington),  who  took  so  much  intereat  in  the 
wasted.  Though  some  time  had  elapsed,  navy,  said  very  truly  that  it  waa  not  merely 
be  bad  no  reason  to  regret  the  course  >  a  question  of  shipa  and  money,  bnt  a  qoes- 
whieh  he  then  felt  it  his  duty  to  take;  and  tion  of  officera.  He  did  not  reeommend 
ahhough  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  had  ;  any  reduction  of  the  pay  of  olBeera,  God 
appealed  to  him  not  to  oppose  Votes  which  .  knew  they  were  too  pooily  paid  already, 
were  inserted  in  the  Estimates,  on  account  I  But  he  must  call  attention  to  the  anbjeet 
of  the  recommendation  of  the  Royal  Com-  i  of  half-pay,  which  would  reqaire,  looner  or 
mission,  he  certainly  should  oppose  them  ;  later,  some  alteration.  The  Vole  for  that 
at  every  sUge,  until  the  House  had  had ;  purpose  amounted  thia  year  to  no  len  a 
an  opportunity  of  fully  and  calmly  discus-  \  sum  than  £718,000.  Tbere  wore  niaety- 
sing  the  question  in  all  its  bearings.  The  nine  admirals  on  the  active  liat^  and  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commission  in-  ■  number  employed  waa  only  fourteen.  There 
vdved  not  merely  the  £100,000  which  were  357  capUina  on  the  aeiivo  liat,  d 
would  be  asked  to-night,  but,  as  the  Com-  whom  only  ninety-aix  were  anployed ;  514 
missioners  made  it,  £000.000,  or,  as  he  commanders,  of  whom  173  were  employed; 
made  it,  £700.0rjO.  Whether  it  was  1 ,038  lieutenanU,  of  whom  only  696  wen 
£6«X).000  or  £700,000,  it  was  a  very  employed  ;  and  348  mastera,  of  whom  263 
large  amount,  and,  if  capitalized,  the  were  employed.  Again,  in  ISSS*  towaidi 
smaller  sum  would  represent  something  the  close  of  the  Russian  war,  we  bad  ninety- 
like  £20,000,000.  Though  he  should  find  nine  admirals  on  the  active  liat,  of  whom 
only  one  hon.  Member  to  support  him,  he  only  eighteen  were  employed ;  399  ea^ 
would  walk  into  the  lobby  against  any  tains,  and  139  employed;  550eomnMinden^ 
sum  being  voted  on  account  of  manning  and  192  employed;  1,177  lieatenant8,Mid 
the  navy  until  the  House  had  expressed  its  883  employed;  and  318  maatera,  and  269 
opinion  whether  the  recommendations  of  employed.  That  waa  at  a  time  when  the 
the  Commission  warranted  such  a  vast  ex- '.  whole  strength  of  England  waa  pot  lortib 
penditure.  Upon  the  question  of  wages  against  an  enemy.  Tbe  eflfeet  waa  aeiioas 
he  thought  he  shonid  be  able  to  prove,  aa '.  in  two  ways.  First,  we  had  no  fight  to  take 
dearly^  as  he  trusted  he  had  proved  the .  into  our  employment  offioera  or  aerrants 
other  iti  that  Pi  iam<  ;  could  aave ,  of  any  kind,  nnless  we  saw  m  fair  ehaoea 
O.OOv  ]  am  »  Qut  v>  ering-of  giving  them  active  employment.  Ta 
navy  one  wi     li  leo  the  |  both  employers  and   emplojod  wo  wws 

doing  wrong.    We  were  tmmg  the 
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try  to  an  unnecessary  extent,  and  bringing 
up  men  to  a  service  for  which  they  could 
find  no  employment,  and  then  leaving  them 
to   starve   on    tho    pittance  of    half-pay. 
Those  officers  who  had  influence  at  Court 
received  constant  employment,  but  those 
who  had   no  such  influence  were  left  to 
starve  on  half-pay.     The  other  evil  lay  in 
saddling  the  public  with  a  large  sum  of 
money  annually.     In  the  plans  which  had 
been  put  forward  for  increasing  the  naval 
forces  in  time  of  emergency,  the  valuable 
reserve  afiforded  by  the  mercantile  marine 
had  been  comparatively  overlooked,  and  the 
measures  which  had  been  taken  had  only 
weakened  that  service,  without  strengthen- 
ing the  power  of  the  navy  to  a  correspond- 
ing degree.     The  officers  of  the  merchant 
service,  who  were  now  a  very  different 
class  from  what  they  had  been  even  ten 
years  ago,  ought  also  to  be  included  in  any 
arrangements   for    a    reserve  force,   and 
called  out  with  the  men,  at  stated  inter- 
vals, for  drill.     A  trifling  payment  as  a  re- 
taining fee  would  be  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  would  have,  he  maintained,  a 
great  effect  in   stimulating  volunteering. 
That  was  a  part  of  the  question  of  man- 
ning the  navy  which  deserved  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  length  in  that  House.     Without 
they  broke  down  the  line  of  demarcation 
at  present  existing  between  the  merchant 
service  and  the  navy,  they  might  go  on 
spending  millions  of  public  money,  and  be 
no  nearer  the  solution  of  a  great  problem 
namely,  how  to  obtain  reserves  sufficient 
in  the  hour  of  need,  at  the  least  cost,  and 
disturbing  in  the  smallest  degree,  the  in- 
dustry and  resources   of  the  country  in 
times  of  peace.     The'  steps  which   had 
hitherto  been  taken  were  altogether  in  a 
wrong  direction.  £100,000  had  been  added 
to  the  expenses  of  the  navy  in  the  increase 
of  salaries  in  1852  ;  but  he  would  ask  the 
gallant  Admiral  (Sir  Charles  Napier)  whe- 
ther he  had  found  his  difficulties  lessened 
in  consequence  when  endeavouring  to  man 
the  Baltic  fleet  in  1854  ?     He  thought  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  First  Lord,  com- 
mitted a  grave  mistake — perhaps  it  was 
the  only  one  he  made  during  his  adminis- 
tration— when  he  offered  a  bounty  of  £10 
with  the  view  to  attract  able  seamen  to 
the  naval  service.     That  bounty  had  only 
tempted  1,400  able  seamen  into  the  ser- 
Tic6r  and  that  even  at  a  time  when  the 
merchant  shipping    of   the  country   was 
anffering  great  depression.     The  conse- 
quence had    been   two-fold.     The   wages 
ii  aeamen   in   the  merchant  service  had 


been  unnecessarily  increaaed,  and  great 
dissatisfaction  created  in  the  minds  of 
the  55»000  able  seamen  now  serving  in 
the  navy,  from  whom  a  similar  bounty 
was  withheld.  An  unnecessary  compe- 
tition had  been  evoked  between  the  Royal 
Navy  and  the  merchant  service.  The  lat- 
ter would  increase  their  wages  in  the  same 
proportion,  and  the  Admiralty  would  find, 
in  the  long  run,  that  they  were  spending 
the  money  of  the  country  in  vain.  He 
had  thus  endeavoured  to  show  that  upon 
four  items  alone  upwards  of  £2,000,000 
sterling  might  be  saved  to  the  country, 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  he 
was  allowed  to  go  fully  into  the  matter — 
for  he  would  much  rather  do  good  in  ar 
quiet  way  than  make  speeches  in  the 
House  ;  and  he  begged  his  noble  and  gal- 
lant Friend,  if  he  thought  he  could  assist 
him  in  any  way,  not  to  hesitate  in  sending 
for  him — he  thought  he  would  be  able  to 
show  that  £8,000,000  or  £9,000,000  aft 
most  would  go  as  far  in  the  navy  as  the 
£12,000,000  they  were  now  about  to  vote. 
It  was  their  imperative  duty  to  look  into 
these  matters,  and  promptly,  too,  for  taxa- 
tion was  begining  to  press  heavily  upon 
the  country,  and  though  it  might  not  be 
much  felt  just  now,  when  we  were  in  a 
state  of  prosperity,  yet  if  a  famine  came, 
or  stagnation  of  business,  it  would  rouse  a 
strong  feeling  of  discontent  among  the  in- 
dustrial classes.  If  they  got  value  for 
their  money  he  would  not  complain,  but  it 
was  the  first  duty  of  the  House  to  look 
into  these  matters  and  see  that  there  was 
no  wasteful  expenditure. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  that  as  they 
were  to  Imve  another  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  the  naval  reserve 
on  the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  inflict  upon  hon.  Members  all 
the  observations  which,  as  a  member  of 
the  Commission  on  Manning  the  Navy,  he 
should  be  anxious  to  address  to  the  House 
when  the  proper  time  arrived.  He  would 
not,  however,  be  doing  his  duty  towards 
the  colleagues  with  whom  he  had  acted, 
as  an  attack  on  their  scheme  had  been  made 
in  anticipation  of  the  latter  debate,  to  offer 
no  brief  defence  of  it  on  the  other  side; 
The  recommendations  of  the  Commission  on 
the  reserve  in  the  merchant  service  could 
not  be  correctly  gathered  from  the  observa* 
tions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Com* 
mittee  must  be  under  the  impression  that 
an  unwiso  expenditure  of  £600,000  had 
been  recommended,  and  that,  upon  the 
more  accurate  showing  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
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l«r.  1  fi:"  finber  eipe=d:care  of  Another  |  tleman    woold 
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that  question.  Thq  report  was  that  of  three 
admirals — men  of  the  highest  distinction — 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth,  and 
Mr.  Green,  the  great  shipowner,  and  at 
the  proper  time  he  should  be  prepared  to 
defend  and  justify  it  on  its  merits. 

Sir  JAMBS  ELPHINSTONE  said  that 
he  desired  to  advert  to  one  or  two  points 
which  had  been  raised  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion.  The  first  was  to  the  non-em- 
ployment in  the  Navy  of  appliances  which 
had  been  introduced  into  the  merchant  ser- 
vice. It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
manning  of  a  ship  of  war  was  in  relation 
to  the  guns  and  not  to  the  rigging.  Such 
appliances  as  patent  trusses  and  blocks, 
with  a  strong  ship's  company,  would  be 
torn  to  pieces,  and  be  of  no  earthly  use. 
The  patent  truss  was  tried  on  board  one  of 
the  hon.  Company's  ships  and  found  to  be 
unserviceable  in  the  case  of  heavy  yards. 
Besides,  he  was  not  aware  that  any  mode 
of  handling  had  been  discovered  which 
would  reduce  the  number  of  men  required 
to  manage  a  32-pounder.  The  subject  of 
officers  was  not  within  the  scope  of  inquiry 
of  the  Commission,  but  he  thought  it  was 
one  which  merited  investigation.  It  was 
very  well  to  point  to  the  number  of  admi- 
rals, and  to  say  that  so  many  were  not  fit 
for  active  service  ;  but  it  was  natural  that 
during  a  forty  years'  peace  men  should 
grow  old,  and  according  to  their  interest 
or  merit  should  rise  to  the  highest  grades, 
and  owing  to  the  more  temperate  habits  of 
the  period  should  live  longer  than  their 
forefathers  did.  There  was  a  long  lieu- 
tenants' list,  including  men  of  all  ages, 
some  sixty  or  seventy  years  old,  while  a 
quarter-deck  officer's  efficiency  rarely  lasted 
beyond  forty-five.  In  the  year  1848  a 
Committee  sat,  presided  over  by  the  noble 
Duke  now  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty, 
to  which  were  to  be  attributed  many  of  the 
evils  existing  in  the  navy.  The  number  of 
junior  officers  entering  the  service  was  re- 
Btricted,  and  now  there  were  three-decked 
ships  with  only  six  or  seven  midshipmen, 
instead  of  twenty.  A  man  of  war  without 
midshipmen  was  crippled.  With  half-a- 
dozen  efficient  midshipmen  he  would  dis- 
pense with  a  lieutenant  or  two.  The  con- 
sequence of  the  present  system  was  that 
there  was  no  rising  junior  class.  He 
thought,  instead  of  allowing  old  lieutenants 
to  drag  on  a  miserable  existence  upon  a 
guinea  a  week,  the  fairest  way  would  be  to 
buy  them  out  of  the  service  when  they  had 
done  a  fair  turn  of  work,  and  so  keep  tho 
jmiior  portion  of  the  service  in  an  efficient 


condition.  With  respect  to  the  conversion 
of  ships,  bethought  it  absolutely  necessary 
that  that  work  should  go  on,  but  he  con- 
fessed he  had  never  yet  seen  a  ship  con- 
verted properly  according  to  his  notion. 
A  vessel  to  be  converted  properly  ought  to 
be  cut  across  at  the  foremast  and  after- 
port,  lengthened  by  a  good  run  aft,  and  a 
completely  new  entrance  added  forward: 
these  parts  ought  to  be  strongly  fortified, 
and  would  supply  much  of  the  room  now 
occupied  by  the  engine-room.  She  would 
then  have  her  original  battery  on  the 
main  deck,  would  be  more  buoyant,  and 
generally  more  commodious  and  efficient. 
There  was  another  point  that  had  not 
been  noticed,  but  which  was  of  import- 
ance—the expenditure  for  fuel.  Having 
paid  much  attention  to -the  subject,  he 
was  convinced  that  if  proper  measures 
were  adopted  very  large  sums  might  be 
saved.  At  present  he  believed  that  not  a 
single  one  of  the  many  meritorious  ap- 
pliances for  consuming  smoke  or  econo- 
mizing fuel  had  been  adopted  in  the  navy. 
Then,  again,  as  to  the  construction  of 
engines,  he  could  not  see  why  the  eminent 
engineers  of  the  Clyde  should  not  be  al- 
lowed to  compete  with  their  more  favoured 
brethren  of  the  Thames.  The  machinery 
on  board  of  the  West  Indian  steamers 
were  equal  to  any  that  was  to  be  found  in 
the  Royal  Navy.  The  Royal  Commission, 
of  which  he  was  a  member,  made  recom- 
mendations which  were  of  a  twofold  cha- 
racter, and  which  he  was  happy  to  see  in  a 
great  measure  carried  out.  One  class  of 
the  recommendations  concerned  the  well- 
being  of  the  seamen,  the  other  the  provi- 
sions of  an  efficient  reserve.  The  food  on 
board  ship  was  insufficient,  and  he  would 
advise  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  to 
go  further  than  the  last,  and  add  the  quar- 
ter pound  of  meat  for  supper  which  the 
Commissioners  agreed  was  necessary  for 
the  health  of  the  men.  He  could  assure 
them  that  a  seaman  in  a  hot  climate,  who 
took  his  tea  and  a  biscuit  at  five  o'clock 
p.m.,  and  then  kept  two  watches  without 
eating  a  single  thing  till  eight  o'clock  next 
morning,  could  not  avoid  falling  sick  under 
such  a  system.  An  officer  who  had  just 
returned  from  China,  and  had  there  shipped 
two  crews,  the  last  being  of  merchant  sea- 
men, told  him  that  the  chief,  indeed  only 
complaint,  which  he  had  from  the  last 
crew  was  that  they  did  not  have  enough  to 
eat.  The  Commissioners  also  recommended 
that  there  should  bo  restored  to  the  war- 
rant officers   their  widows'  pensions,  the 
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withd.'&vA*  of  irLich  bad  tuuk  Jcpk  iuto  vhat  ihej  might,  vho  vaa  utteiij  ooae- 
the  ixiinJa  cf  those  men.  TLev  neie  qua'mted  vitb  the  deUils  of  tbe  bnsinefls 
ehoften  fr^n  tLe  eiife  of  the  s.-ameii,  aud  orer  vbich  he  had  to  preside*  shoold  be 
while  iLe  a:ix>uni  of  propcriv  uo-ier  tLeir  erer  con Jocted  in  aDaUe.  eatisfaetonr,  and 
care  was  greater  than  erer,  ti:C'ir  pay  and  economical  manner.  Bat  he  believed  that 
standing  in  the  seirice  had  been  nioch  t!:ere  vaa  still  a  greater  evil  existing  than 
lowered.  The  effect  of  iliis  state  of  things  liiat,  and  that  vas  in  the  fact  that  the 
has  been  to  make  it  rerj  JifficoU  to  induce  Board  of  Admirahj  vas  sidijeel  lo  change 
good  men  to  come  fo:irarJ  f«jr  tbe  warrant,  at  ererj  change  of  the  Government.  So 
With  rciard  to  Greenwich  Hospital,  he  long  as  that  was  the  rase,  whether  those 
had  once  fancied  that  it  mast  le  a  perfect  who  presided  or  those  who  cane  after  were 
Eljsiam;  bn:  after  examining  it  the  Com-  right  in  their  views  did  not  much  natter.  So 
missioners  considered  the  state  of  matters  long  as  we  had  the  reearrenee  of  a  ehaage 
there  most  wretched,  and  it  was  a  question  of  svstem  from  good  to  bad*  or  Iron  had  lo 
whether  it  woold  not  be  better  for  the  ser-  irood,  there  most  be  delavs  and  other  in- 
viee  that  the  monev  spent  there  should  be  conveniences  attending  a  change.  The 
given  to  the  men  as  out  pensioners,  so  that  navv,  above  all,  required  a  eeatnnanee  of 
thej  might  be  enabled  to  live  comfortablv  men  who  were,  first,  dnlv  qualified  for  their 
with  their  friends,  instead  of  keeping  them,  office,  and  seeondlv,  who  Iron  long  expe* 
as  at  present,  in  one  of  the  worst  monas-  riencc  had  acquired  that  knowledge  whidi 
teries  ever  established.  He  stronglv  dls-  long  eiperience  only  eould  give.  As  to 
approved  of  the  use  of  frigates  as  flagships  the  qnestion  of  the  boantv,  he  most  differ 
in  hot  climates.  The  flagship  was  a  sort  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  San- 
of  storeship  for  tbe  squadron  ;  and  unless  derland  (Mr.  Lindsay).  He  thoogfat  the 
it  was  very  roomy  the  men  had  to  be  ac-  lace  Admiralty  was  justified  in  offering  the 
commodated  on  the  lower  deck,  which  in  bounty  for  manning  the  navy.  He  thought 
hot  stations  were  absolutely  pestilential,  they  had  no  other  course  to  pnrsaemder  the 
and  he  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  circumstances,  as  it  was  the  only  neans  in 
this  was  tbe  main  cause  of  the  shortness  .  tl.eir  power  to  supply  the  deficiency  of  men 
of  seamen's  lives.  that  then  existed,  with  the  requisite  ra- 

Mb.  BENTIXCK  said,  he  had  listened  pidity  ;  bnt  tbe  fact  of  their  havmg  been 
with  pleasure  to  the  very  able  statement  of  coiiipelled  to  do  so  was  the  fullest  proof 
the  Secretary  to  tbe  Admiralty,  which  had  not  only  of  the  defective  constitutioD  oiF  the 
been  followed  by  a  very  able  debate,  show-  Board  of  Admiralty,  but  that  it  was  a  stand- 
ing the  great  aud  growing  errors  existing  ing  slur  on  a  country  calling  itself  the  "  first 
in  the  naval  system.  Still  he  thought  they  maritime  nation  in  the  worid."  If  the  navy 
had  been  putting  the  cart  before  the  horse  ;  '■  department  were  in  an  efficient  condition, 
that  they  had  been  dealing  with  effects  in- !  not  only  would  there  be  an  efficient  Ibree 
stead  of  causes.  Many  of  the  evils  so  ably  j  for  all  immediate  wants,  bnt  such  a  reserve, 
stated  were  attributable  solely  and  entirely  j  on  which  the  Admiralty  could  lay  their 
to  the  general  errors  of  the  system  aud  to  I  hands  at  once,  that  tbe  necessity  for  a 
the  constitution  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty ;  I  bounty  could  never  possibly  occur.  He 
and  what  he  should  have  preferred  would    might  add  that  the  mode  in  which  anchors 


have  been  that   this  discussion  had  been 
preceded  by  a  dbcussion  on  the  Motion  of 


had  been  supplied  to  the  navy  was  anotiier 
proof  of  the  inefficient  systen  which  pre- 


the  hon.  ^lembcr  who  proposed  to  inquire  I  Tailed  under  the  present  constitutioD  of  the 
into  the  constitution  of  the  Board  of  Ad-  j  Admiraltv. 

miralty,  and  that  the  House  should  have  i  Sib  FRANCIS  BARINO  said,  he  quite 
looked  into  that  part  of  the  question  before  ;  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
commencing  the  discussion  as  to  the  errors  !  just  spoken,  that  they  ought  to  have  a 
and  mistakes  and  blunders  which  occurred  '  discussion  which  wonld  settle  the  question 
under  the  present  system.  He  had  long  once  and  for  nil,  whether  they  should  con- 
been  of  opinion  that  it  was  utterly  impos-  tinue  the  present  system  at  the  Admiralty. 
Bible,  constituted  as  the  Board  of  Admi-    It  would  be  better  to  set  apart  a  night  for 


ralty  was,  that  it  should  not  be  the  source 
of  errors,  blunders,  and  extravagances  wilh- 


tbat  purpose,  instead  of  baring  continually 
to  listen  to  a  scries  of  desultory  attacks  in- 


out  end.  And  the  t^ro  grounds  of  tiiat  volving  vogue  charges  which  diere  was  no 
opinion  were  these.  It  was  jicrfcctly  ini  ;  opportunity  of  answering  properly.  On 
possible  that  a  Board,  at  the  head  of  wliich  ;  the  question  of  the  bounty  he  could  hardly 
was  placed  a  gentleman,  be  his  talents  I  give  an  opinion,  beeanse  he  was  not  swaio 
Sir  Jamti  Elphinstone 
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of  the  oiroumsUHceB  to  which  the  right 
hoD.  Baronet  opposite  had  bo  much  refer^ 
red.  If  there  was  a  pressing  danger,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  not  only  justified 
in  what  he  had  done,  but  was  to  be  praised 
for  it.  Unless  there  was  a  pressing  dan- 
ger,  it  was  not  a  wise  step  to  have  re- 
course to  the  extreme  measure  of  offering 
a  bounty.  He  would  postpone  any  re- 
marks upon  the  manning  of  the  navy 
which  he  had  to  make*  until  that  opportu- 
nity which  he  understood  would  be  afford- 
ed them  of  discussing  that  important  sub- 
ject. With  regard  to  the  question  of  pro- 
visions, a  Committee  had  sat  in  1850  and 
had  fully  considered  it;  and  its  recommen- 
dations had  been  adopted  by  the  Admiralty 
of  the  day.  He  had  himself  asked  for  a 
Tote  of  «£30,000  for  improving  the  provi- 
sions for  the  nnvy.  The  Report  of  the 
Commission  on  the  Manning  of  the  Navy 
required  in  his  opinion  to  be  fully  consider- 
ed and  debated,  and  he  was  by  no  means 
prepared  to  accept  it  without  discussion. 
He  should  be  glad  to  hear  how  far  the  re- 
commendations of  former  Commissioners 
had  been  successful,  how  far  the  continuous- 
service  system  had  enabled  them  to  pro- 
cure a  better  class  of  men,  and  whether  it 
had  led  to  those  advantages  which  were 
expected  from  it.  There  ought  to  be  a 
full  inquiry  into  these  points,  and  he  hoped 
the  First  Lord  would  give  them  an  op- 
portunity of  ascertaining  whether  all  the 
charges  made  against  the  Admiralty  were 
true  or  not. 

AinciBAL  WALCOTT  said,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  had 
submitted  the  additional  Naval  Estimates 
to  the  House  in  a  clear  and  lucid  state- 
ment greatly  creditable  to  him,  seeing  hew 
short  a  period  he  had  held  his  present  office. 
He  was  desirous  to  fix  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  a  recommendation  he  had 
enforced  upon  the  late  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  on  the  occasion  of  his  submit- 
ting the  Naval  Estimates  to  the  House  in 
the  early  part  of  the  present  Session,  that 
there  should  be  a  Board  constituted,  to  as- 
semble as  occasion  might  offer,  to  be  com- 
posed of  experienced  and  scientific  men, 
not  naval  officers  singly,  who  should  re- 
ceive the  suggestions  and  consider  the  in- 
ventions of  those  who  had  turned  their  at- 
tention to  improvement  in  naval  architec- 
ture, gunnery,  and  other  inventions  per- 
taining to  the  naval  service.  And  at  a  time, 
as  he  had  more  than  once  adverted  to  in 
this  House,  when  science  was  making  fresh 
Advanoea  hitherto  unexampled,  and  other 


maritime  Powers  were  strengthening  their 
navies  in  proportion,  no  caution  could  be 
too  great  in  a  timely  construction  of  our 
ships  before  war  commenced.  The  posi* 
tion,  one  of  the  highest  importance  and 
responsibility,  that  of  the  Surveyor  of 
the  Navy,  demanding  as  it  did  the  display 
of  great  ability  and  a  judicious  ezpendi* 
ture  of  the  public  money,  required  that  i^ 
should  be  accompanied  by  a  seat  at  tbt 
Board  of  Admiralty,  by  which  opportunity 
and  authority  would  be  afforded  to  him  tQ 
represent  his  opinions  with  freedom  an4 
cogency.  He  believed  that  the  late  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  yielded  to  none  of 
his  predecessors  in  a  desire  to  improve 
the  service.  Complaints,  however,  had 
been  made  respecting  the  bounty  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  offered ;  but 
the  House  should  remember  the  state  of 
affairs  on  the  Continent  had  been  suet 
during  the  last  few  months  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  foresee  what  position  this  coun- 
try would  be  placed  in.  We  had  splendid 
ships  and  plenty  of  them;  but  what  use 
were  they,  unless  they  were  alive  with 
practical  officers  and  efficient  crews  from 
stem  to  stern.  Now,  the  fact  was,  they 
bad  not  efficient  crews  and  not  a  consideri- 
able  number  of  practical  officers;  and  the 
reason  was,  that  during  the  long  peiMe  of 
forty  years  which  we  had  enjoyed,  we  ha4 
been  unable  to  employ  the  ofBoers  on  the 
list  to  any  great  extent.  In  the  case  of 
any  emergency,  however,  he  was  satisfied 
that  the  navy  of  Great  Britain  would  pre- 
serve the  high  honour  and  character  which 
it  had  always  hitherto  maintained.  It  was 
within  his  knowledge  that  not  a  single  fleet 
issued  from  an  enemy's  port  from  1794  to 
1815,  which  did  not  supply  fresh  laurels 
to  the  British  Navy,  and  that  even  when 
we  were  engaged  in  fighting  single  handed. 
Let  us  then  be  prepared  for  any  exigeaej 
that  might  arise;  for  a  preparedness  to 
meet  danger  was  the  best  security  for  oo- 
cupying  a  solid  position.  With  regard  to 
our  ships,  he  feared  we  were  building  them 
of  too  great  a  length.  In  the  present  Es- 
timates, he  observed  a  sum  of  «£250,000 
for  a  contract  to  build  two  ships,  and  he 
had  heard  that  these  ships  were  to  be  from 
4,000  to  6,000  tons  burden,  and  to  be  fur- 
nished with  the  masts  and  yards  of  ninety 
gun  ships.  If  that  were  correct,  he  bad 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it  would  be  a 
gigantic  failure,  and  that  the  ships  would 
be  perfectly  useless  (under  any  circum- 
stances) unless  they  had  two  sbrews,  one 
fore  and  the  other  aft,  so  as  to  back  or  g0 
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ahead  as  might  be  required;  for  if  tbev  hap- 1  Viscount  PALMERSTON  hoped  the 
pencd  to  be  thrown  on  a  Ico  shore  in  lieavy  hon.  Qentleman  would  not  persist  in  his 
weather,  it  would  require  groat  scaroom  .-  Motion,  as  he  believed  the  general  feeling 
for  them  to  turn  without  incurring  the  of  the  House  was  in  favour  of  proceeding 
greatest  danger.  ,  with  the  Votes. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  he  Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  thought 
now  had  a  very  pleasing  duty  to  perform,  the  general  feeling  of  the  country  would  be 
in  thanking  those  hon.  Qentlerocn  who  had  -  that  some  explanation  should  be  afforded 
complimented  him  on  his  manner  of  per- .  with  regard  to  the  demand  of  £2,000,000 
forming  his  duty,  and  had  made  many  beyond  the  amount  required  by  the  late 
yaluable  suggestions.  That  which  had  just  Government.  The  present  Navy  Estimates 
been  made  for  a  Board  of  scientific  men  J  were  nearly  double  the  amount  of  any  which 
to  consider  the  subject  of  naval  architec- '  had  been  asked  for  since  the  termination 
ture  was  a  very  valuable  one.  He  also  ,  of  the  last  war,  and,  although  ho  was  as  anx- 
had  to  thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- ;  ious  as  any  one  to  place  the  navy  in  a  state 
land  for  his  suggestions,  which  he  would  of  efficiency,  he  thought  some  explanation 
lay  before  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  :  ought  to  be  afforded  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  that  he  wished  to  Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  the 
ask  for  a  pledge  that  none  of  the  sums ,  only  amount  required  in  these  Estimates 
contained  in  the  Votes  amounting  in  all  to  '  beyond  those  prepared  by  the  late  Oovem- 
£58,657.  for  carrying  out  part  of  the  ment  was  £100,000  to  continue  the  labours 
scheme  of  the  Commissioners  for  Manning  of  shipwrights  in  the  different  dockyards. 
the  Navy  should  be  expended  until  Parlia-  Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  the 
ment  had  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  Estimates  of  the  late  Govemmenft  were 
the  whole  report.  £10,800,000,  and  those  now  before  the 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  it  was   House  were  £12,682,000. 
impossible  to  give  that  pledge  as  some  of       Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
tho  money — such  as  the  expense  of  gra-   Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr.  W.  Williams) 
tuitous  bedding  and  other  such  items — had   had  not  been  asleep  during  the  last  two 
already  been  expended.  years,  and  that  he  was  aware  that  the  ani- 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  in  that  case  he  versal  feeling  of  the  country  was  that  we 
must  protest  against  the  expenditure  of  should  place  ourselves  in  such  a  position  as 
public  money  without  the  sanction  of  Par-  would  enable  us  to  maintain  oar  neutrality. 
liament.  The  House,  too,  was  thus  com-  Question  put  and  negcUived, 
mitted  beforehand  to  at  least  one  part  of  Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said^  he  had  no 
the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners.  objection  to  a  single  Vote  being  taken. 

Sir  C.NAPIER  said,  he  hoped  that  the       Original  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 
noble  Lord  would  persevere  with  the  items.        Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  would  again  move 

Sir   JOHN  PAKINGTON   remarked,    that  the  Chairman  report  progress, 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  complaining       Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
of  any  attempt  prematurely  to  pledge  the   Chairman  do  report  progress,  and  ask  leave 
House  to  the  report  of  the  Commissioners,    to  sit  again."  put,  and  negtrthed. 
They  had  made  certain  recommendations, '      (2.)  £479,695,  Wages, 
and  the  vote  referred  to  was  for  the  purpose       Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,   he  would 
of  carrying  out  part  of  their  scheme.     If .  move,  for  the  third  time,  that  the  Chairman 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  approve  of  that '  report  progress. 

scheme,  the  constitutional  time  to  object ;      Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That  the 
was  when  the  Vote  came  before  the  Com-    Chairman  do  report  progress,  and  ask  leave 
mittee,  and  if  he  succeeded  in  persuading  1  to  sit  again,"  put,  and  negoHieed* 
the  Committee  to  agree  with  him  and  re> .      (3.)  £247,212,  Victuals, 
ject  these  items  that  part  of  the  scheme  •      Resolutions  to  be  reported  on  Hoiufaf 
would  fall  to  the  ground.  I  next. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  had  to'      Committee  to  sit  again  on  ifim<iay  next, 
complain  that  the  House  was  now  called 
upon  to  vote  nearly  £2,000,000  without 

any  explanation.      He    should    therefore  CLERK  OF  TUE  COUNCIL  BILL. 

move  that  the  Chairman  report  progress. '  coioiitteb. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed —        House  in  Committee. 
^*  Thai  the  Chairman  do  report  progress,       Mu.  D.  GRIFFITH  said,  he  wished  to 
leave  to  sit  again."  ask  what  was  the  object  of  this  Bill. 

Ji  WdlcoH  ' 
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Mr.  LOWB  »id,  thia  Bill  wbb  merely 
intended  to  render  any  person  whom  Her 
MajeBty  might  appoint  equiiHlent  to  the 
Clerk  in  ordinary  of  Council  ao  far  as  re- 
garded the  signing  of  certain  acta.  It 
would,  no  doubt,  BBVo  the  expense  to  tho 
country  hitherto  incurred  by  having  two 
Clerks  of  the  Council. 

SiK  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  asked, 
what  would  be  the  salary  of  the  retiring 
clerk  1 

Hr.  LOWE  replied,  that  he  was  unable 
to  answer  the  question,  but  the  amount 
would  appear  in  tho  Estimates. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  3°  on  Monday  nest. 


HIGU  SHERIFFS'  EXPENSES  BILL. 

SECOND   KEADINO, 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  no  doubt  it  was 
TCry  desirable  to  curtail  tho  expenses  which 
fell  on  the  SberifTa,  but  be  thought  the 
measure  required  more  consideration  than 
appoared  to  hare  been  given  to  it  and  that 
m  second  reading  ought  to  be  postponed. 
He  professed  to  transfer  the  duty  of  forming 
the  escort  for  the  Judges  of  Assize  and  of 
maintaining  order  in  court  from  the  High 
Sheriff  and  his  jaTelinmcn  to  the  county 
police.  It  was  a  serious  question  whether 
the  effect  of  this  would  not  often  be  to  sub- 
tract largely  at  the  time  of  the  assizes  from 
the  number  of  the  county  police  available 
'  for  their  ordinary  duty,  and  thus  afford  to 
the  thieves  a  convenient  opportunity  for 
the  exercise  of  their  ingenuity,  He  also 
thought  that  some  difficulties  might  arise 
as  to  where  the  jurisdictions  of  the  High 
Shenff  and  the  chief  constable  termiiinted. 
For  instance,  how  far  would  the  chief  con- 
stable of  the  county,  when  keeping  order 
in  court,  be  ander  the  directions  of  the 
High  Sheriff!  Tho  whole  subject  of 
Sherifia'  expenses  might  advantageously 
be  inqnired  into  before  a  Committee — a 
course  much  preferable  to  dealing  with  the 
matter  piecemeal  io  the  manner  now  pro- 
posed. 

Sot  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  his  im- 
pression, without  having  considered  the 
matter,  was  that  the  chief  constable  would 
not  be  bound  by  the  present  law  to  obey 
the  orders  of  the  High  Sheriff.  Tbeduties 
of  the  javelinmen  were,  no  doubt,  to  a  great 
extent  ceremonial.  He  would  take  care 
that  inquiry  should  be  mode  of  the  county 
uupeoton  of  polioe  on  the  subject  if  the 
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;  hon.  Gentleman  would  postpone  the  Com.- 
'  mittee  for  some  time. 
I     Mr.   D.  GRIFFITH  said,  that  if  the 
I  House  would  read  the  Bill  a  second  time 

he  would  postpone  the  Committee  till  the 

19th  of  July,  which  would  give  ample  time 

for  oonsideratioL). 

Bill  read  2°  aod  committed  for  Tuesday 

19lh  July. 

LONDON  CORPORATION  BILL. 
LBATE.      FIRST  READIHO. 

Sib  GEORGE  LEWIS,  in  moving  for 
leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  Better  Re- 
gulation of  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London,  said  that  that  Bill  very  much  re- 
sembled the  Bill  that  was  introduced  on  the 
same  subject  in  a  former  Session,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  where  it 
underwent  considerable  alterations,  the 
principal  alteration  being  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  wards.  The  main  difference  be- 
tween that  Bill  and  tho  Bill  he  wished  to 
introdnoe  was  this— that  it  only  dealt  with 
the  coDBtitntion  of  the  Corporation,  and 
omitted  entirely  tlio  financial  part  of  the 
question.  It  did  uot  attempt  to  deal  with 
the  cool  duties  or  with  the  motage  duties. 
Those  were  questions  that  must  be  reserved 
for  future  consideration.  He  uid  not  wisJ 
to  be  understood  as  expressing  any  opini!>^ 
on  these  questions.  The  coal  duties,  ur 
at  least  a  portion  of  ihem,  would  expire  a. 
an  early  period,  and  it  xrtaA  be  convenient 
to  postpone  the  consideration  of  those  diffi- 
cult questions  till  that  time  arrived,  or 
shortly  before. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  for  the  better  Regulation  of  tbe  Corpora- 
tion of  ths  Citf  of  Loodon  ordered  to  be  brought 
In  b;  Sir  Giobok  Liwib  and  Mr.  Geobob  Cuts. 

Bill  pretetUed  and  read  1";  to  be  read  2° 
on  Thursday  next  and  to  htpritOed. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Hondas,  •^ulyll,  iS'2. 

Uaom.]  Took  th:  Oath.— The  Earl  of  Craven. 

AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY. 

HimCE  0?  MOnOH. 

The  Eabl  of  HALMBSBURY  gave 
notice  that  on  Thorsda;  he  would  move  fiw 
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the  production  of  two  circulars  signed  by 
Count  Gavour,  one  on  the  14th  and  the 
other  on  the  16th.  of  Juno  ;  and  also 
Count  Cavour*s  reply  to  his  despatch  of 
the  7th  of  June  to  Sir  John  Hudson.  As 
these  had  already  been  published  by  the 
Sardinian  Government,  he  presumed  there 
trould  be  no  objection  to  the  Motion  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

VOLUNTEER  CORPS.—TnE  MILITIA. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  VIVIAN  said,  he  had  two  Ques- 
tions to  ask  of  Vhe  Government  respecting 
the  Volunteer  corps.  The  first  was,  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  pay  the  non-commissioned  officers 
employed  in  drilling  the  volunteer  corps 
throughout  the  country  ?  He  thought  it 
was  of  importance  to  have  sufficiently 
qualified  persons  to  discharge  the  duty  of 
instructing  the  volunteers,  and  that  they 
should  be  entirely  under  the  control  of  the 
Government.  With  that  view  they  should 
be  paid  by  the  Government  and  not  by  the 
corps.  The  other  question  he  had  to  ask 
was.  whether  it  was  intended  to  give  a 
small  remuneration  to  volunteers  in  artil- 
lery corps  ?  He  was  afraid  that  unless 
Government  held  out  some  inducement — 
say  a  shilling  a-day  for  a  certain  number 
of  days'  drill — they  would  not  find  men 
willing  to  volunteer  for  the  artillery  service. 
He  wished  also  to  make  an  observation  with 
reference  to  the  militia.  The  militia  were 
out  for  drill  twenty-one  days  in  the  year 
according  to  the  present  arrangement,  they 
were  then  marched  and  counter-marched 
and  went  through  all  tho  ordinary  evolu- 
tions ;  but  for  the  last  five  years  some  of 
them  had  never  fired  once.  He  should  like 
to  hear  from  the  Government  an  opinion 
as  to  whether  some  portion  of  the  militia 
should  not  be  furnished  with  the  Enfield  rifle. 

The  Earl  op  WINCHELSEA  was  un- 
derstood to  urge  upon  the  Government  the 
necessity  of  giving  encouragement  to 
these  corps. 

The  Earl  of  RIPON  said,  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  rivalry  between  these  two 
corps  except  that  honourable  one  which  he 
hoped  would  long  continue  to  eiist — which 
of  them  should  be  most  efficient  for  the 
public  service.  One  object,  therefore  of  the 
Government  was  to  prevent  any  clashing 
between  the  formation  of  volunteer  corps 
and  the  recruiting  for  the  militia,  and  this 
was  one  of  the  reasons  why  they  declined 
to  give  any  pecuniary  assistance  to  those 

The  Earl  of  Malmeshury. 


corps.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  assist  volunteer  corps  by  pay- 
ing the  musketry  instructors ;  but  sergeants 
of  the  staff  of  the  disembodied  militia  would 
be  allowed  to  act  as  drill  iustructors  to  such 
corps,  who  would  be  required  to  pay  them 
at  the  rate  of  Is,  a  day  and  to  find 
them  a  lodging  or  billet.  The  noble  Baron 
had  said  that  if  the  sergeants  were  paid 
by  the  Government  they  would  have  more 
control  over  the  arms  and  the  drill.  The 
object  of  the  Government,  however,  was  to 
leave  to  the  volunteers  as  much  of  the 
management  of  their  own  affairs  as  was 
consistent  with  their  character  as  military 
bodies,  and  with  the  maintenance  of  mili- 
tary discipline  ;  and  they  thought  that  by 
requiring  their  submission  to  the  annual 
inspection  of  a  military  officer  they  would 
have  ample  control  over  the  drill.  With 
regard  to  the  arms  a  proper  place  of  cus- 
tody and  a  proper  person  to  take  care  of 
tb.em  were  to  be  provided  by  the  volunteers 
themselves  upon  the  recommendation,  and 
subject  to  the  approval,  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, which  he  did  not  douht  would 
secure  the  choice  of  a  proper  person.  He 
regretted  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  could  not  assent  to  the 
proposal  of  paying  volunteer  artillery  regi  • 
ments  and  providing  them  with  uniforms, 
because  if  that  were  done  a  similar  demand 
would  speedily  be  made  by  the  rifle  corps, 
and  it  would  be  impossible,  in  principle,  to 
refuse  to  accede  to  their  claim.  Artillery 
regiments  would  receive  instruction  and  a 
supply  of  ammunition  gi*atuitously,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  give 
them  any  further  preference  over  their 
brethren  of  the  rifle  corps.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  illustrious  Duke  the  Commander-in» 
Chief,  made  arrangements  for  the  instroe- 
tion  at  Hythe  of  twenty-five  adjutants  and 
100  sergeants  of  militia  during  the  ap« 
preaching  autumn  ;  and  it  was  intende^i 
as  soon  as  those  sergeants  bad  reeeived 
tho  proper  instruction,  to  issue  Enfield 
rifles  to  the  staff  of  tho  disembodied 
militia.  The  issuing  of  that  weapon  to 
the  whole  of  the  militia  force  waa  a 
much  larger  question,  and  must  take  Blaoe 
gradually,  according  to  the  state  of  the 
public  stores.  On  a  previous  occasion  he 
had  stated  that  his  right  hen.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  not  pre* 
pared  to  sanction  the  formation  of  volua- 
teer  corps  in  larger  bodies  than  companiei. 
Since  then,  however,  his  right  hon.  Friead 
bad  received  so  many  rejHreseotationa  at  to. 
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the  desirability  of  sanctioning  the  forma- 
tion of  battalions  under  certain  circum* 
stances,  that  bo  had  decided  that  when 
several  companies  were  formed  in  one  town, 
or  in  a  small  district,  he  would  sanction  the 
appointment  of  a  field-officer  to  command- 
them,  in  order  that  thej  might  have  one 
practice-ground  and  one  arm-store.  He 
was  also  willing  to  consider  whether  in 
rural  districts  a  field-officer  might  not  be 
appointed  to  exercise  a  general  supervision 
over  tbe  scattered  companies,  to  conduct 
their  correspondence  with  the  War  Office, 
and  to  be  their  inspecting  officer. 

The  Marquess  of  Olanricabde  and 
Lord  Vivian  made  a  few  obsery^itions 
which  were  not  heard. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
he  had  the  honour  to  command  an  Artil- 
lery Regiment  of  Militia,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  say  that,  although  the  complement  of 
the  regiment  was  500  at  present,  although 
it  had  been  embodied  more  than  nine 
months,  they  had  not  been  able  to  muster 
more  than  250.  He  thought  the  reason 
of  this  was  that  the  men  were,  in  most  in- 
stances, called  upon  to  serve  at  such  great 
distances  from  the  towns  and  villages  in 
which  they  lived.  He  thought  that  if  the 
services  of  each  regiment  were  confined  to 
its  own  county,  tbe  force  would  be  con- 
siderably strengthened.  Another  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  tbe  attention  of 
the  Government  was  the  fact,  that  no 
ammunition  had  been  supplied  to  tbe  re- 
giment for  several  months  ;  and  without 
ammunition  an  Artillery  regiment  could 
have  no  practice  in  the  duties  which  it 
was  specially  instituted  to  perform. 

The  Earl  of  RIPON  wished  to  state, 
in'  reply  to  the  noble  Marquess,  that  what 
he  had  intended  to  say  was,  that  the  ser- 
geants of  the  disembodied  militia  would  be 
trained  at  Hythe,  and  that  they  would,  on 
their  return,  not  only  instruct  their  own 
regiments,  but  would  be  available  for  the 
instruction  of  the  members  of  the  rifle 
corps.  But  the  Government  did  not  mean 
that  the  volunteers  should  not,  if  they 
should  think  proper,  obtain  instruction 
from  other  quarters.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury) 
would  excuse  him  if  ho  did  not  then  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  points  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  raised.  He  should  take 
care,  however,  that  the  matters  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  referred  should  become 
the  subject  of  due  inquiry. 

The  Earl  or  HARDWICKE  asked 
the  hoblo  Earl  to  consider  wliether  these 


volunteer  corps  had  not  better  be  formed 
on  a  system  of  companies  instead  of  re- 
giments, so  tbat  if  they  were  ever  called 
out  for  actual  service,  a  company  might  be 
attached  to  each  line  regiment  as  a  light 
company. 

JAMAICA  IMMIGRATION  ACT. 
PETITIONS. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  numerous 
Petitions  from  places  in  Jamaica,  British 
Guiana,  and  England,  praying  for  Inquiry 
into  the  System  of  Immigration.  The  pe- 
titioners complained  of  the]  mode  in  which 
the  coolies  were  engaged,  the  bad  treat- 
ment to  which  they  were  subjected  on  their 
arrival,  and  the  want  of  due  precautions  to 
send  them  home  at  the  expiration  of  their 
engagement ;  andjprayed  for  an  immediate 
and  searching  inquiry  into  the  subject. 
The  petitioners  objected  to  tbe  system  of 
immigration  altogether,  and  stated  tbat 
the  planters  had  the  means  of  obtaining  a 
sufficient  supply  of  labour  without  having 
recourse  to  immigration.  This,  however, 
was  a  difficult  and  doubtful  question,  which 
he  would  not  take  upon^^him  to  decide. 
The  petitioners  asked  for  a  searching  in- 
quiry by  means  of  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships*  House.  Perhaps  some  amelio^ 
ration  might  be  given  to  the  condition  of 
the  planters,  who  had  suffered,  and  were 
still  suffering,  by  encouraging  the  introdoe- 
tion  of  machinery,  by  giving  facilities  for 
drainage,  or  by  some  grant  which  would 
enable  them  to  carry  on  their  cultivation 
in  a  more  effectual  manner  than  they  were 
able  to  do  at  the  present  time. 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE  said,  that 
the  whole  question  of  tbe  supply  of  labour 
to  the  sugar-growing  colonies  of  England, 
and  the  immigration  of  coolies,  was  one  of 
great  importance,  and  was  too  complicated 
to  allow  their  Lordships  to  enter  into  the 
discussion  of  it  upon  the  presentation  of  a 
petition.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend  did 
not  agree  with  the  petitioners  that  the  in- 
troduction of  labour  was  not  required,  and 
that  there  was  ample  labour  already  in  the 
colonies.  [Lord  Brougham  :  I  do  not  de- 
cide one  way  or  the  other.]  Without  en- 
tering into  a  long  discussion,  he  might  pot 
it  to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  whether 
sufficient  proof  of  the  necessity  of  an  in- 
troduction of  labour  was  not  given  by  the 
single  fact,  that  in  all  cases  in  which  ad- 
ditional labour  had  been  introduced  the  co- 
lonies, who  were  the  best  judges  of  their 
own  interests,  had  taxed  themselves  to  ob- 
tain that  supply  of  labour.     His  noble  and 
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learned  Friond  had  expressed  a  desire  that 
a  Committee  should  be  appointed  this  Ses- 
sion to  inquire  into  this  most  important  sub- 
ject. He  (the  Duke  of  Newcastle)  should 
be  most  unwilling  to  resist  the  appointment 
of  such  a  Committee  if  the  Session  were 
not  so  far  advanced.  He  would  put  it  to 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  whether  any 
great  object  could  be  obtained  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  this  Session  ? 
No  doubt,  on  a  future  occasion,  the  evi- 
dence of  persons  in  the  colonies,  who  were 
desirous  to  represent  their  own  wishes  and 
interests,  might  be  obtained,  and  it  would 
be  unfair  to  the  inhabitants  of  those  colo- 
nies, who  had  suffered  so  much,  and  some 
of  whom  had  had  their  estates  ruined  by 
the  want  of  labour,  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee this  Session,  and  let  its  Report  be 
circulated,  before  they  could  be  heard  in 
answer.  He  did  not  feel  certain  that  the 
law  was  in  fault  in  those  cases  of  hard- 
ship to  the  immigrants  which  were  stated 
to  have  occurred.  He  was  rather  inclined 
to  believe  that  where  a  coolie  had  been  un- 
justly dealt  with,  it  was  the  fault  of  indivi- 
duals and  not  of  the  law,  which,  if  properly 
applied,  would,  perhaps,  be  found  sufficient 
to  prevent  such  cases.  If,  however,  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  thought  that  he 
could  suggest  an  improvement  of  the  law, 
he  should  be  happy  to  support  any  measure 
he  might  introduce  for  its  improvement. 
After  a  few  words  from  the  Iilarl  of  Airlie, 
Lord  BROUGHAM  remarked,  that  the 
taxation  levied  for  immigration  purposes  did 
not  fall  upon  the  planters  alone,  but  also 
upon  the  poor  negroes  ;  and  they  com- 
plained of  having  to  pay  for  bringing  in 
persons  who  were  to  compete  with  them 
in  the  labour  market,  and  lower  their  rate 
of  wages.  He  had  no  desire  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  hear  only  one-sided  evidence. 
If  it  were  too  late  to  appoint  a  Committee 
this  Session,  why  should  not  a  Commission 
be  appointed  ? 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND). 

The  Earl  of  CORK  rose  to  ask,  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion for  the  better  management  of  endowed 
schools  in  Ireland.  The  noble  Earl  said, 
that  that  was  a  subject  of  considerable  im- 
portance as  the  number  of  those  schools 
amounted  to  not  less  than  2,300,  and 
their  endowments  were  considerable.  Their 
Lordships  knew  that  the  Queen's  Colleges 
in  Ireland  were  instituted  by  the  late  Sir 
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Robert  Peel  in  1845,  with  a  view  to  the 
education  of  all  classes  of  the  people,  and 
each  of  these  colleges  received  a  grant 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  £7,000  a 
year.  But  their  Lordships  would  be  sur- 
prised to  learn  that  though  ample  testi- 
mony was  borne  by  the  Commissioners 
who  had  been  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  subject,  to  the  learning  of  the  profes- 
sors, and  to  the  quality  of  the  education 
they  afforded ;  yet  since  the  time  that  the 
college  system  had  come  into  play  in  1845, 
not  more  than  1686  students,  matriculated 
and  non-matriculated,  had:  taken  advantage 
of  them ;  and  what  their  Lordships  would 
be  equally  concerned  to  hear,  with  the 
single  exception  pf  the  year  1852,  the 
number  of  matriculated  students  was  less 
last  year  than  in  any  year  preceding.  The 
Commissioners  assigned  various  reasons 
for  this  want  of  success,  and  it  was  too 
wide  a  subject  to  be  introduced  in  the 
form  of  a  question.  He  would  not,  there- 
fore, allude  to  more  than  one  cause  in 
which  all  pai*ties  were  agreed,  and  that 
was  the  inefficiency  of  the  intermediate 
schools  in  Ireland.  He  was  aware  that 
great  difficulties  beset  this  question,  but  he 
was  sure  that  delay  would  only  increase 
theui.  Several  important  meetings  had 
been  held  in  the  south  of  Ireland,  and  al- 
though there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  appropriation  and  allotment  of 
the  funds,  he  believed  that  both  Catholics 
and  Protestants  were  agreed  on  this  point, 
that  Government  ought  to  step  in  and  take 
some  means  of  rendering  available  to  the 
mass  of  the  community  those  vast  educa- 
tional resources  which  the  inquiries  of  the 
Commissioners  proved  to  exist.  In  con- 
clusion, he  had  only  to  express  a  iTope  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would,  hj  tak- 
ing up  this  question,  prove  that  they  were 
guided  by  those  liberal  principles  which 
they  professed  in  Opposition,  and  that  thej 
would  thus  endeavour  to  regain  some  de- 
gree of  that  confidence  which  he  was 
afraid  the  late  elections  showed  they  had 
lost  in  Ireland.  The  late  Government  had 
acted  very  liberally  with  Ireland,  and  he 
believed  they  had  prepared  a  Bill  on  this 
very  question.  He  hoped  the  present  Gk>- 
vernment  would  not  be  behind  their  prede- 
cessors, but  that  they  would  next  year  pro- 
pose a  satisfactory  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion. His  question  was,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  for  the  better 
Management  of  the  Funds  of  Endowed 
Schools  in  Ireland? 
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The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE  wish- 
ed, before  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville)  replied,  to  make  an  observation 
or  two  upon  the  subject.     The  noble  Lord 
who   had  just    sat  down   was   not   quite 
correct  in   stating  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  prepared  a  Bill  upon  this  sub- 
ject, though  it  was  certainly  true  that  they 
had  given  much  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  the  outlines  of  a  measure  were  pre- 
pared ;  but  the  pressure  of  other  business 
prevented  its  being  properly  matured.   His 
noble  Friend  had   stated   that   the  Com- 
missioners  appointed  to   inquire  into  the 
Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland  had  reported 
that  those  colleges  failed  to  command  the 
confidence  and  support  of  the  middle  classes 
of  Ireland,  and  they  attributed  part  of  that 
failure  to  the  want  of  proper  intermediate 
schools.      He  was  not  disposed   to  deny 
that  ;    he   quite   agreed   with   his    noble 
Friend  that  there  was  a  want  of  those 
schools  ;  but  another  and  equally  import- 
ant cause  of  that  failure  was  the  continued 
and  persistent  hostility  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy.     They  were  determined  that 
they  never  would  support  a  system  of  mix- 
ed education,  and  all  their  efforts  had  been 
and  would  be  directed  to  prevent  the  middle 
classes  from  making  use  of  these  colleges 
in  the  form  in  which  they  at  present  exist- 
ed.    He  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  that 
something  should  be  done  for  the  regula- 
tion of  those  schools,  for  whose  support 
large  sums  of  money  had  been  set  apart 
from  time  to  time,  and  lands  devised  for 
their  use,  while  the  amount  of  work  got 
out  of  them  was  miserably  small.     But  be- 
fore   anything   was    done   by  Parliament 
there  was  a  preliminary  question  for  the 
Government  to  settle,  and  till  it  was  settled 
it  was  impossible  that  any  measure  could 
be  satisfactorily  introduced.  The  Endowed 
School  Commissioners  who  made  the  Re- 
port of  last  year  consisted  of  five  persons, 
of  whom   the   Marquess  of  Eildare,   Dr. 
Trench,  and  Dr.  Hamilton,  were  supposed 
to  represent  the  united  or  neutral,  or  as  it 
.  was  sometimes   called,  the  non-exclusive 
system  of  education  ;  Mr.  Stephens  repre- 
sented  the   feelings   of    the    Established 
Church,  and  Mr.  Hughes,  who  was  then 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  represented 
the  opinions   and   feelings  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  Now,  it  was  extraordinary  to  re- 
mark that  those  three  gentlemen  who  repre- 
sented the  non-exclusive  system  reported 
strongly  in  favour  of  taking  all  the  Endowed 
Schools  for  which  the  least  colour  of  an 
allegation  could  be  set  up  that  they  could 


be  consistently  applied  to  the  non-exclusive 
system  and  putting  them  under  a  system 
of  rules  and  regulations  with  respect  io 
religious  teaching  similar  to  those  of  the 
Irish  National  Board.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  gentleman  who  represented  what  may 
be  considered  as  the  feelings  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  in  a  separate  Report  which 
he  made,  and  with  arguments  which  to  him 
(the  Earl  of  Donoughmore)  appeared  un- 
answerable, objected  entirely  to  this  course, 
and  argued  that  the  funds  for  those  schools 
had  been  bequeathed  for  Protestant  pur- 
poses, and  that  they  could  not,  without  a 
gross  injustice,  be  applied  either  to  Roman 
Catholic  or  to  a  neutral  jsy stem  of  educa- 
tion. But  what  was  the  statement  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  representative,  Mr. 
Hughes  ?  Passing  over  altogether,  the 
question  whether  those  endowments  could 
be  equitably  taken,  he  said  that  whether 
they  were  taken  by  the  Government  or  not 
did  not  matter  ;  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
would  not  accept  of  them;  that  they  would 
not  accept  of  a  neutral  system  of  educa- 
tion ;  that  they  were  determined  to  have 
a  system  of  education  separate  from  Pro- 
testants, and  that  Catholics  should  be  edu- 
cated by  Catholics.  What  the  occasion 
really  called  for  was  that  the  question 
should  be  tried  at  law,  to  whom  those  en- 
dowments belonged.  Take  the  diocesan 
schools,  for  instance— could  they  be  equit- 
ably applied  to  such  purposes  as  were 
pointed  at  by  the  majority  of  the  Commis- 
sioners? Or  was  it  consistent  with  the 
intentions  of  the  Sovereign  and  Parliament 
to  apply  that  principle  to  those  schools 
which  were  raised  under  the  authority  of 
an  Act  passed  in  the  reign  of  James  I  ? 
He  thanked  their  Loi*dships  for  having 
listened  to  these  remarks,  which  bethought 
it  right  to  add  to  the  observations  of  his 
noble  Friend,  who,  he  was  afraid,  had  not 
snfficiently  considered  the  magnitude  of  the 
task  he  laid  upon  the  Government. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  to  his  noble  Friend  opposite  for 
the  observations  he  had  made,  pointing  out 
the  difficulties  which  attended  the  suQect. 
The  noble  Lord  had  also  pointed  out  the 
mistaken  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Cork)  that  the  late  Government 
had  prepared  a  Bill  on  the  subject ;  and 
he  thought  his  noble  Friend  would  hardly 
expect  any  other  answer  than  that  he  was 
about  to^give — that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  present  Government  to  introduce 
any  Bll  this  Session.  At  the  same  time 
he  fully  admitted  the  importance  of  the 
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question  and  the  obligation  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  what  steps  they  oould 
best  take  on  this  question. 

House  adjoumed  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow 

hall^past  Ton  o'clock. 
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lords'  Amendments  coxsidbred. 

Order  for  the  further  consideration  of 
Lords*  Amendments  read. 

SiB  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houso 
to  some  considerations  connected  with  this 
Bill.  He  thought  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Eresham  (Sir  II.  Willoughhy) 
had  done  great  public  scnrico  in  pointing 
attention  to  the  nature  of  this  measure 
when  it  was  last  before  the  House.  He 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  had  since  endearoured  to 
ascertain  the  facts  connected  with  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill  and  the  otforts  made 
to  pass  it.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  origi- 
nal prospectus  of  the  Conipanj,  issued  in 
August  last,  in  which  the  substance  of  the 
agreement  subsequently  made  by  them 
with  the  Governmont  was  embodied.  The 
Bill  containing  that  agreement  was  intro- 
duced at  the  commencement  of  last  Ses- 
sion. FriYato  Bills,  as  the  House  was 
aware,  were  proceed eil  with  either  before 
tho  public  business  was  entered  upon,  or 
at  its  close :  when  tho  rules  of  the  House 
had  been  complied  with,  they  passed 
through  very  much  as  a  matter  of  form. 
Tho  attention  of  tho  House  was  not  parti- 
cularly directed  to  this  Bill,  no  res|K>ustble 
Member  explained  tho  nature  of  the  trans- 
aotions  the  Bill  passed*  and  was  carried 
up  to  the  House  of  Lords  without  com> 
»  ao  M  Im  wm  M»  to  McertaiD. 
il  t     i       •*  ito  ImI  i  M» 


pod,  though  an  attempt  was  made  on  the 
part  of  the  late  Government  to  pass  it,  the 
late  Prime  Minister  declaring  that  it  was 
desirable  that  there  should  be  no  delay. 
The  Duke  of  Somerset,  however,  stated 
that  he  saw  no  reason  why  this  Bill  should 
form  an  exception  from  the  treatment  of 
other  Bills  of  a  similar  class.     The  Bill 
was  re- introduced  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, the  same  forms  were  gone  through 
in  this  House  without  obsenration,  as  it 
appeared,  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members, 
and  it  went  up  to  the  House  of   Lords, 
where  it  was  on  the  point  of  passing,  when 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  in  its  last  stagey 
insisted  as  an  Aroendmentt  that  the  whole 
of  the  contract  between  the  company  and 
the  Government  should  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill.     That  Amendment  the  Lords  made, 
and  that  Amendment  the  Honse  of  Com< 
mens  were  now  called  on  to  consider.     He 
(Sir  J.   Graham)  had  a  strong  opinion 
that  this  Bill  contained  some  objectionable 
clauses.     In  the  first  place,    it  gave  a 
guarantee  of  4|  per  cent  upon  all  the  ca- 
pital of  this  company  paid  np: — and  for 
what  period,  would  the  Honse  believe,  that 
guarantee  was  given  ?    Why,  for  a  period 
of  fifty  years  from  this  time.     And  that 
guarantee  was  to  extend  over  the  whole  of 
that  long  interval  without  reference  to  the 
success  of  the  company.  It  might  be  said, 
that  they  might  confidently  relj  on  the 
success  of  the  nndertaking.     Why,  that 
was  by  no  means  so  certain;  yet  the  goa- 
ranteed  interest  was,  even  if  there  were  no 
return,  for  fifty  years.    There  waa  another 
circumstance  in  which  he  saw  the  most 
serious  objection— namely,   that  the  Go- 
remment  was  to  nominate  two  ex  oJMe 
directors.  One  of  those  e»  ofcio  direetors, 
an  intimate  friend  of  his  own,  was  a  firtt- 
class  clerk  of  the  Treasury,  a  genttemaa 
of  the  highest  honour,  and  for  whom  he 
had  the  greatest  respect;  and  the  other 
was  equally  a  gentleman  of  high  reapeeta- 
bility;    but  what  was  the  temptation  to 
which  these  gentlemen  were  expoaed?  There 
was  no  restraining  clanse  whatever  in  the 
Bill  against  those  c«o/fei6  direetorsbeoom- 
insr  shareholders  in  the  coneem.    It  seemed 
to  him  that  tho  Bill  stood  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Atlantie  Telcgiaph   Bill, 
and  that  the  extent  to  which  these  eon- 
tracts  were  now  carried  required  the  eaa- 
tious    consideralioa    of   ParKameal.     Ho 
thought,    under    the    cirenmatanees,    the 
House  wonld  do  well  to  avapend  the  fni^ 
ther  consideratioa  of  the  Lorda'  Amend* 
meata  of  the  Bill  for  a  fisrta^l  er  Arse 
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weeki  to  enable  the  Committee  on  Con- ,  Companr. 
tracts,  which  waa  (o  bo  appointed  that 
night,  to  inquire  into  tlie  tranaaotlon  and 
report  their  opinion  upon  it  to  the  Hou»e. 
That  being  the  view  be  ventured  to  take 
of  tbe  matter,  he  moved  Bs  an  Amend- 
ment that  tbo  further 'coDgideration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  be  deferred  for  one 
fortnight. 

Mr.  ELLICE  (St.  AndrowB)  seconded  tbe 
Amendment,  and  expressed  hia  obligations 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  for  bringing  this 
subject  under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 


«  Alt  n< 


.ffii'ieat  to  float  tb»  BbKrei.    f  ci 

ilj  declare  that  1  betieTed  at  the  tims, 

b?lieTO,  Chat  lower  termi   than  thoi9 

tpntif  would  not  hare  been  n 


«  tho  Dl 


)itAl  n 


dforl 


undar. 


(akinii;.  Tho  result  of  the  igauo  of  the  ibarei  tiilij 
corrol>DrAlC8  thii  opinion,  for  from  the  date  of  the 
issue  of  tlia  sharei — namel7,  the  3nd  of  Aufuit 
bst,  to  the  Tth  of  Januar;,  theprioe  ranged  from 
12?.  flrf.  prenliuin  per  «luirB  to  fl*.  premium,  tha 
avcrn^'o  ticmg  St.  M.  premium  per  ihare,  a  profit 
not  too  ramuneratlng.  Subiequentljr  the  ihaies 
ycta  done  nt  a  premium  of  lt>.  ;  but  Then  an 
Dbatartc  to  the  pBMing  of  the  A<it  of  Fartiament 
"--  -' fell  to  33».  firf,  diacount.     ""  "— 


He  (Mr.  Ellice)  came  down  to  the  House  for  !  jaislag  if  the  Bill  by  the  Lords,  ther  row  to  a  ' 
tbe  purpose  of  aakingtha  Cbancellorof  tbe    I'rmiiim   of  I  to  J  ;  but  without  moh  guarantee 

Excheoiier  when  he  intended  to  nominate  ' ''>',;^'^' '''■■'"hr''v""  ^',1°'"'"'''''^'^  ^t" 
1  .    ri  ■,,  l^     ■      .  J  .  ,  ■'  fl'acount,  una  tbe  shares  booome  unmarKotao  le 


bis  Committeo  on  Contracts,  and 
diacusaion  with  respect  to  the  constitution 
of  that  Committee.     It  was  of  the  utmost ' 


t  difficultj  felt  iu  getting  the  remainiaj 


01  tnai  uommiiiee.     it  was  oi  tne  utmost '  m.      ,  ,  i  i„  .l    *  i-       t ii„.._j  :. 

.  ,L  .  .L     i-<         '..       L     iji  1.      ^he  total  lenzth  of  line  from  AleiKiMrik 

importance  that  the  Committee  ebonld  be    ,    u-         to  naa  _:i..  -i.u  .!~v* 
■^        J     c   ■  J        J.  L  ri'o  Kurrftcuee  was  J, Joe  milea,  with  eight 

composed  of  independent   members.     He    „,„„„„„      ti.„   i:„-   -.. „™„i=?»J 

complained  that  the  Treasury  gave  their 
.  Mnotion  to  Bills  of  this  deeoriptio] 


ttut  the  House  having  before  them  anj  of 
the  grounds  on  which  they  did  so  ;  and  he 
intended  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  that  aubject,  which  was  altogether  con- 
trary to  what  used  to  be  the  practice  of  the 
TreosQrj.  By  tho  coastitution  of  tbeTrea- 
■ury  it  waa  intended  to  coutrol  the  eipcn- 
ditnre,  not  to  originate  it. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tbo  further  consideration  of  the 
•ud  Amendments  be  further  adjourned  till 
Monday,  25th  July." 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  rose  to  make 
an  explanation.  He  waa  in  error  in  stating 
the  Bill  had  been  re-inlroduced  in  the  pre- 
sent Parliament.  It  appeared  to  hare  been 
■nspended,  which,  of  course,  made  bis  case 
the  stronger,  as  tbia  would  be  the  only 
opportunity  the  House  would  here  of  fairly 
considering  the  arrangement. 


Elation?.  The  line  waa  now  completed 
fi'ujii  Alexandria  to  Aden,  a  distance  of 
1,530  miles,  and  the  remaining  section  to 
India  would  be  completed  by  tbe  end  of 
tills  year.     Tha  Stations  are  : — 


D  Coflieir  

r  to  Suakia  .. 
n  to  Aden 


UUeK 
...  330 


MusuBi  to  Komtobee 


Toinl  to  India  from  Alexandria.  ..S3S8 

Due  securities  were  taken  by  the  Gorern- 
ment.  All  adrances  of  interest  by  the 
Trensiiry  were  to  be  a  charge  against 
future  profits,  and  nil  profits  beyond  10 
per  cent  wore  to  be  at  the  disposal  of  Go- 
fer  tbe  benefit   of  the  public. 


Mh,  GREGSON  aaid,    that    the    only  !  The  Goiernment  bad  the  power  to  fix  tbe 


Amfflidntent  of  the  slighteat  imperii 
•acept  the  schedule,  waa  the  omisaion  of 
the  clause  giring  borrowing  powers  to  the 
Company.  The  project  was  before  the 
pnblio  for  eighteen  months  before  the 
guarantee  vras  obtained,  a  prospeclua  issued 
lo  1S57,  promising  a  5  per  cent  conditional 

Karantce  from  tbe  East  India  Company, 
ring  failed  to  induce  the  public  to  *ub- 
Miibe.  He  had  raceived  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Ckirthom,  the  broker  to  the  company, 
»  gentleman   of  high  respectability,  who 


tariff,  and  all  the  prooeedings  of  tbe  com- 
ly  were  suMect  to  the  approTal  of  tbe 
rd.i  of  the  Treasury,  who  appointed  two 
ojicio  directors.  The  capital  was  aub- 
ilied  entirely  on  the  faith  of  the  contract 
h  the  Treaaury,  one  of  the  conditions 
ng  that  the  Company  should  proceed  at 
;e  with  the  wiirk,  and  enter  into  oon- 
cta  for  the  completion  of  the  line  within 
Q;iv('u  time.  Great  inconTOnience  had 
?n  enuacd  by  the  delay  which  had  already 
}urred  in  paesing  the  Bill,  which  went 
'  both  Houses  in  the  asual  d 


1  i-u      -     t  ''"^  money  clauses  having  been  passed  in 
s  deliberation  -Committee   of  the  whole  House,   on  the 
DMWweaDwu  tDeeiuniai  guarantee  tobegiven  ,.  ,  ,,       7  ,.  ,         n       ,  j. 

bf  «m  Ooremmentlo  the  Red  Sea  Telegraph    mo' '<>»  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  ft« 
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late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
following  particulars  connected  with  the 
laying  of  tho  cable  would,  he  trusted,  bo 
interesting  to  the  Ilouse  :  — 

**  The  cable  was  laid  without  any  difficulty  be- 
tween Suez  and  Aden,  the  greatest  depth  being 
500  fiithoms,  and  the  bottom  soft  throughout.  It 
works  admirably  (according  to  the  engineer's  re- 
port, better  than  any  lino  hitherto  laid),  and  bos 
been  continually  at  work,  though  not  handed  over 
to  the  Company  till  thirty  £iys  after  laying. 
There  has  been  an  interruption  at  Cosscir,  oaus^ 
by  an  Egyptian  steamer  dragging  her  anchor  in  a 
l^e  of  wind.  It  is  probably  repaired  by  this 
time,  beinc  in  the  harbour,  and  in  shallow  water 
Mr.  Lionel  Gisbomc,  the  engineer,  telegraphed  by 
this  line  the  loss  of  the  Alma  from  Aden  to  Cos- 
seir  in  a  long  message  of  seventy  or  eighty  words, 
and  received  a  reply  within  an  hour.  Tho  Com- 
pany's officers  have  received  a  reply  within  an 
nour.  The  Company's  officers  have  received  the 
most  cordial  assistance  from  all  the  Turkish  and 
Egyptian  authorities,  and  a  slight  disturbance 
amonff  the   Hadjis  (pilgrims)    at    Cosseir,  who 

SuUed  down  the  telegraph  land-mark,  was  imme- 
iately  suppressed  by  the  Governor.  At  Suakin 
the  Pasha  entertained  all  the  telegraph  staff  at  a 
grand  dinner,  and  rendered  them  every  assistance 
in  his  power.  This  morning's  mail  brings  intelli- 
gence of  the  completion  of  the  land  line  between 
Alexandria  and  Sues." 

Considering  the  importance  of  a  line  of 
telegraph  to  India,  and  that  tho  Bill  re- 
ceived the  assent  of  the  House  in  March 
last,  he  trusted  that  tho  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  persevere  in  his  opposition  to 
this  Bill. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  thought 
the  hon.  Gcntlcmon  had  entirely  missed 
the  real  objection  to  this  Bill.  The  House 
now  for  the  first  time  learned  the  financial 
bearing  of  the  question  through  the  Lords' 
Amendments,  which  were  injurious  to  the 
rights  of  that  House  as  the  '*  guardian  **  of 
the  public  purse.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  compromise  its  rights  by  assent- 
ing to  such  a  course.  The  Ilouse  had  re- 
mained uninformed  of  the  circumstance  of 
an  agreement  having  been  come  to,  and 
that  under  certain  circumstances  the  pub- 
lic Exchequer  would  be  subjected  to  annual 
payments  of  £36,000— that  was  at  the 
rate  of  4J  per  cent— for  fifty  years.  In 
tho  case  of  £1,000,000  being  raised  the 
annual  outlay  would  be£4o,(X)0.  In  every 
case  where  financial  burden  was  imposed 
on  the  British  public  the  proper  formalities 
for  granting  public  money  should  be  passed 
through.  He  thought  il  might  be  well  to 
penu  a  Resolution  embodying  the  duty  of 
obterving  that  principle  in  every  case.  He 
was  fflad  that  tho  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
Mlled  attention  to  the  question,  and  ho  was 
Mm  that  it  was  not  for  the  honour  and 

Jfrt  Oeegecn 


dignity  of  the  House  that  tho  practice  com- 
plained pf  should  continue. 

Mb.  H.  BAILLIB  said,  he  would  not  en- 
ter into  the  question  as  to  whether  it  was 
desirable  and  necessary  that  they  ahould 
have  an  electric  line  to  India,  but  he 
thought  the  terms  granted  to  this  Com- 
pany were  such  that  it  would  hare  beeo 
better  if  the  Government  had  made  the 
line  themselves.  He  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  FITZROY  wished  to  set  his  boo. 
Friend  (Sir  Henry  Willoughby)  right  on 
one  point.  His  hon.  Friend  said  the  first 
opportunity  they  had  of  knowing  the  finan 
cial  bearing  of  the  Bill  waa  by  means  of 
the  Lords*  Amendments.  Now  on  that 
very  point  a  Resolution  waa  agreed  to  by 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  HouaOy  which 
certainly  was  not  carried  tub  sileniio.  In 
every  case  the  course  was  pursued  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued— a  Resolution  was  paaaed  in  Com-  - 
mittee  of  the  whole  House  oefbre  the  grant 
of  any  public  money  could  be  agreed  to. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  said,  it  might  be 
perfectly  true  that  every  stage  of  this  BOI 
had  been  regularly  gone  through  and  all 
the  usual  opportunities  for  disenssioB 
afforded ;  but  at  the  same  time  thia  wss 
the  first  time  that  the  attention  of  the 
House  had  been  called  to  this  qnesUoii. 
This  matter  came  before  the  House  as  a 
Private  Bill;  but  it  was  impossible  to  deny 
that  there  were  considerations  of  a  pubKe 
nature  connected  with  it.  It  was  a  Bill 
not  merely  brought  forward  by  private  pa^ 
ties,  but  a  Bill  to  carry  out  an  anange* 
meiit  between  those  private  parties  and  the 
public,  and  tho  House  ought  to  satisfy  itself 
that  the  measure  was  a  sound  one.  Ho 
was  rather*  surprised  to  find  thai  the  de- 
fence of  the  Bill  had  been  left  to  the  prip 
vate  parties  who  were  promoting  it;  hs 
should  have  thought  that  the  Seeretary  to 
the  Treasury  in  the  late  Government  would 
havo  supported  the  Bill.  He  Bhoaldcer> 
tainly  support  the  Motion  of  his  right  hoo. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle.  He 
thought  it  high  time  that  the  serions  at- 
tention of  tho  House  should  be  ealledp  as 
the  attention  of  the  conntij  was  called,  te 
these  grants  of  the  public  money  bj  the 
Government.  He  did  not  deny  that  it  was 
of  great  public  importance  to  have  telegra- 
phic communication  between  this  eonntry 
and  India,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
at  that  moment  that~Govemmeal  was  not 
perfectly  right  in  giving  their  sanetioB  te 
this  Bill ;  but  in  order  that  the  Bmm 
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might  have  an  opportunity  of  BcriouBly 
conBidering  the  question,  he  should  vote 
for  the  Motion  for  postponement. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  could  assure  his  right  hon.  Friend  that 
he  had  no  iiesitation  in  rising  to  address  the 
House  on  this  subject ;  but  he  was  anxious 
to  hear  what  course  the  discussion  was 
taking,  because  it  appeared  to  him  that 
there  were  two  points,  and  he  did  not 
exactly  understand  on  which  of  then  the 
Amendment  was  based.  In  the  first  place 
there  was  a  question  raised  as  to  whether 
the  mode  in  which  the  Bill  had  passed 
through  that  House  was  a  correct  and 
convenient  mode,  and  whether  it  brought 
before  the  notice  of  the  House  the  e£Pect  of 
the  Bill.  Now,  no  one  could  feel  more 
strongly  than  he  did  that  that  House 
abould  be  fully  aware  of  all  that  it  was 
asked  to  do  in  the  way  of  originating  or 
enlarging  public  expenditure.  He  was  a 
young  Member  of  the  House,  and  was  not 
very  familiar  with  the  practice  with  regard 
to  Private  Bills  ;  but  he  understood  that 
the  usual  course  had  been  pursued  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  and  that  an  opportunity 
bad  been  afforded  to  any  Member  if  he  had 
been  watchful  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  it.  He  regretted  that  it  had 
failed  to  attract  attention,  and  he  was 
quite  ready  to  agree  to  any  such  Resolu- 
tion as  was  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Evesham,  in  order  to  bring  such  mat- 
ters before  the  House  more  distinctly.  The 
other  point  that  had  been  raised  was  as  to 
the  expenditure  proposed,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  had 
stated  that  he  regarded  the  contract  enter- 
ed into  by  the  late  Government  as  very 
objectionable,  and  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  done  something  quite  unusual  in 
entering  into  that  contract.  The  matter 
had  been  arranged  before  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  had  entered  upon  his  duties  at 
the  Treasury,  but  he  believed  it  was  based 
upon  the  example  of  similar  contracts 
made  by  preceding  Governments,  and  espe- 
cially upon  the  contract  with  the  Mediter- 
ranean Extension  Telegraph  Company, 
from  Cagliari  to  Malta  and  thence  to  Cor- 
fa,  in  which  case  the  preceding  Govern- 
ment gave  a  guarantee  of  6  per  cent  for 
twenty-five  years,  instead  of  4|  per  cent 
for  fifty  years,  as  in  the  present  instance. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  thought  the  Go- 
Temment  had  done  wrong  in  interfering  to 
float  the  line  ;  but  the  object  was  one  of 
great  importance,  and  if  the  only  mode 
of  sneeessfully  floating  the  line  was  by  a 

VOL.  CLIV.    [third  sebies]. 


guarantee,  he  thought  the  Government  was 
wise  in  giving  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
also  said  that  the  Government  were  about 
to  pay  the  public  money  for  nothing.  But 
the  contract  was  not  a  one-sided  bargain  : 
the  Company  had  bound  themselves  to  cer- 
tain provisionB  which  would  compel  them 
to  perform  their  part  of  the  contract.  One 
condition  was  that  when  the  line  was  once 
laid  the  Company  were  bound  to  work  it, 
and  if  they  did  not  the  Government  miffht 
take  possession  of  the  line.  If  the  line 
were  not  made,  of  course  the  contract  did 
not  take  effect.  There  were  other  condi- 
tions in  the  contract  giving  the  Govern- 
ment certain  advantages,  such  as  the  right 
of  priority  in  sending  messages.  That  was 
an  important  matter.  Let  that  be  con- 
trasted with  the  stipulations  made  by  some 
of  the  lines  in  this  country.  The  Sub- 
marine Telegraph  Company  had  entered 
into  a  stipulation  with  France,  by  which 
the  French  Government  got  the  priority. 
What  an  immense  importance  it  was  to 
this  country  to  maintain  communication 
with  its  East  Indian  possessions.  Let  the 
House  consider  the  case  of  the  late  Indian 
mutiny,  and  a  thousand  other  circum- 
stances, in  which  rapid  communication 
with  India  was  absolutely  necessary,  and 
it  would  agree  that  any  arrangement,  how- 
ever extravagant  it  might  seem,  that  put 
this  country  in  communication  with  our 
East  Indian  posseBsions,  without  making 
the  country  dependent  on  any  foreign 
Government,  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance. The  contract  was  very  carefully 
drawn,  and  the  late  Government  had  im- 
proved on  the  terms  entered  into  by  their 
predecessors  in  regard  to  the  Mediter- 
ranean extension  line.  Provision  was 
made  for  a  reserve  fund,  and  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  charges  to  the  public,  and  all 
possible  care  was  taken  to  provide  for  the 
good  working  of  the  line.  He  thought  the 
clause  empowering  the  appointment  of  ex 
officio  directors,  having  authority  to  control 
the  whole  proceedings  of  the  Company, 
and  to  take  care  that  nothing  was  done  to 
imperil  the  security,  a  good  clause,  though 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  CarliBle  had 
objected  to  it.  [Sir  Jakes  Grahah  saidp 
his  objection  was  that  there  was  no  pro- 
hibition of  these  ex  officio  directors  from 
being  shareholders.]  It  was  true  there 
was  not,  and  that  was  an  oversight.  With 
respect  to  the  adjournment  of  the  consi- 
deration of  tho  Lords'  Amendments  he  ex- 
pressed no  opinion.  That  was  a  question 
for  the  Government  and  the  promoters  of 
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the  Bill.  He  thought  the  agreeaient  made 
by  the  late  Governmeut  a  gooig  proper^ 
and  eoonomical  agreement ;  and  there  was 
nothing  on  which  he  was  more  ready  to 
encounter  scrutiny.  Therefore,  he  did  not 
oppose  the  Motion  for  an  adjournment  of 
the  discussion  for  a  fortnight. 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  that  this 
being  a  Private  Bill,  there  were  not  more 
than  fifteen  copies  of  it  printed,  and  now 
that  he  had  got  a  sight  of  a  copy,  ho  found 
the  case  infinitely  stronger  than  it  was. 
[**  Order."]  Did  the  House  desire  to 
know  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  roebuck  :  I  called  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  order,  not  because  I 
did  not  wish  to  hear  him,  for  I  am  always 
desirous  of  hearing  him,  but  because  no 
Member  can  speak  twice  on  the  same  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  has  only  a  right  to  explain. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM:  I  was  en> 
deayouring  to  explain  that  these  ex  officio 
directors  were  not  prohibited  from  holding 
shares.  So  far  from  that,  there  is  a  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  that  they  may  hold 
shares. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  observed  that  there 
was  nothing  peculiar  or  irregular  in  the 
way  in  which  the  Bill  had  passed  through 
its  stages.  The  principle  now  laid  down 
with  respect  to  those  grants  was  no  doubt 
rery  correct :  but  the  House  was  bound  to 
consider  the  position  of  the  shareholders  in 
this  case.  The  shareholders  of  the  line 
were  now  in  this  position  that,  after  a  Go- 
yemment  guarantee  had  been'  distinctly 
given,  and  after  they  had  on  its  faith  ex- 
pended three  fourths  of  the  capital,  the 
guarantee  was  now  disputed,  while  at  the 
same  time  they  were  not  able  to  complete 
the  line  because  they  could  not  make  a  call 
or  borrow  money  until  the  present  Bill 
passed.  Any  delay  would  be  most  preju- 
dicial to  them,  and  he  must  say  that  the 
present  proceeding  savoured  very  much 
like  repudiation.  He  must  warn  the  House 
that  it  would  be  most  prejudicial  to  the 
public  service  if  the  commercial  classes 
were  to  find  that  the  guarantee  of  the 
Treasury  was  worth  nothing.  It  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  this  undertaking 
was  projected  during  a  great  crisis  in  the 
affairs  of  this  country — namely,  during  the 
Indian  Mutiny,  when  rapid  communication 
between  India  and  this  country  was  of  vital 
importance. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken  had  anticipated 
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what  he  had  to  aay.  More  than  half  of 
the  capital  of  the  Company  had  been  raised 
and  expended  on  the  faith  of  the  guarantee, 
and  ho  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
competent  for  the  House  now  to  consider 
the  Bill  otherwise  than  exclusively  in  re- 
ference to  the  Lords'  Amendments. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  thought  that  the 
question  before  the  House  was  whether 
they  were  to  sanction  a  system  which 
gave  away  the  public  money  by  a  private 
Bill  of  whieh  only  about  twelve  or  thirteen 
copies  were  printed,  and  by  which  the 
matter  was  not  brought  distinctly  before 
the  House.  Until  attention  was  dravn  (o 
the  measure  he  was  not  aware  of  its  pro- 
visions, and  now  he  found  that  by  one  of 
the  Lords*  Amendments  it  was  proposed 
to  givo  a  guarantee  of  4i  per  cent  for 
fifty  years  on  a  sum  of  £oOO,000,  whudi 
might  be  raised  to  £1,000,000.  He  did 
not  wish  to  raise  any  impediment  iu  th# 
way  of  establishing  telegraphic  eommmii- 
cations  with  India,  but  it  was  a  great  puUie 
question  whether  that  House  should  bind 
the  country  for  fifty  years  to  pay  the  soni 
of  £45,000  for  this  Red  Sea  Tdegimpb. 
Without  adverting  to  the  merits  of  the 
matter,  he  raised  his  voice  against  Unding 
this  country  in  such  a  way  to  give  a  gnai^ 
antee  on  an  undertaking  not  even  now  in 
existence.  It  would  be  far  better  to  give 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  eniift 
power  of  making  these  guarantees  without 
referring  them  to  the  House  at  all. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  this  was  a  questidm  of 
very  considerable  nicety  and  delioaej;  and 
he  thought  it  his  duty,  holding  the  offiae 
he  did,  to  state  to  the  House  what  eon- 
siderations  occurred  to  him.  He  must  say 
that  he  was  a  little  disappointed  when  ike 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  S.  Northeote) 
declined  to  enter  into  the  question  of  tbe 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Car* 
lisle,  stating  that  was  an  affair  for  the 
Government  and  the  parties  to  consider; 
for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  the  ofieial 
organ  of  the  Government  that  made  thia 
contract. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ex. 
plained  that  it  was  made  some  numtha  be- 
fore he  joined  the  Treasury. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  did  not  mean  to  state  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  made  the  eontmet, 
but  only  that  he  was  the  official  organ  of 
the  Government  that  did  so.  He  wishtti 
simply  to  state  to  the  House  the  view  he 
took  of  the  position  of  the  GoTemmeBt 
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in  regard  to  the  contract,  because  the 
matter  was  one  of  the  extremest  delicacy, 
and  pubh'c  credit  was  that  which  not  only 
ought  not  to  be  broken,  but  ought  not  to 
be  even  suspected  of  being  capable  of  being 
broken.  What  he  found  to  be  the  case, 
when  the  present  Qovernment  assumed 
office,  was  that  the  present  Bill  was  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  noblemen  connected 
with  the  Goyernment  in  that  House,  as  a  de- 
bate upon  it  was  about  to  take  place,  made 
application  to  him  to  know  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  support 
the  Bill  as  it  stood.  His  answer  was,  that 
in  his  opinion  they  were  pledged  to  the  Bill 
as  it  stood,  and  that  it  was  too  late  for  the 
Government  to  raise  a  question  on  its 
merits.  The  merits  therefore  were  not 
entered  into  by  the  Government  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  It  was  his  intention  un- 
doubtedly when  the  plan  was  brought  to 
issue,  to  fulfil  the  contract,  which  he  found 
written  in  the  agreement  between  the 
Executive  Government  and  the  parties  to 
the  following  effect! — That  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament (according  to  the  last  clause  of  the 
Bill)  should  be  applied  for  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion, for  the  purpose  of  confirming  and 
giving  effect  to  the  agreement;  and  that 
the  clauses  necessary  for  the  purpose 
should  be  submitted  to,  and  approved  by, 
the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury, 
who  were  to  sanction  and  further  the  ap- 
plication by  the  Company  for  such  Act  of 
Parliament.  That  was  the  agreement, 
and  on  coming  into  office  and  finding  these 
terms  in  existence  laid  down,  and  entirely 
independent  of  the  discretion  of  the  present 
Government,  no  choice  was  presented  to 
them  except  to  give  their  support  to  the 
Bill.  On  that  agreement  he  felt  bound  to 
act ;  but  witlv  respect  to  the  rights  of  the 
House,  that  undoubtedly  was  a  different 
matter,  and  it  was  not  for  him  to  determine, 
but  for  the  House  to  decide  where  its  juris- 
diction commenced,  and  what  were  its  du- 
ties and  obligations,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  it  would  consider  the  former  and  adhere 
to  the  latter.  He  did  not  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  raised 
any 'issue  as  to  the  merits  of  the  contract ; 
but  he  merely  recommended  that  as  this 
was  a  now  Parliament,  and  as  the  arrange- 
ment under  which  the  Bill  was  brought 
before  them  in  its  present  form,  and  which 
had  prevented  the  present  Parliament  from 
entering  into  a  minute  examination  of  the 
measure,  had  been  made,  not  for  the  con- 
venience of  Parliament,  but  of  the  parties 
interested  in  the  Bill,  its  further  considera- 


tion should  be  postponed  for  a  term  of  fouv- 
teen  days,  in  order  that  the  House  might 
know  what  they  were  going  to  vote.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said, — 

**  Arrangements  of  ^rrcat  importance  have  bBen 
made  between  the  Government  and  the  Company; 
principles  of  great  moment  to  the  public  interests 
are  involved  in  those  arraDgcments ;  and  as  a 
Committee  is  about  to  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  general  question,  let  us  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ascertaining  accurately  what  we  aro 
asked  to  do." 

In  that  suggestion  he  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  did  not  see  anything  tend- 
ing to  impugn  or  to  weaken  the  force  of 
the  contract  between  the  Government  and 
the  parties,  or  to  impair  the  nature  of  the 
obligation,  whatever  it  might  be,  which 
Parliament  had  contracted  with  regard  to 
these  parties.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Gregson)  and  other  hon.  Members  would 
not  persist  in  their  objections  to  the  post- 
ponement. If  they  did  so  it  might  be 
supposed  out  of  doors  that  an  issue  was 
raised  upon  a  question  of  public  faith, 
whereas  there  was  merely  a  demand  for 
time,  with  a  view  to  consideration.  The 
concession  of  such  time  might  be  attended 
with  some  temporary  and  limited  incon- 
venienco  to  the  parties;  but  if  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  thought 
theHouse  ought  not  to  proceed  blindfold  in 
a  matter  of  such  public  importance,  as  that 
view  was  entertained  by  so  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) would  feel  bound  to  support  his  propo- 
sition. He  would  only  add  that  in  the  last 
Parliament,  on  the  14th  of  March,  a  He- 
solution  was  reported  by  the  then  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Red  Sea  and  Indian  Tele- 
graph Company,  the  effect  of  which  was, 
undoubtedly,  to  giv^  the  sanction  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  so  far  as  preliminary 
proceedings  were  concerned,  to  the  agree- 
ment which  had  been  entered  into  between 
the  Government  and  the  Red  Sea  and 
Indian  Telegraph  Company,  and  in  such 
cases  the  first  resolution  of  the  House  was 
very  commpnjy,  if  not  universally,  regard- 
ed as  a  suffiieient  foundation  to  warrant 
the  parties  i^  proceeding  with  their 
arrangements. 

Ma.  DISRAELI  thought  it  right  to  ob- 
serve that  the  resolution  to  aupport  this 
Company  adopted  by  the  late  Government 
was  influenced  by  motives  of  public  policy. 
The  whole  question  of  guarantees  was  at 
an  early  period  brought  under  their  con* 
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nderation,  #hei]  a  variety  of  proposidona  madebytheHoaieofLordi  thatthejaacer- 
of  a  similar  character  had  been  preftirred.  toined  for  the  first  time  the  important  en- 
Bnt  the  late  Government  came  to  thib  con-  ipigements  entered   into   by  the   previona 
ciuflion,  that  it  tras  not  advisahle  that  Her  House  of  Commons,  and  which  they  were 
Majesty's  Government  should   enter  into  now  called  npon  to  fulfil.     That  would  not 
any  unconditional  irunnintee.    But  they  felt  be  a  fair  course  of  proceeding,  nor  one  con- 
it  their  duty  to  make  an  exception  to  thac  sistent  with  the  mles  laid  down   for   the 
principle  ;  and  time  was  for  the  purpose  of  znidance  of  Parliament.     They  should  con- 
securing  a  telesraphic  communication  with  aider  this  Bill  to  have  gone   through   all 
India,  the  question  at  present  under  cou-  its  stages  in  the  House  of  Commons  now 
sideration.     He  would  remind  the  House  sitting,  and  he  thought  it  had  been  shown 
of  the  political  causes  at  the  time  existing  indisputably  chat  every  Pariiamentarj  form 
which  prompted   the  Inte  Government  to  to  guard  against  any  misapplication  of  the 
enter  into  such  an  agreement.     The  late  public  money  had  been  obsenred.     With 
Ministers  felt  that  it  was  not  only  an  in-  regard  to  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
jury,  but  a  disgrace  to  this  country  in  the  Gentleman  (Sir  James  Graham)  he  had  not 
present  age  of  <H!ience  and  of  progress,  that  had   the   advantage  of  hearing  what   its 
we  should  be  any  longer  without  the  means  object  was  :  but  if  it  were  to  be  interpreted 
of  telegrnpliic  communication  with  our  In-  in  the  manner  in  which  it  bad  been  by  the 
dian  empire.     Well,  then,  was  it  possible  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer,  he  should  not 
to  obtain  that  most  desirable  object  in  any  care  to  oppose  it.     It  was  of  importance 
other  manner  than  the  present  I     Of  course  that  the  public  mind  should  be  satisfied  on 
the  late  Government  did  not  enter  into  this  all  these  transactions  ;  and  if  no  great  pub- 
guarantee  until  rhey  had  exhausted  every  lie  injury  or  inconvenienee  could  oceur  from 
mode  of  research  by  which  they  could  ascer-  this  delay,  so  far  from  ita  being  diaadvan- 
tain  whether  there  was  any  prospect  of  ob-  tageous,  on  the  contrary,  it  might  be  de- 
taining such  a  result  by  any  other  means  sirable  that  the  matters  in  question  shoold 
than  that  in  question.     Ic  was  their  deli  be-  be  referred  to  a  Committee.     Of  eourse 
rate  opinion,  after  considerable  delay  and  the  Government  were  better  informed  as 
prolonged  investigation,  after  consultations  to  the  proceedings  conneeted  with  thtaiaW 
with  the  ablest  men,  and  endeavouring  by  ject  than  Her  Majesty's   late    Ministers ; 
evffry   means    in    their   power   to    obtain  whether  the  line  had  been  earned  oo  to 
authentic   information — that  this  was  the  Aden  ;  whether  any  arrangements  neees- 
oniy  means  by  which   a  telegraphic  com-  sary  to  continne  and  accomplish  the  Ixae 
municacion  between  this  country  and  India  might  be  injur ooaly  delayed  by  the  post- 
eouid  be  accomplished.     The  late  Govern-  ponement  of  this  question  he  eonld  not  at 
ment    under   such    circumstances   shrunk  that  moment  decide.    The  GoTemment  had 
from  the  responsibility  they  felt  they  should  received,  no  doubt,  the  latest  infbrmatioB 
have  incurred   before    Parliament  if  they  upon  those  points.     AH  he  wished  to  iih 
did   not  do  everything  in  their  power  to  press  on  the  House  was  this  :  that  the  work 
bring  about  that  result.     So  much  for  the  itself  was  a  great  national  object  of  the 
great  object  itself,  and  the  conduct  of  the  highest  importance  and  magnitude ;   aad 
Government  in  respect  to  ic.     They  had  the  Committee  themselves  would  soon  dia- 
also  given  a  guarantee  to  secure  a  similar  cover  that  which  the  late  Government  had 
eommunicacion    with   the   United    States,  already  found  out,  that  it  was  only  by  the 
yow  with  respect  to  the  feeliug  of  the  pre-  present  mode  this  great  national  object  could 
sent  House  of  Commons,     yo  doubt  it  was  be  achieved. 

natural  for  a  new  Parliament,  when  called       Ma.  BOUTERIE  said,  he  was  at  a  ks 

on  to  sanction  such  an  engagement  to  view  to  undentand  what  object  eonU  be  attain- 

it  with  some  jealonsy ;  but  they  must  not  ed  by  the  postponement  of  the  Bill  with  a 

(brget  that  according  to  the  laws  and  re-  riew  to  its  consideration  by  the  Seleet  Com- 

gnlations  of  Pariiament,    this   was   not  a  mittee  to  be  appciintsd  to-night.     Even  if 

new  House  in  relation   to   this  measure,  the  contract  should  prove  to  have  been  im- 

Though  it  might,  therefore,  be  natural  for  provident,  so  far  as  the  public  were  cob* 

\X  House  to  view  this  arrangement  with  cemed,  the  matter  had  gooe  so  far  that  the 

»  it  was  not  a  legal  and  constitu-  f&ith  of  the  House  of  Commoua  was  pledged 

in      ig-  It  was  not  open  to  this  House  to  the  arrangement,  and  it  would  now  be 

»v  tnac  they  heard  of  this  matter  cow  too  bite  to  bock  out  of  it.     Hetho^btthis 

first  time — that  it  was  in  eonse-  case  showed  that  the  forms  of  the  Henae 

of  Amendments  in   the  Bill  now  were  defective,  and  that  thU 
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might  have  been  avoided  if  a  full  state- 
ment of  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  contract  had  been  submitted  to  the 
last  Parliament.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
asked  for  delay  that  thej  might  ascertain 
if  the  forms  of  the  House  had  been  com- 
plied with  ;  but  the  Lords  had  introduced 
no  Amendment  into  the  Bill  ;  they  had 
only  appended  a  schedule  containing  the 
terms  of  the  contract,  and  the  real  ques- 
tion, a  mere  technical  one,  was,  would  the 
House  approve  of  that  schedule,  for  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  already  pass- 
ed by  the  House.  The  Company  had  made 
a  call,  spent  their  money,  and  executed  a 
great  part  of  their  project,  and  the  case 
was  one  in  which  the  public  credit  required 
that  there  should  now  be  no  repudiation 
on  the  part  of  Parliament.  The  bargain 
might  or  might  not  have  been  an  improvi- 
dent one,  but  advantage  could  not  honour- 
ably be  taken  of  a  pure  technicality  to  get 
rid  of  it. 

Mb.  speaker  wished,  before  putting 
the  question,  to  say  a  word  on  a  point 
of  form.  In  the  case  of  this  Bill  and  two 
other  Bills  of  a  similar  nature — namely, 
the  Indian  and  Australian  and  the  At- 
lantic Telegraph  Bills,  in  which  there  were 
guarantees  of  pubh'c  money,  the  elauses 
containing  the  guarantees  not  having  been 
printed  in  Italics  the  first  copies  of  the 
Bills  had  been  by  his  direction  with- 
drawn, and  fresh  Bills  presented,  with  the 
clauses  in  question  printed  in  italics,  and 
therefore  specially  inviting  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  them.  The  merits  of 
this  question  did  not  come  within  his 
province.  If  there  had  been  anything 
informal  or  irregular — anything  that  con- 
travened the  rules  and  privileges  of  that 
House  in  the  Amendments  made  by  the 
Lords — it  would  have  been  his  duty  to 
bring  them  under  notice.  But  there  was 
nothing  of  that  nature  in  those  Amend- 
ments. With  respect  to  the  inquiry  ad- 
dressed to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
London — namely,  what  was  the  exact  Ques- 
tion now  before  the  House?  the  answer 
was  "  Whether  the  House  would  agree  to 
the  Amendments  of  the  Lords.'  The 
Question  certainly  was  not  whether  the 
House  would  revise  or  reconsider  parts  of 
the  Bill  to  which  it  had  given  its  assent, 
and  which  the  other  House  had  also  ac- 
cepted. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  hoped  the  Speaker 
would  inform  the  House  how  many  copies 
of  private  Bills  were  circulated  among  hon. 
Members. 


Mb.  WILSON  said,  he  had  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
to  say  that  there  had  been  two  exceptions 
in  the  time  of  the  late  Government  to 
the  principle  of  a  contingent  guarantee — 
namely,  the  Red  Sea  Telegraph  and  the 
Atlantic  Telegraph.  This  was  the  first 
time  he  had  heard  that  an  absolute  gua- 
rantee had  been  given  to  the  Atlantic 
Telegraph  Company,  which,  he  always 
understood,  had  received  only  a  contingent 
guarantee.  He  must,  however,  bear  his 
testimony  to  the  accuracy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  exhausted,  but  in  vain,  every 
means  in  their  power  to  find  parties  ready 
to  take  up  the  project  of  a  Red  Sea  Tele- 
graph on  the  principle  of  a  contingent 
guarantee. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  copies  of 
private  Bills  were  printed  by  their  promo- 
ters, and  circulated  in  considerable  num- 
bers among  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
any  hon.  Member  to  obtain  a  printed  copy 
of  any  private  Bill,  by  applying  to  the 
Doorkeepers  of  the  House. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  explained,  that  he  had 
been  in  error  in  saying  that  the  guarantee 
to  the  Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  was 
an  absolute  one.  He  had  been  misled  by 
the  original  agreement,  which  had  been 
cancelled. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  130  ;  Noes 
177 :  Majority  47. 

Lords'  Amendments  further  coTiHdered, 
and  agreed  to.     (Special  Entry.) 


PATENT  OF  QUEEN'S  PRINTER— BIBLES 
AND  TESTAMENTS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAINES  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, on  the  expiration  of  the  patent 
of  the  Queen's  printer  for  England  and 
Wales,  on  the2Ist  January,  1860,  to  pro- 
pose the  renewal  of  that  patent,  so  far  as 
it  related  to  the  printing  of  Bibles  and 
Testaments,  or  any  restriction  on  the  free 
printing  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  ? 

SiB  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  the 
restraint  on  printing  the  Holy  Scriptures 
in  the  United  Kingdom  did  not,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think,  and,  as  in« 
deed,  was  the  general  opinion,  rest  merely 
on  the  patent  given  to  the  Queen's  Printer; 
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it  rested  on  the  prerogative  of  tbe  Crown. 
The  Crown  had  the  prerogative  of  re- 
straining the  printing  of  the  authorized 
version  of  the  Scriptures,  and  also  of  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer ;  and  that  pre- 
rogative would  subsist  until  it  was  aban- 
doned bj  the  Crown,  or  put  an  end  to 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  Now  with  re- 
gard to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  question, 
he  had  to  reply  that  the  question  of 
continuing  the  monopoly  of  printing  the 
Scriptures  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government,  and  as  it  was  one  that 
involved  a  good  many  points  they  had  not 
yet  come  to  a  decision  on  it.  Perhaps  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  state  that,  so 
far  as  the  matter  had  been  represented 
to  him  it  could  not  be  said  that  there  was 
any  practical  grievance  with  respect  to  the 
Bible  or  the  Prayer  Book  as  to  inaccuracy 
or  as  to  want  of  cheapness.  He  was 
assured  that  the  cheap  prices  at  which  the 
Bible  and  Prayer  Book  were  printed  could 
not  be  exceeded  ;  and  that  copies  printed 
by  the  Queen's  Printer  and  the  two  Uni- 
versities were  circulated  in  the  United 
States  and  our  Colonies,  and  competed 
with  Bibles  and  Prayer  Books  printed  in 
the  United  States  without  any  restraint 
or  monopoly.  With  regard  to  cheapness, 
therefore,  he  was  not  aware  that  the  re- 
moval of  the  present  restriction  would  be 
of  any  advantage.  As  to  the  accuracy 
with  which  the  authorized  version  ought  to 
be  printed,  he  thought  that  some  authenti- 
cation by  a  public  authority  was  necessary. 
He  had  to  state  to  the  House,  also,  that 
although  in  Scotland  there  was  no  mo- 
nopoly with  respect  to  any  printer,  there 
was  nevertheless  a  restraint  on  printers, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  not  competent  to  any 
printer  in  Scotland  to  publish  a  copy  of  the 
Bible  without  the  consent  of  the  Bible 
Board  ;  and  that  was  just  as  much  a  re- 
straint on  the  liberty  of  printing  as  if  the 
privilege  of  printing  were  granted  to  a 
limited  number  of  persons.  Besides,  if  that 
system  were  introduced  in  England,  the 
House  ought  to  be  aware  that  it  would  en- 
tail a  certain  expense.  The  expenses  of 
the  Bible  Board  in  Scotland  in  1858  were 
—for  secretary,  £600;  law  agents,  £240; 
law  charges  and  other  expenses,  £250  ; 
making  a  total  of  £1,090  ;  an  amount 
which  the  House  would  be  shortly  called 
on  to  vote  again,  when  the  Miscellaneous 
Estimates  were  brought  up.  If  that  sys- 
tem were  extended  to  England  the  expense 
would  be  much  larger  ;  while,  according  to 
the  system  existing  in  this  country,  cora- 

Sir  George  LewU 


petition  was,  he  was  told,  active  between 
the  Queen's  Printer  and  the  Universities, 
and  the  country  was  put  to  no  expense 
in  ensuring  cheapness  and  accuracy. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  asked  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  suspend  the  renewal  of  the 
patent  until  the  House  had  had  an  oppor« 
tunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  much  mistaken  as  to  the  cheap- 
ness of  the  work. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  no 
legislation  was  required  for  the  purpose  ef 
renewing  the  patent  of  the  Queen's  Prin- 
ter. It  was  a  grant  which  was  derired 
from  the  prerogative  ;  and  there  was  no 
occasion  at  all  for  that  House  to  legislate. 
The  Governnfent  had  come  to  no  decision 
on  the  question.  What  he  said  was  merelj 
interlocutory,  and  they  had  no  intention  of 
renewing  the  patent  at  the  present  ttO> 
ment,  and  other  opportunities  would  oocnr 
for  bringing  the  matter  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  during  the  present 
Session. 

ROADS,  Ac,  IN  SCOTLAND. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  ANDREW  AGNBW  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, whether  he  conid  give  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Royal 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
management  of  Roads  in  Scotland,  and 
when  they  were  likely  to  publish  their  re- 
port. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commissioners,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  considerable  progress  had  been  made 
in  the  work — the  witnesses  from  twenty- 
seven  out  of  the  thirty-four  counties  having 
already  been  examined,  and  there  being 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  R^>ort 
would  be  presented  before  the  close  of  the 
present  year. 

THE  WESTMINSTER  PALACE  CLOCK. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  HANEEY  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner  of  Works  what  was  the  reason 
why  only  two  faces  of  the  clock  in  the 
clock-tower  were  now  made  use  of  ?  Also* 
whether  there  had  been  any  late  corree- 
pondcnce  between  the  maker  of  the  cloek 
and  the  architect  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment or  the  Board  of  Works  ;  and,  if  sOf 
whether  there  was  any  objection  to  laj 
such  correspondence  before  the  House  ?  * 
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Mr.  FITZROY  said,  that  the  reason  why 
only  two  dials  of  the  clock  were  now  made 
use  of  was  that  the  minute  hands,  together 
with  the  counterpoises  which  had  hcen 
ordered  for  the  clock-tower,  were  subse- 
qnently  found  to  be  too  heavy  to  be  work- 
ed. The  difficulty  had  arisen  from  the 
divided  jurisdiction  of  the  architect  of  the 
Palace  and  the  maker  of  the  clock.  The 
weight  originally  proposed  for  the  minute 
hand  was  2  cwt.  ;  but  the  material  having 
been  altered  and  gun  metal  used,  the  weight 
was  increased  to  3  cwt.  outside  the  dial, 
with  the  addition  of  4  cwt.  of  counterpoise 
within  the  clock-room.  The  conseqnenco 
was  that  the  total  weight  was  7  cwt.  in- 
stead of  2  cwt.  Instructions  had  been 
given  to  Mr.  Dent,  the  maker  of  the  clock, 
to  construct  minute  hands  and  counter- 
poises of  a  proper  weight.  Some  corres- 
pondence had  taken  place  between  the 
architect  and  the  Department  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  it  did  not  throw  much  light  on 
the  subject,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  worth  while  to  read  it. 

SUBMARINE  TELEGRAPH  COMPANY. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Submarine  Telegraph  Company  have  been 
permitted  by  her  Majesty's  Government  to 
lay  down  any  additional  wires  between 
England  and  France,  and  whether  the  per- 
mission had  been  given  to  them  without 
requiring  a  surrender  or  modification  of  the 
monopoly  which  had  recently  been  granted 
to  that  Company  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment, and  which  gave  them  an  exclusive 
right  to  lay  down  lines  of  telegraph  be- 
tween the  two  countries  ;  and  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  lay  on  the 
table  of  the  House  the  correspondence  re- 
lating to  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  LAING  said,  that  the  Subraanne 
Telegraph  Company  had  recently  obtained 
from  the  French  Government  a  concession 
which  gave  them  for  thirty  years  a  prefer- 
ential right  to  lay  down  telegraphic  cables 
between  England  and  Franco.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's late  Government,  objecting  to  that 
monopoly,  used  all  their  interference  to 
prevent  its  concession  ;  but  failing  in  that 
with  the  French  Government  they  resolved 
to  exercise  their  jurisdiction  on  these  shores 
by  preventing  the  Company  from  laying 
down  the  cable  on  this  side  of  the  water  ; 
and  orders  were  issued  by  the  Admiralty 
that  force  should  be  used,  if  necessary,  to 
oarry  oat  the  intention  of  the  Government 


in  that  respect.  That  was  the  state  of 
things  when  the  late  Government  went  out 
of  office.  On  the  present  Government 
coming  into  power  they  found  a  communi- 
cation from  the  Company  asserting  their 
right  to  lay  down  those  additional  wires 
uuder  a  charter  granted  to  them  eight 
years  ago,  and  which  would  not  expire 
until  1862.  The  opinion  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  had  been  immediately  taken 
on  the  matter,  which  was  a  very  important 
one,  raising  as  it  did  the  question  of  the 
good  faith  of  the  Government,  who  might, 
if  they  had  not  a  good  case,  be  involved  in 
heavy  damages  for  preventing  the  Com- 
pany from  proceeding  with  the  proposed 
work.  The  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  was  in  favour  of  the  Company, 
and  the  prohibition  to  lay  the  wires  was 
accordingly  withdrawn  ;  but  the  Govera- 
ment  had  intimated  to  the  Company  that 
it  was  withdrawn  not  from  any  change  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Executive  as  to  the 
monopoly,  and  had  further  informed  them 
that  as  soon  as  the  period  for  which  the 
charter  had  been  granted  expired  the  Go- 
vernment would  feel  it  their  duty  to  exer- 
cise the  rights  of  the  Crown  in  such  a 
manner  as  the  public  interests  might  seem 
to  require.  There  was  no  objection  to 
produce  tlie  correspondence. 

COLLECTION  OF  THE  INCOME  TAX. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  butler  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  in- 
troduce any  measure  during  the  present 
Session  by  which  the  mode  of  assessment 
and  collection  of  the  Income  Tax  by  local 
unpaid  commissioners  would  be  altered  ; 
and  if  so,  in  what  manner  it  would  be  pro- 
posed to  make  such  assessments  and  col- 
lection ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  there  was  no  such  intention. 

NAVAL  PENSIONERS—QUESTION. 

Sir  GEORGE  PECHELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  if  it  was  in- 
tended to  enforce  the  re-entry  into  the 
service  of  all  naval  pensioners,  or  whether 
special  cases  would  be  considered  of  per- 
sons in  receipt  of  very  small  pensions,  or 
whom  under  certain  circumstances  it  might 
be  expedient  to  relieve  from  such  compul- 
sory service  ? 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  replied, 
that  about  600  pensioners  had  been  called 
out.     As  a  general  rulo,  when  the  pen- 
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•loners  woro  cnllod  out  no  exception  was 
mnclo  in  roforonco  to  the  amount  of  pension ; 
but  whcnoTer  there  waa  a  special  case  for 


communicated     by    the    Oaremment  of 
France. 
Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  :    I  bare  no 


exemption  brought  to  their  notice  the  Ad-   further  official  informatioDy  except  a  tele- 


uiiralty  were  disposed  to  tako  a  favourable 
Tiew  with  reganl  to  the  application,  as  far 
as  the  publio  senrice  admitted.  At  present 
there  were  Tcrv  few,  not  more  than  four 
or  fiye,  who  had  asked  for  exemption. 

AFFAIRS  OK  ITALY.— TUE  ARMISTICE. 

QUESTION. 

Ur.  DISRAELI :  The  countrv  heard 
last  Friday  with  gratification  that  an  ar- 


^ram  from  Her  Majesty's  AmlMuadorst 

Paris. 

SUPPLY. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Honaa  go  iato 
Committee  of  Supply, 

ST.  JAMES'S  PARK^BERKELET 
HOUSE. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  rose,  pnniuuit  to  no- 


mistice  had  been  entered  into  between  the  '  tice,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Hooae  ts 
AUies  and  the  Emperor  of  Austria.  I  wish  j  the  adTisability  of  taking  ndvantage  of  die 
now  to  inouire  or  Her  Majesty's  Govern-  present  opportunity  of  Berkeley  Hoos 
mont  whetlicr  thov  hare  reccivctl  official    having  been  pulled  down  to  aeenre  a  rod! 


intimation  of  the  event  from  the  Govern-  for  the  passage  of  carriages  and 
ment  of  France,  and  whether  the  armis-  from  Charing  Croaa  throagh  Spring  Gsr- 
tioe  is  a  mere  militarv  eonvention.  or  whe-  dens  into  St.  James's  Park.  ^oreigBW 
thor,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Government  who  visited  London  were  sinr|iriacd  at  the 
can  hold  out  to  the  House  anv  prospect  little  progress  made  in  the  improreineit  of 
that  ne^tiations  tor  peace  will  be  prose-  the  metropolis,  and  this  was  one  of  the 
cutod  in  o«>n»oquonoo.  reasons  whv  the  House  liad  bestowed  w 
LoRX"  J OUN  RUSSELL :  >\'hat  1  stated  much  laboar  on  the  meaanre  wUeh  created 
was  that  an  official  intimation  of  an  armis-  tbe  present  Board  of  Woiks.  It  was  im- 
tice  had  been  rc'ccived  bv  me  from  the  ports ut  that  the  Hooie  ahoold  aanst  rather 
FVench  .\mK\sMdor.  but  that  this  official  than  impede  that  Board  in 
information  did  not  iro  bcvond  that  con-  ing  the  public  welfare.  Two 
taincd  in  the  .V«^«iilrw'*.  1  have  nc^thing  now  arose.  One  was,  whether  tiM  Parks, 
fnrthcr  to  mv  at  present,  for  oa  the  face  for  which  sndi  laige  sonss  were  aurasBj 
of  the  armistice  it  appears  to  be  on'.v  f.-^r  roted,  should  be  eoBpaiatiTdy  doael 
wi'itarv  purposes.  At  tbe  Min:c  time  the  to  the  public,  or  whether  tbe  reeon- 
Honso  woll  Inown  thai  the  sm:;»^ce  w'r'ich  nsendaiioss  of  a  Connutsee  of  thai  HoaM^ 
was  si^<si  on  the  ^;h  instant.  v;V.  f  xtend  made  after  due  deSheratioe,  shoald  he  ear- 
to  ^Tc  weicli^  1  csn:)ot  but  ^«^pc  that  this  ried  ost.  The  Home  weald  r&miBmhm 
^a^t>An  of  €ve  wcicis  :nlp^^s  that  the  be'-  that  great  dificahr  was  eiyerieBsed  is 
h^cTvr.t  r%^wc7ft  m\\\  Kc  rcadv  to  rrocive  cVtaining  so  ample  a  fhtiyt  aa  epeaiaga 
sqR|:pc>^ti.^ns«  or  wiV.  ci  the?n>e^ros  prt^p^)^  c^amunicatHn  betweea  the  £stoict  of  Iw- 
•kvrc  tc:*m4<  b)i  vhfch  h «-«:;';: I'M  AIM  Wr-i:t  crsre  Square,  and  St.  Ji 
ar  CT»fl  I  ,N,  T  h  1*  i*  a  I  prow  i;  t,  h.'^  err : .  ^-3  err  i  r.  r*"*nr -  t  be  Pait.  Xot 
COT.w;r  "c.  v.n,v  ^hc:^  •*>  ^>.^^^  nc  •>-  iVc  ^oc;i:»r  c^nifl  no 
fa«x  a:'  the  amr.)Msx  vV^ch  occUr»  ihsx^  .rharxc^  esMps  aa  to  die 
<».;Kor  or.  tbe  Tvari  «.:"  i^c  "FirTHr.>:  ,^:  tJ>r  :;  hac  b«*i:  earried  ma. 

tiasfM^  'AT  Tyyw*.  Tb«T  i>  a  nHv-:  :x  •> 
A^T  Af  tW"  tiro  FI^.^eT•4^r^  ai  V:'.ia*rai*rfc. 
aiwi  i  ;m*t  that  we  sha'.".  «v*t.  l^^t  johh 
iDSoDipnv^  «:  tW  ».«bw;  of  ;^^;:  ■.rM'> 

Ma.   r*$'KAY."..1  .  '.  an'  k:-f.«i-   '.  ;.f.'i 
iw»T»or»N»;V  fvK'WBsei;   tt*    tiv^m  r.i 


N  H^*IO(   Wt:vt    :i  i     1^*1. 'f    «  ^% 

ifSdi^.   has  Koer   ^ffi«-.fM"; 


i-oinB;TtT«e  r« 
rf"!^  ib{  G^crman  C 
.tman>eni&'..  and  ibai 
:r:iL  rbihnc :  instead  of 
incnxcTiT>hfiasibie 
wii'.js   ha£  bee 
■.r'j.T-.'uriftrf .  which 
.Us    "(rv    of  ihf   adjoining 
'w:.  rv;--rir»inc  aanMiwd  ie 
iiiwt   74    infc'Lf    ihe 
;. : ' 4"  :  I'f  v-  ^«'rc^lmom  nafi 
•i\i.>:\    .-   i«r.ii:ifv-in^  ti«Bt 
.""(•n.!::)*      Anoibcc 
nenicf-   !»elf  cc 
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a  Committee  of  that  House,  who  had  recom- 
mended the  GoTernment  to  take  advantage 
of  the  pulling  down  of  Berkeley  House  to 
make  a  carriage-way  in  that  district.  That 
Committee  was  no  ordinary  Committee, 
but  it  comprised  several  eminent  men. 
Two  of  its  Memhers  had  heen  taken  away 
from  them  and  removed  to  another  House, 
but  whether  it  was  in  consequence  of  their 
not  adopting  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  he  could  not  tell !  Berkeley 
House  had  now  been  pulled  down,  and  he 
was  desirous  to  know  what  steps  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  take  for  widening 
the  opening  into  the  Park  at  that  point. 
It  was  no  new  plan.  He  believed  that 
in  1844  it  was  thoroughly  understood  and 
intended  by  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  that  Carlton  House  Terrace 
should  be  finished  when  the  lease  of  Berke- 
ley House,  which  belonged  to  the  Crown, 
expired.  The  occupier  of  that  mansiou, 
however,  possessed  considerable  Parlia- 
mentary influence.  He  could  command, 
it  was  said,  &ye  or  six  votes,  and  as  he 
prayed  for  the  renewal  of  the  lease,  this 
great  benefit  to  the  metropolis  was  again 
withheld.  There  was  also  a  mass  of  old 
stables  there,  and  upon  the  death  of  the 
Queen  Dowager  it  was  proposed  to  pull 
them  down  and  improve  the  site.  Some 
other  persons  obtained  possession  of  them; 
but  the  new  Board  of  Works  had  procured 
the  Surrender  of  the  lease.  They  had 
pulled  down  Berkeley  House,  and  they 
proposed  to  make  a  wide  gate  and  car- 
riage-way, in  order  to  lessen  the  pressure 
and  traffic  at  that  particular  point.  He 
pressed  the  subject  upon  the  notice  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  with  the  hope  that  he 
would  be  able  to  state  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  take  the  necessary  steps  to  ac- 
eomplish  so  important  an  improvement. 
Unless  some  satisfactory  explanation  was 
giren,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the  matter. 
The  corner  of  the  Park,  where  it  was  pro- 
posed to  make  the  opening,  was  at  present 
a  perfect  disgrace,  and  Mr.  Pennethorne, 
in  his  evidence  before  the  Committee,  after 
recommending  the  removal  of  the  Duke  of 
York's  Column  and  the  formation  of  a  road 
across  the  Park  to  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, had  expressed  an  opinion  favourable 
to  opening  the  Park  near  Berkeley  House, 
which  he  said  could  be  accomplished  by 
the  purchase  of  only  two  houses,  one  of 
which  wal  Berkeley  House.  That  was  in 
1844,  so  that  fifteen  years  had  been  allow- 
ed to  pass  away  without  that  much  wanted 


improvement  having  been  made.  Now 
that  Berkeley  House  was  pulled  down,  and 
the  Board  of  Works  was  willing  to  give  up 
twenty  feet  of  space  to  the  public,  it  was 
only  necessary  to  pull  down  the  ugly  wall 
and  railing  at  the  end  of  the  wall  ;  and 
the  other  house,  which  also  belonged  to 
the  Crown,  being  let  on  a  lease,  of  which 
only  thirteen  years  had  to  run,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  it  could  be  purchased 
for  a  very  small  sum.  Some  persons  had 
proposed  to  make  an  opening  from  the  Park 
into  Cockspur  Street,  opposite  to  Drum- 
mond's  Bank,  and  it  would  be  undoubtedly 
more  convenient,  but  also  much  more  ex- 
pensive, and  there  would  also  be  some 
danger  from  the  traffic  from  Charing  Cross 
meeting  that  from  the  Park  in  a  slanting 
direction.  The  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee all  tended  to  show  that  some  open- 
ing from  the  Park  to  Charing  Cross  would 
be  a  great  public  benefit,  and  he  was  sure 
that  Her  Majesty,  with  that  gracious  con- 
sideration which  had  ever  distinguished 
Her,  would  be  willing  to  contribute  to  the 
execution  of  so  great  an  improvement, 
which  would  also  enable  Her  to  pass  from 
Buckingham  Palace  direct  to  the  National 
Gallery.  He  wished  to  ask  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  he  had 
any  intention  of  availing  himself  of  the 
offer  of  the  Board  of  Works,  and  whether 
he  was  prepared  to  take  those  steps  which 
would  be  necessary  for  carrying  out  the 
great  improvement  to  which  he  referred  ? 

Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  that  before 
the  Chief  Commissioner  rose  to  answer 
the  Question  he  wished  to  make  one  or  two 
observations  to  the  House.  He  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Perth 
made  a  mistake  which  was  not  uncommon 
in  not  distinguishing  between  the  Office  of 
Woods  and  the  Office  of  Works.  In  1843 
he  was  chairman  of  a  Committee  which  re« 
ported  in  favour  of  the  disconnection  of 
the  Offices  of  Woods  and  Works,  their 
functions  being  perfectly  distinct — the 
Woods  being  an  office  of  revenue,  and  the 
Works  being  an  office  of  expenditure.  The 
duties  of  the  Office  of  Woods  were  im- 
portant, having  to  manage  the  property 
which  had  been  the  freehold  of  the  Crown 
since  the  Norman  Conquest,  and  he  found 
that  the  gross  receipts  of  Crown  property 
for  the  last  year  was  £420.000,  while  the 
civil  list  was  only  £382,000.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Perth  seemed  to  think  that 
the  property  of  the  Crown  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  country.  That  was  not  the 
fact.    The  Crown  was  the  owner,  possess- 
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Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  remarkocl, 
that  if  they  intended  to  open  a  passage 
from  the  Strand  into  the  Park  they  had 
better  take  a  road  that  was  already  made. 
There  was  a  house  occupied  as  the  Coast- 
guard Office,  which,  if  pulled  down,  would 
leave  a  much  more  sightly  entrance  than 
any  he  had  yet  heard  of. 

BOUNTY  TOiSEAMEN.— EXPLANATION. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  wish- 
ed,  before  the  Speaker  left  the  chair,  to 
receive  some  further  explanation  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty with  respect  to  tho  announcement 
which  he  had  made  on  Friday  last,  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
present  Government  to  extend  the  bounty 
to  seamen  in  the  navy,  which  had  been 
granted  by  tho  late  Government  under 
conditions  which  would  embrace  a  large 
portion  of  those  who  had  previously  served 
in  the  fleet.  He  for  one  had  heard  that 
announcement  with  great  surprise  at  the 
time  when  it  was  made,  and  he  regret- 
ted to  be  obliged  to  say  that  subsequent 
reflection  had  not  removed  those  feel- 
ings of  apprehension — he  feared,  he  must 
add  of  disapprobation — with  which  he  had 
from  the  very  first  been  disposed  to  re- 
gard the  policy  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
declared  it  to  be  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt.  He  was  also  sorry  to 
have  to  state  that  he  did  not  think  his 
noble  Friend  had,  in  making  the  statement 
to  which  he  alluded,  treated  the  House 
with  that  candour  which  ho  ought  to  have 
exhibited  when  the  novelty  of  the  proposal 
which  he  indicated  was  taken  into  conside- 
ration. His  noble  Friend,  in  short,  had 
refrained  from  giving  to  the  House  those 
reasons  which  had  induced  the  Government 
to  make  tho  great  change  which  he  an- 
nounced, and  appeared  to  fight  shy  of  all 
explanation  upon  the  subject.  It  appeared 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had,  on  Fri- 
day last,  advised  the  Sovereign  to  issue  an 
Order  in  Council  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing into  effect  the  alteration  in  question. 
The  noble  Lord  had,  indeed,  stated  that 
such  was  the  case  ;  but  that  circumstance 
seemed  to  prove  the  more  strongly  that 
Ihe  views  of  the  Government  on  tho  point 
were  fixed,  that  tlioy  had  duly  weighed  the 
step  which  they  were  about  to  take,  and 
must  have  known  tho  reasons  which  had 
led  them  to  its  adoption.  Why,  then,  he 
would  ask,  had  not  the  noblo  Lord  availed 
himself  of  tho  opportunity  which  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  change  afforded  to  lay 
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those  reasons  before  the  House  ?     In  com- 
menting on  the  speech  in  which  that  an- 
nouncement was  made  he  (Sir  J.  Faking- 
ton)  had  felt  some  hesitation  in  expressing 
disapprobation  of  a  policy  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  so  entirely  failed  to  explain  ;  and 
he  must  confess  that  he  could  not  even  now 
understand  why  tho  noble  Lord   had  not 
taken  the  legitimate  opportunity  which  bad 
presented  itself  to  him  on  Friday  CTCning 
to  state  the  grounds  on  which  that  policy 
was  based.     But,  be  that  at  it  might,  be 
should    entreat    the    House    to   consider 
whether  there  were  any  good  reasons  for 
the  course   which   the   GoTernmeot    had 
taken.     If  there  were  any  such  reasons, 
then  let  them  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  he  should  be  the  last  person  to  offer 
objection  to  the  adoption  of  such  a  course. 
There  never  was  an  instance,  howcTer,  in 
which  it,  in  his  opinion,  behoved  a  Govern* 
ment  to  prove  the  necessity  of  the  policy 
which  they  pursued  more  than  iu  the  pre- 
sent case,  inasmuch   as   every  legitimate 
prescription  was  opposed  to  its  ezpedieney, 
and  inasmuch  as  it  was  contrary — he,  of 
course,  spoke  under  liability  to  correction 
— to  every  precedent  on  the  subject.     Id 
the  course  which  the  late  Government  took 
in  issuing  a  bounty  to  seamen  they  had— 
as  he  observed  in  the  debate  of  Friday 
last — strictly  adhered  to  precedent.     Such 
a  precedent  was  furnished  in  the  last  year 
of  the  last  century.     A  similar  mode  of 
strengthening   the  fleet   was   adopted  in 
1803,  and  again  in  1807.      On  the  lul 
mentioned  occasion  the  issue  of  a  bounty 
was,  if  ho  recollected  rightly,  repeated  from 
year  to  year,  and  was  in  operation  for  a 
considerable  time.    In  no  one  instanoOp how- 
ever, of  which  he  was  aware,  had  a  bounty 
been  made  retrospective,  and  offered  to  men 
who  had  previously  served   in   the  fleet. 
When  Her  Majesty  *s  late  Government,  aboot 
two  months  ago,  felt  it  to  be  their  doty  to 
strengthen  the  naval  resources  of  the  coun- 
try by  resorting  to  a  bounty,  the  qnestion 
with  which  he  was  now  dealing  was  raised 
and  forced  very  much  upon  their  attention, 
and  in  referring  to  it  again  be  could  only  re- 
peat that  which  he  stated  on  Friday  last, 
that  he  never  in  his  life  entertained  a  more 
decided  opinion  on  any  subject  thain  with 
respect  to  that  of  the  issue  of  a  bounty  to 
those  who  were  previously  serving.     The 
reasons  which  were  pressed  upon  him  to 
take  such  a  course  were  chiefly  that  if  he 
did  not  do  so,  great  dissatisfaction  would 
prevail  in  the  navy,  and  that  complaiata  of 
unfairness  would  arise  among  the  men. 
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His  answer  was,  that  the  question  was  one 
of  public  policy,  that  the  possibility  of  our 
being   hereafter  enabled  to   resort   to  a 
bounty  was  at  stake,  and  that  if  unreason- 
able dissatisfaction  arose,  it  must  be  re- 
sisted and  put  down.     And  now  he  would 
ask  whether  the  apprehensions  on  which 
the   reasons  to   which   he   referred   were 
founded  had  been  realized  ?     On  the  con- 
trary, two  months  had  since  passed  away, 
and  no  dissatisfaction  had  displayed  itself ; 
no  complaints  had  been  heard.     His  noble 
Friend,   indeed,  in  making  the   startling 
announcement  which  he  made  to  the  House 
on  Friday  last  informed  them  that  no  dis- 
satisfaction had  arisen.     His  noble  Friend 
told  the  House  that  one  of  the  reasons 
which  influenced  the  Goyemment  was  a 
wish  to  deal  generously  with  the  sailors. 
This  was  a  very  plausible  statement  to 
make,  and  he  then  told  his  noble  Friend 
that  no  man  was  more  disposed  to  do  so 
than  himself.     But  this   generosity  must 
not  be  carried  to  an  unreasonable  extent, 
inconsistent  with  public  policy.   It  was  a  no- 
torious fact  that  the  British  sailor  was  never 
treated  with  more  generosity  than  of  late 
years.   Various  advantages  had  lately  been 
extended  to  him  and  a  great  increase  of 
allowances  had  been  given  him.     At  the 
present  moment  the  difference  of  pay  and 
allowances  given  to  continuous-service  men 
was  so  considerable  that  they  might  secure 
to  themselves  pecuniary  advantages  much 
beyond  those  which  ordinary-service  men 
derived,  even  with  the  £10  bounty.    There- 
fore, unless  the  noble  Lord  could  show  a 
paramount  reason  for  making  this  change 
in  the  policy  of  the  country,  he  could  see 
most  obvious  reasons  against  it.     It  would 
be  admitted  that  it  was  undesirable  that 
any  fresh  impediment  should  be  thrown  in 
the  way  of  resorting  to  a  bounty,  yet  no 
impediment  could  be  more  formidable  than 
was  now  laying  down  for  the  future,  if  the 

S resent  precedent  were  established — that 
e  the  emergency  what  it  might,  no  Go- 
vernment could  hereafter  resort  to  the 
bounty  to  induce  sailors  to  join  the  navy 
without  saddling  the  country  with  a  heavy 
contingent  expense  to  the  extent  that  every 
man  then  serving  should  also  receive  the 
bounty. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  House  per^ 
mitted  great  latitude  of  discussion  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
even  going  beyond  that  latitude,  when  he 
replied  in  the  House  to  a  speech  made  in 
Committee. 


Sir  JOHN  PA^INGTON  said,  he  had 
nearly  concluded  what  he  wished  to  say,  and 
he  would  endeavour  not  to  infringe  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Speaker.  The  only  thing 
he  had  now  to  remark  on  was  the  financial 
result  which  would  attend  this  proposition. 
It  would  bo  seen  by  a  reference  to  the 
Navy  Estimates  that  the  cost  of  the  bounty 
proposed  by  the  late  Government  was 
£31,000  and  odd  ;  but  what  would  be  the 
cost  of  extending  the  bounty  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  present  Government  ?  He, 
of  course,  spoke  with  uncertainty,  but  he 
was  strongly  disposed  to  believe  that  it 
would  constitute  an  additional  charge  to 
the  country  of  not  less  than  £100,000, 
and  that  money  would  be  positively  thrown 
away,  as  the  proposed  bounty  was  never 
asked  for,  and  was  not  required  ;  while  it 
established  an  embarrassing  precedent  for 
future  Administrations.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  no  longer  decline  to  tell 
the  House  explicity  and  fairly  the  reasonB 
for  which  this  course  had  been  taken — a 
course  that  might  be  attended  with  a  mo- 
mentary fleeting  popularity,  but  which  was 
unsound  in  principle  and  most  dangerous 
as  a  precedent.  He  should  also  like  to 
know  what  would  be  the  pecuniary  amount 
of  this  additional  charge,  and  in  what  way 
it  was  proposed  to  ask  for  the  money,  as 
it  was  not  included  in  any  of  the  Estimates 
on  the  table  ? 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET :  I  think 
that  the  best  proof  that  I  can  give  to  the 
House  that  I  did  explain  to  some  extent 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  come  to  the  deter- 
mination of  extending  the  bounty  is,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  been  occupied 
for  a  length  of  time  in  answering  the  rea- 
sons I  gave.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  asks 
why  I  did  not  at  at  the  time  enter  into 
more  detail  with  respect  to  thai  measure  ; 
and  I  will  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  frankly 
that  the  reason  was  that  I  was  not  on  Fri- 
day last  in  a  position  to  enter  into  all  the 
details  that  I  could  have  wished  to  give  on 
the  subject.  I  was  in  possession  of  the 
decision  of  the  Government,  but  the  Order 
in  Council,  which  has  since  been  issued, 
was  not  in  my  hands  at  that  time,  and  I 
was  very  anxious,  until  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil was  actually  issued,  not  to  state  any- 
thing which  might  by  any  chance  be  mis- 
taken. I  very  much  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  not  taken  the  advice  that 
I  took  the  liberty  to  offer  him  a  little  while 
ago,  and  put  off  his  questions  until  I  bring 
in  the  Estimate,  which  I  shall  do  in  a  very 
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Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  remarkocl, 
that  if  they  intended  to  open  a  passage 
from  the  Strand  into  the  Park  they  had 
better  take  a  road  that  was  already  made. 
There  was  a  house  occupied  as  the  Coast- 
guard OflSce,  which,  if  pulled  down,  would 
leave  a  much  more  sightly  entrance  than 
any  he  had  yet  heard  of. 

BOUNTY  TOiSEAMEN.— EXPLANATION. 
SiRJOHNPAKINGTONsaid,  he  wish- 
ed,  before  the  Speaker  left  the  chair,  to 
receive  some  further  explanation  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty with  respect  to  the  announcement 
which  he  had  made  on  Friday  last,  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
present  Government  to  extend  the  bounty 
to  seamen  in  the  navy,  which  had  been 
granted  by  the  late  Government  under 
conditions  which  would  embrace  a  largo 
portion  of  those  who  had  previously  served 
in  the  fleet.  He  for  one  had  heard  that 
announcement  with  great  surprise  at  the 
time  when  it  was  made,  and  ho  regret- 
ted to  be  obliged  to  say  that  subsequent 
reflection  had  not  removed  those  feel- 
ings of  apprehension — he  feared,  he  must 
add  of  disapprobation — with  which  he  had 
from  the  very  first  been  disposed  to  re- 
gard the  policy  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
declared  it  to  be  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt.  He  was  also  sorry  to 
have  to  state  that  he  did  not  think  his 
noble  Friend  had,  in  making  the  statement 
to  which  he  alluded,  treated  the  House 
with  that  candour  which  he  ought  to  have 
exhibited  when  the  novelty  of  the  proposal 
which  he  indicated  was  taken  into  conside- 
ration. His  noble  Friend,  in  short,  had 
refrained  from  giving  to  the  House  those 
reasons  which  had  induced  the  Government 
to  make  the  great  change  which  he  an- 
nounced, and  appeared  to  fight  shy  of  all 
explanation  upon  the  subject.  It  appeared 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had,  on  Fri- 
day last,  advised  the  Sovereign  to  issue  an 
Order  in  Council  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing into  effect  the  alteration  in  question. 
The  noble  Lord  had,  indeed,  stated  that 
such  was  the  case  ;  but  that  circumstance 
seemed  to  prove  the  more  strongly  that 
the  views  of  the  Government  on  the  point 
were  fixed,  that  they  had  duly  weighed  the 
step  which  they  wcro  about  to  take,  and 
must  have  known  the  reasons  which  had 
led  them  to  its  adoption.  Why,  then,  he 
would  ask,  had  not  the  noble  Lord  availed 
himself  of  the  opportunity  which  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  change  afforded  to  lay 

Mr,  Slaney 


those  reasons  before  the  House  ?  In  com- 
menting on  the  speech  in  which  that  an- 
nouncement was  made  he  (Sir  J.  Paking- 
ton)  had  felt  some  hesitation  in  expressing 
disapprobation  of  a  policy  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  so  entirely  failed  to  explun  ;  and 
he  must  confess  that  he  could  not  even  now 
understand  why  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
taken  the  legitimate  opportunity  which  had 
presented  itself  to  him  on  Friday  evening 
to  state  the  grounds  on  which  that  policj 
was  based.  But,  be  that  as  it  might,  he 
should  entreat  the  House  to  consider 
whether  there  were  any  good  reasons  far 
the  course  which  the  Government  had 
taken.  If  there  were  any  such  reasons, 
then  let  them  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  he  should  be  the  last  person  to  offer 
objection  to  the  adoption  of  such  a  course. 
There  never  was  an  instance,  however,  in 
which  it,  in  his  opinion,  behoved  a  Govern* 
ment  to  prove  the  necessity  of  the  policj 
which  they  pursued  more  than  in  the  pre- 
sent case,  inasmuch  as  every  legitimate 
prescription  was  opposed  to  its  expediency, 
and  inasmuch  as  it  was  contrary — he,  of 
course,  spoke  under  liability  to  correction 
— to  every  precedent  on  the  subject.  In 
the  course  which  the  late  Government  took 
in  issuing  a  bounty  to  seamen  they  had— - 
as  he  observed  in  the  debate  of  Friday 
last — strictly  adhered  to  precedent.  Such 
a  precedent  was  furnished  in  the  last  year 
of  the  last  century.  A  similar  mode  of 
strengthening  the  fleet  was  adopted  in 
1803,  and  again  in  1807.  On  the  last 
mentioned  occasion  the  issue  of  a  bounty 
was,  if  ho  recollected  rightly,  repeated  from 
year  to  year,  and  was  in  operation  for  a 
considerable  time.  In  no  one  instance,  how- 
ever, of  which  he  was  aware,  had  a  boontj 
been  made  retrospective,  and  offered  to  men 
who  had  previously  served  in  the  fleet. 
When  Her  Majesty  *s  late  Government,  abont 
two  months  ago,  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
strengthen  the  naval  resources  of  the  conn* 
try  by  resorting  to  a  bounty,  the  question 
with  which  he  was  now  dealing  was  raised 
and  forced  very  much  upon  their  attention, 
and  in  referring  to  it  again  he  could  only  re- 
peat that  which  he  stated  on  Friday  last, 
that  he  never  in  his  life  entertained  a  more 
decided  opinion  on  any  subject  than  with 
respect  to  that  of  the  issue  of  a  bounty  to 
those  who  were  previously  serving.  The 
reasons  which  were  pressed  upon  him  to 
take  such  a  course  were  chiefly  that  if  he 
did  not  do  so,  great  dissatisfaction  would 
prevail  in  the  navy,  and  that  complaints  of 
unfairness  would  arise  among  the  men. 
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His  answer  was,  that  the  question  was  one 
of  public  policy,  that  the  possibility  of  our 
being   hereafter  enabled  to   resort   to  a 
bounty  was  at  stake,  and  that  if  unreason- 
able dissatisfaction  arose,  it  must  be  re- 
sisted and  put  down.     And  now  he  would 
ask  whether  the  apprehensions  on  which 
the   reasons  to   which   he  referred   were 
founded  had  been  realized  ?     On  the  con- 
trary, two  months  had  since  passed  away, 
and  no  dissatisfaction  had  displayed  itself ; 
no  complaints  had  been  heard.     His  noble 
Friend,   indeed,  in  making  the   startling 
announcement  which  he  made  to  the  House 
on  Friday  last  informed  them  that  no  dis- 
satisfaction had  arisen.     His  noble  Friend 
told  the  House  that  one  of  the  reasons 
which   influenced  the  Government  was  a 
wish  to  deal  generously  with  the  sailors. 
This  was  a  very  plausible  statement  to 
make,  and  he  then  told  his  noble  Friend 
that  no  man  was  more  disposed  to  do  so 
than  himself.     But  this   generosity  must 
not  be  carried  to  an  unreasonable  extent, 
inconsistent  with  public  policy.   It  was  a  no- 
torious fact  that  the  British  sailor  was  never 
treated  with  more  generosity  than  of  late 
years.   Various  advantages  had  lately  been 
extended  to  him  and  a  great  increase  of 
allowances  had  been  given  him.     At  the 
present  moment  the  difference  of  pay  and 
allowances  given  to  continuous-service  men 
was  so  considerable  that  they  might  secure 
to  themselves  pecuniary  advantages  much 
beyond  those  which  ordinary-service  men 
derived,  even  with  the  £10  bounty.    There- 
fore, unle&s  the  noble  Lord  could  show  a 
paramount  reason  for  making  this  change 
in  the  policy  of  the  country,  he  could  see 
most  obvious  reasons  against  it.     It  would 
be  admitted  that  it  was  undesirable  that 
any  fresh  impediment  should  be  thrown  in 
the  way  of  resorting  to  a  bounty,  yet  no 
impediment  could  be  more  formidable  than 
was  now  laying  down  for  the  future,  if  the 
present  precedent  were  established — that 
be  the  emergency  what  it  might,  no  Go- 
vernment could   hereafter  resort   to   the 
bounty  to  induce  sailors  to  join  the  navy 
without  saddling  the  country  with  a  heavy 
contingent  expense  to  the  extent  that  every 
man  then  serving  should  also  receive  the 
bounty. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  House  per- 
mitted great  latitude  of  discussion  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
even  going  beyond  that  latitude,  when  he 
replied  in  the  House  to  a  speech  made  in 
Committee. 


Sir  JOHN  PA^NGTON  said,  he  had 
nearly  concluded  what  he  wished  to  say,  and 
he  would  endeavour  not  to  infringe  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Speaker.  The  only  thing 
he  had  now  to  remark  on  was  the  financial 
result  which  would  attend  this  proposition. 
It  would  bo  seen  by  a  reference  to  the 
Navy  Estimates  that  the  cost  of  the  bounty 
proposed  by  the  late  Government  was 
£31,000  and  odd  ;  but  what  would  be  the 
cost  of  extending  the  bounty  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  present  Government  ?  He, 
of  course,  spoke  with  uncertainty,  but  he 
was  strongly  disposed  to  believe  that  it 
would  constitute  an  additional  charge  to 
the  country  of  not  less  than  £100,000, 
and  that  money  would  be  positively  thrown 
away,  as  the  proposed  bounty  was  never 
asked  for,  and  was  not  required  ;  while  it 
established  an  embarrassing  precedent  for 
future  Administrations.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  no  longer  decline  to  tell 
the  House  ezplicity  and  fairly  the  reasons 
for  which  this  course  had  been  taken — a 
course  that  might  be  attended  with  a  mo- 
mentary fleeting  popularity,  but  which  was 
unsound  in  principle  and  most  dangerous 
as  a  precedent.  He  should  also  like  to 
know  what  would  be  the  pecuniary  amount 
of  this  additional  charge,  and  in  what  way 
it  was  proposed  to  ask  for  the  money,  as 
it  was  not  included  in  any  of  the  Estimates 
on  the  table  ? 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  :  I  think 
that  the  best  proof  that  I  can  give  to  the 
House  that  I  did  explain  to  some  extent 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  come  to  the  deter- 
mination of  extending  the  bounty  is,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  been  occupied 
for  a  length  of  time  in  answering  the  rea- 
sons I  gave.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  asks 
why  I  did  not  at  at  the  time  enter  into 
more  detail  with  respect  to  thai  measure  ; 
and  I  will  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  frankW 
that  the  reason  was  that  I  was  not  on  Fri- 
day last  in  a  position  to  enter  into  all  the 
details  that  I  could  have  wished  to  give  on 
the  subject.  I  was  in  possession  of  the 
decision  of  the  Government,  but  the  Order 
in  Council,  which  has  since  been  issued, 
was  not  in  my  bonds  at  that  time,  and  I 
was  very  anxious,  until  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil was  actually  issued,  not  to  state  any- 
thing which  might  by  any  chance  he  mis- 
taken. I  very  much  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  not  taken  the  advice  that 
I  took  the  liberty  to  offer  him  a  little  while 
ago,  and  put  off  his  questions  until  I  bring 
in  the  Estimate,  which  I  shall  do  in  a  rerj 
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few  days,  to  carry  out  the  airanipemeiit.  At 
the  present  moment  it  is  impoBBible  that  I 
<san  tell  him  the  exact  amount  which  will 
be  required,  inasmuch  as  it  will  depend  on 
the  number  of  men  accepting  this  exten- 
sion of  the  bounty  ;  for  certain  conditions 
are  attached,  and  some  men  may  accept  I 
those  conditions  and  some  may  refuse  them.  | 
I  trust,  then,  that  as  this  measure  will 
come  before  the  House  soon,  and  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  will  have  an  oppcnr- 
tunity  of  discussing  it  upon  its  merits  when 
the  Estimate  is  laid  upon  the  table,  and 
the  House  is  anxious  at  this  advanced  pe- 
riod to  get  on  with  the  Votes,  I  may  be 
excused  from  going  on  with  the  debate  on 
this  occasion. 

THE   ARMY.— THE   HOME  FORCE. 
QUESTION. 

Colonel  DICKSON  rose  to  ask  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he  had 
noticed  a  letter  in  The  Times  of  the  8th 
instant,  signed  "  An  Officer  commanding  a 
Regiment,"  and  dated  Portsmouth  ;  and 
whether,  in  the  statement  which  he  made 
of  our  forces  at  home  on  the  evening  of 
^e  5th  instant,  he  included  marines  ashore, 
recruits  in  readiness  for  India,  enrolled  pen- 
sioners, and  Irish  police?  The  letter  he 
alluded  to  was  headed  ''  General  Peel  and 
our  Army." 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  rose  to  order. 
He  believed  that  the  House  was  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates,  and 
not  on  the  Army  Estimates. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  intimated  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Colonel  was  not  out  of  order,  as 
the  Question  was  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Colonel  DICKSON  proceeded  to  read 
the  following  extract  from  the  letter  in 
question  :-»• 

**  Creneral  Peel  is  reported  to  have  stated  last 
night  that  we  have  in  these  islands  a  force  of 
110,000  men.  I  should  like  to  know  where  this 
force  is  located.  We  hear  of  20,000  men  at  Al- 
dershot  and  of  10,000  at  the  Curragh  of  Kildare. 
Where  are  the  rest  ?  Does  General  Peel  include 
marines  ashore,  recruits  in  readiness  for  India, 
enrolled  pensioners,  and  Irish  police  ?  I  rather 
think  he  does,  and,  as  the  French  Emperor,  and, 
indeed,  all  foreign  Governments,  know  those  mat- 
ters better  than  we  do  ourselves,  I  may  as  well 
mention  that  such  exaggerated  statements  are  but 
calculated  to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  who,  heavily  taxed,  expect  a  re- 
spectable and  well-trninod  army  for  the  large 
stuns  ungrudgingly  voted.'* 

He  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  the 
rest  of  the  letter,  but  commanding,  as  he. 
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did,  a  regiment  at  Portsmouth,  and  having 
an  intimate  acquaintance  with  every  braoch 
of  the  British  army,  he  was  competent  to 
form  a  tolerable  judgment  as  to  its  condi- 
tion, and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
the  letter  he  had  quoted  from  was  a  ^sane 
of  most  unmitigated  nonsense.  He  did  not 
pretend  to  say  that  our  military  organisa- 
tion was  perfect,  or  that  reforms  were  not 
required,  nor  would  he  quarrel  with  the 
liberty  of  the  press,  to  which  the  armj 
owed  so  great  a  debt  of  gratitude,  and  he 
was  ready  to  admit  that  even  when  the 
newspapers  published  trash  under  the  signa- 
tures of  *'  Commanding  Officers,'*  "  Jaeob 
Omniums,"  and  "  Civilians,"  they  caiiged 
the  subject  itself  to  be  thoroughly  ventilated, 
and  the  cause  of  truth  at  length  prevailed. 
But  when  an  officer  of  rank,  described  to 
be  actually  commanding,  stamped  with  hia 
seeming  authority  such  a  document  as  the 
one  he  had  referred  to,  the  proceeding 
was  calculated  to  affect  our  position  in  the 
present  critical  state  of  European  polities, 
and  the  writer  of  it  was  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  military  discipline.  He  thought,  then, 
that  the  military  authorities  ought  to  en- 
deavour to  discover  who  the  writer  was, 
and  to  take  his  conduct  into  serioos  eon- 
sideration. 

General  PEEL  regretted  that  the  time 
of  the  House  should  be  occupied  so  mueh 
in  asking  and  answering  questions  arising 
out  of  anonymous  letters  in  the  newspapers. 
For  his  own  part  he  always  treated  theae 
personal  accusations  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible contempt.  However,  as  the  ques- 
tion put  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  a  proper  one,  and  as  it  was  im- 
portant that  the  House  should  know  the 
exact  number  of  troops  that  were  in 
the  country,  he  would,  without  hesitation, 
reply  to  it.  His  hon.  FriendUhe  Member 
for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Briscoe)  stated  the 
other  night  that  there  were  only  from 
30,000  to  40,000  soldiers  in  the  country, 
and  in  noticing  his  observations,  he  (Gene- 
ral Peel)  stated  that  he  was  mistaken — 
that  the  number  of  troops  in  the  country 
amounted  to  nearly  110,000.  Ho  at 
the  same  timo  stated  that  this  number 
included  the  embodied  militia.  It  did  not, 
however,  include  tbnt  fine  body  of  men, 
the  marines  ashore,  the  enrolled  pen- 
sioners, who  were  certainly  fit  for  better 
service  than  the  writer  of  this  letter 
attributed  to  them ;  neither  did  it  in- 
cludo  the  constabulary  force  of  Ireland. 
Ho  held  in  his  hand  the  last  return  made 
to  him  before  he.  left  office,  dated  1st  of 
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June,  1859,  and  in  that  return  he  found 
that  the  army  at  home  consisted  of: — Ca- 
vaby,  11,698;  Foot  Guards,  6,184;  In- 
fantry, 50,032  ;  Horse  Artillery,  1.749  ; 
Foot  ditto,  12,669;  Engineers,  1,854: 
Military  Train,  1,861  ;  Medical  staff,  375; 
total  regular  forces,  86,422.  Emhodied 
Militia,  23,218.  Total,  109,640.  This 
officer,  who  described  himself  as  command- 
ing a  regiment,  said  the  Artillery  was  al- 
most in  a  disgraceful  condition.  Now,  it 
appeared  from  the  return  to  which  he  had 
referred,  that  there  were  about  14,500 
Royal  Artillery ;  and  besides  these  there 
were  5,000  Militia  Artillery,  and  he  had  the 
^authority  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  for 
saying  that  the  Artillery  Force  was  in  a 
most  efficient  state.  About  180  guns  could 
be  turned  out  to-morrow,  if  it  were  neces- 
sary, and  there  were  110  guns  in  store  ; 
and  he  repeated  what  he  had  said  on  a 
former  evening,  that  at  no  time  had  the 
Artillery  of  this  country  been  in  a  more 
effective  condition. 

THE  NAVT  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  haying  de- 
voted some  time  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Navy  Estimates  he  was  anxious  to  offer  a 
few  observations  on  them.  They  were 
above  those  of  any  year  of  peace  for  the 
last  forty  years.  He  would  not  compare 
them  with  those  for  1835  or  any  year 
about  that  time ;  be  would  take  as  a 
comparison  those  of  1852,  the  year  be- 
fore we  commenced  preparations  for  the 
Russian  war.  In  1852  the  Navy  Estimates 
amounted  to  £5,668,000  ;  this  year  they 
were  £12,862,000,  being  an  increase  of 
£7,200,000.  They  were  told  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  Navy  Estimates  was  owing 
to  the  introduction  of  a  new  element  into 
naval  warfare  by  the  invention  of  the 
screw.  The  screw  was  introduced  in  1851. 
In  1852  we  had  five  screw  line-of- battle 
ships.  France  had  two  for  that  year. 
From  the  close  of  1852  the  Government  of 
this  country  and  that  of  France  had  run  a 
race  in  building  screw-line-of-battle  ships. 
What  was  the  result  ?  It  appeared  that 
this  country  and  France  were,  as  regarded 
line- of- battle  ships,  at  the  present  time  on 
an  equality,  each  country  having  twenty- 
nine  :  whilst  France,  as  regarded  frigates, 
had  eight  more.  They  were  informed  by 
the  late  First  Lord  and  by  the  present 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  that  next  year 
this  country  would  have  fifty  line- of-bat tie 
•hips,  and  France  only  forty ;  but  as  ahe 


would  have  four  iron-cased  vessels,  and 
this  country  only  two,  and  France  would 
have  nine  more  screw  frigates^  there 
would  in  reality  be  scarcely  any  differ- 
ence. But  France  had  got  her  screw  navj 
at  a  much  smaller  cost  than  we  had.  The 
eost  to  England  of  her  screw  navy  was,  the 
last  eight  years,  £86,746.000  ;  while  that 
of  France  cost  only  £46,306,000.  Lastyear 
we  expended  on  our  navy  £9, 9 62, 000,  being 
£800,000  more  than  had  been  voted  for  the 
purpose.  France  in  the  same  period  exp 
pended  only  £4,607,000.  Our  estimated 
expenditure  for  the  navy  for  this  year  wap 
£12,862,000,  while  that  of  France  was 
only  £4,920,000.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  W.  S.  Lindsay)  had  state4 
a  fact  which  would  in  some  degree  account 
for  this  excessive  expenditure.  He  stated 
that  the  Russian  Government  had  ordered 
some  men-of-war  to  be  built  by  private 
builders  in  the  Thames,  the  estimated 
expenditure  on  them  for  wages  was  £2  12s. 
per  ton,  whereas  the  expenditure  on  wages 
in  one  of  the  Qovernment  yards  was 
£8  IZs,  lid.  a  ton.  The  most  curious 
feature  was  the  difference  between  the 
various  yards.  In  one  dockyard  the 
cost  in  proportion  to  the  work  done  was 
double  what  it  was  in  another.  This 
difference  required  explanation,  as  the 
men  received  the  same  rate.  If  the  Esti- 
mates were  properly  examined  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  this  could  not  oc- 
cur. The  number  of  men  voted  this  year 
was  72,000,  whilst  the  highest  num- 
ber during  the  Russian  war  was  only 
70,000.  Ho  did  not  complain  of  this  in- 
crease of  the  navy.  He  would  repeat  what 
he  had  often  stated,  that  he  had  the  deepest 
desire  to  see  the  navy  placed  in  a  position 
which  would  enable  the  country  to  meet  any 
hostile  combination  which  could  possibly  hie 
made  against  her.  But  unless  some  change 
took  place  in  the  administration  of  the  De- 
partment that  result  could  never  be  secured* 
What  he  complained  of  was  that  the  vast 
amount  of  public  money  voted  oy  the 
House  was  not  applied  judiciously,  eicono- 
mically,  and  carefully,  to  the  objects  for 
which  it  was  granted.  On  referring  to  the 
last  report  of  the  Audit  Commissioners,  he 
found  that  last  year  the  expenditure  ex- 
ceeded the  amount  voted  by  £800,000, 
and  that  by  a  system  of  transfer  the  money 
vo^ed  for  one  purpose  was  expended  en 
another.  Among  other  strange  items  he 
found  "  Transferred  out  of  the  Vote  09 
account  of  the  extraordinarv  expenses  of 
the  Russian  war  £100.000."    ''Trana* 
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ferred  out  of  the  Vote  of  £400,000  for 
the  extraordinary  expenses,  naval  and 
military)  of  the  war  in  China,  £556,000," 
rather  a  curious  transfer.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  manning  the  navy,  the  hounty  of 
£10  for  ahle  seamen  had  heen  now  offered 
for  three  or  four  months,  hut  only  1,400 
men  had  joined,  although  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  had  informed  them 
that  owing  to  the  depression  in  the  mer- 
cantile marine  crowds  of  these  men  were 
wandering  about  the  streets  :  why  did  the^ 
not  enter  the  navy  ?  The  cause,  he  be- 
lieved, was  to  be  found  in  the  existence  of 
the  degrading  system  of  flogging  which 
existed  in  the  navy.  This  system  was  a 
disgrace  to  the  nation  as  well  as  to  hu- 
manity, for,  while  in  the  army  a  soldier 
could  only  be  subjected  to  corporal  punish- 
ment by  the  sentence  of  a  court  martial, 
in  the  navy  this  punishment  might  be  in- 
flicted at  the  will  of  one  man.  He  found 
that  on  board  one  ship,  the  Princess  Boyal^ 
during  the  year  before  last,  fifty-three  men 
were  flogged,  who  received  2,141  lashes  ; 
while  he  was  proud  to  say  that  some  ships 
were  mentioned  in  the  return  on  board 
which  punishments  of  this  nature  had  been 
very  few,  and  others  in  which  no  flogging 
had  taken  place.  This  difference  could 
not  be  produced  by  any  difference  in  the 
character  of  the  men,  but  it  must  be  owing 
to  the  difference  in  the  character  of  the 
captains ;  some  were  humane  beings,  others 
were  heartless  tyrants.  Such  a  man  as 
the  captain  of  the  Princess  Royal  would 
not  get  his  ship  manned  in  a  lifetime,  if 
his  character  was  known :  such  were  not 
men  of  first-rate  pluck ;  humanity  and 
courage  always  went  together.  The  Ad- 
miralty ought  to  keep  their  eye  upon  such 
ofiBcers.  From  the  army  returns  it  ap- 
peared in  one  year  112  men  were  flogged, 
and  the  number  of  lashes  inflicted  5,200  ; 
but  in  the  navy  in  1854  the  number  was 
1214,  and  the  number  of  lashes  35,000— 
of  these  only  196  were  inflicted  by  sen- 
tence of  a  court  martial :  in  1855  the 
number  of  lashes  inflicted  was  42,000,  of 
which  only  406  were  by  order  of  court 
martial ;  in  1856  the  number  was  44,000, 
of  which  only  618  were  by  sentence  of  a 
court ;  in  1857,  the  last  year  for  which 
there  was  a  return,  the  number  was 
35,800,  of  which  334  were  ordered  by 
courts-martiaL  He  was  convinced  this  was 
the  great  impediment  to  the  entry  of  men; 
if  it  were  necessary  to  maintain  the  system 
of  flogging,  let  the  army  rule  be  introduced, 
that  the  punishment  can  only  be  inflicted 
Mr.  WHUam  I 


by  the  sentence  of  a  court-martial.  It 
was  stated  that  the  crew  of  the  American 
frigate  Constiiutiony  which  took  the  «/€ma» 
the  first  capture  made  in  the  war  of  1814, 
was  composed  of  men  who  had  been  in 
the  British  navy,  and  every  one  of  whom 
had  been  flogged.  He  had  seen  Oom* 
modore  Stewart,  the  commander  of  the 
Constitution^  at  Philadelphia,  and  he  told 
him  that  ho  had  been  so  informed.  To 
get  men  for  the  navy  of  this  country  it 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  alter  the 
system  of  punishment.  He  was  anxiooa 
to  see  the  navy  in  such  a  state  as  would 
remove  the  apprehension  of  even  the  nest 
nervous  person  in  this  country,  and  there- 
fore would  not  oppose  any  of  the  proposed 
Votes. 

MUTINY  OF  EUROPEAN  jTROOPS  W 

INDIA. 

Colonel  DUNNE,  who  had  given  no- 
tice of  his  intention  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  mutiny  of  European 
troops  in  the  Indian  army,  and  a  demand 
for  a  bounty  upon  re-enlistment,  said,  that 
he  had  understood  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  that  it  would  not  be  for 
the  interest  of  the  public  service  that  any 
discussion  upon  this  subject  should  take 
place  at  the  present  moment,  and  there- 
fore he  was  willing  to  defer  the  remarks 
which  he  had  to  make  upon  it. 

Sm  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  the 
House  must  appreciate  the  course  whioh 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  had  taken 
in  this  matter.  The  question  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Indian  Government,  in  eom- 
munication  with  the  Commander-in-Chief 
in  India ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
interest  of  the  public  service  required  that 
until  their  decision  had  been  given  no 
opinion  should  be  pronounced  upon  it  in 
that  House. 


BOUNTY  TO  SEAMEN. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  he  en- 
tered the  Service  in  1800,  and  served 
afloat  till  1818,  and  during  all  that  period 
the  bounty  was  in  existence— £5  to  able 
seamen,  £3  or  £2  10«.  to  others.  The 
bounty,  therefore,  was  no  new  thing  in 
Her  Majesty's  service ;  and  having  been 
one  of  the  first  to  recommend  the  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  offSar  a 
bounty  of  £10  for  able  seamen  entering 
the  navy,  expressed  bis  approval  of  the 
coarse  pursu^  by  the  late  GForemment  in 
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that  respect,  and  reminded  the  House  that 
during  the  great  war  a  bounty  was  always 
offered  to  pressed  men  who  were  willing  to 
enter  the  navy.  He  thought  it  just,  gene- 
rous, and  politic,  that  some  bounty  should 
also  be  given  to  men  who  were  actually 
in  the  ships,  but  regretted  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Admiralty  had  not  informed  the 
House  of  the  terms  upon  which  it  was  to 
be  granted.  Sailors  disliked  uncertainty, 
and  it  was  therefore  desirable  that  such : 
a  statement  should  be  made  as  soon  as 
possible.  Even  with  this  bounty  they 
nad  only  got  5,000  men  in  three  months, 
which  proved  that  the  bounty  was  not 
even  now  high  enough.  He  was  himself 
astonished  that  the  men  had  not  entered 
the  navy  in  greater  numbers.  Since  he 
moved  for  the  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  the  navy  something  had  been 
done,  and  when  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  were  thoroughly  carried 
out  and  known  in  the  service  the  navy 
would  become  a  great  deal  more  popular. 
The  Secretary  for  the  Admiralty  said  that 
wo  had  twenty-six  sail  of  the  line  ready 
for  sea,  fourteen  of  which,  with  several 
frigates,  were  in  the  Mediterranean.  He 
hoped  the  ships  in  the  Mediterranean  were 
fully  manned  with  good  seamen,  which 
had  not  been  the  case  for  some  time  past. 
The  ships  of  the  line  at  home  were  not 
manned,  only  four  of  them,  with  two  fri- 
gates, being  sent  out  to  exercise  and  ac- 
quire a  knowledge  of  discipline.  The  Go- 
vernment knew  that  France  had  thirty 
sail  of  the  line  in  commission ;  and  a  gen- 
tleman who  had  been  at  Cronstadt  a  short 
time  ago  on  commercial  business  had  in- 
formed him,  that  while  there  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  rowing  past  eleven  Russian  screw 
line-of- battle  ships  every  itiorning,  and  that 
six  or  seven  of  them  had  their  sails  bent  and 
their  top-gallant-yards  crossed,  while  the 
rest  were  getting  on  as  expeditiously  as 
possible.  He  was  for  having  our  fleet 
manned  as  expeditiously  as  possible:  no  one 
could  say  what  might  happen.  He  had  de- 
rived great  satisfaction  from  the  speeches 
delivered  in  "another  place"  by  Lord 
Lyndhurst,  Lord  llardwicke,  and  Lord 
Ellcnborough,  with  every  word  of  which 
he  perfectly  agreed,  and  he  only  wished 
that  they  could  hear  such  speeches  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  They  knew  the 
marvellous  celerity  with  which  the  French 
army  had  been  brought,  chiefly  by  way  of 
Marseilles,  into  the  field  in  Italy,  where 
the  Emperor  had  gained  some  of  the 
greatest  victories  ever  achieved,  chiefly 

VOL,  CLIV,    [third  series]. 


by  the  rapidity  with  which  he  had  fore- 
stalled Austria  ;  and  if  peace  were  now 
to  be  signed  between  the  two  Emperors, 
it  was  doubtful  whether  such  a  result 
would  be  advantageous  to  this  country. 
It  would  release  the  French  army  from 
the  contest  in  which  they  had  so  lately 
been  employed.  They  well  knew  the  feel- 
ings of  the  French  people  in  this  country  and 
their  fondness  for  war  ;  they  all  suspected 
the  ambition  of  the  Emperor,  and  no  one 
could  tell  what  might  happen  in  a  short 
period.  He  should  be  sorry  to  say  anything 
to  create  bad  feeling  between  the  two  na- 
tions, but  as  a  naval  offlcer,  knowing  what 
ships  and  men  could  do,  knowing  that  the 
French  force  used  to  be  much  inferior  to 
ours,  and  hearing  that  it  was  now  equal, 
and  in  some  respects  even  considerably 
superior  to  ours,  he  could  not  look  at  such 
a  state  of  things  with  a  calm  heart.  He 
was  sure  our  ships,  if  well  manned  and 
properly  disciplined,  would  be  what  they 
were  in  former  days  ;  but  he  saw  with 
grief  that  our  men  did  not  come  forward 
with  the  spirit  they  ought  to  evince,  and 
put  us  in  a  position  in  which  we  might  defy 
the  whole  world.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  had  told  them  what  was  the 
strength  of  our  fleet ;  but  why  did  he  not 
distinctly  let  them  know  what  was  the 
strength  of  the  French  fleet  at  present  in 
commission  and  manned  and  ready  for  ser- 
vice, and  what  likewise  was  the  strength 
of  the  Russian  fleet  in  the  same  condition  ? 
There  was  no  use  in  concealing  from  this 
country  what  the  force  of  those  countries 
was.  If  there  was  danger  we  ought  to 
face  it.  Great  Britain  ought  to  be  equal, 
as  regarded  her  navy,  to  all  other  maritime 
nations  together.  France  in  former  days 
was  hardly  reckoned  as  a  maritime  nation 
at  all.  Now  she  was  about  equal  to  our- 
selves. To  fall  in  with  a  French  ship  and 
capture  her  used  to  bo  as  certain  as  the 
day.  When,  however,  we  were  able  to  do 
that  the  French  navy  was  not  in  order. 
The  Revolution  drove  out  of  the  service 
all  the  officers  of  note  and  experience, 
their  places  being  supplied  by  men  unac- 
customed to  ships  of  war,  and  whose 
knowledge  had  been  gained  entirely  in 
the  merchant  service.  That  was  one  of 
the  causes  why  we  then  won  all  our  actions 
so  easily.  But  in  the  later  years  of  tho 
war,  when  the  French  Emperor  sent  single 
ships  to  sea  to  acquire  discipline  and  effi- 
ciency, all  the  frigate  actions  were  well 
fought,  and  we  even  had  three  or  four 
drawn  battles,  which  were  quite  new  to  ns 
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and  caused  us  some  surprise.  Again,  when 
we  went  to  war  with  America,  wc  found 
that  our  fleet  was  not  in  the  state  in  which 
it  ought  to  have  heen,  and  that  we  had 
rifals  to  contend  with  whose  knowledge  of 
seamanship  had  taught  us  a  lesson  which 
he  had  hoped  would  not  have  been  for- 
gotten. He  had  seen  the  navy  of  this 
country  in  great  danger.  During  the  war 
in  Syria  the  French  had  a  Mediterranean 
fleet  of  twenty  ships  of  the  line,  while  ours 
never  consisted  of  more  than  seventeen, 
and  even  those  insufficiently  manned. 
Again,  in  the  case  of  Tahiti,  this  country 
was  in  the  greatest  danger,  because  at  that 
time  we  could  produce  only  two  sail  of  the 
line.  During  the  Russian  war  wc  had  a 
splendid  fleet,  but  as  soon  as  hostilities 
ceased  it  was  paid  off,  which  disgusted  the 
men  and  rendered  them  averse  to  the  ser- 
vice. We  were  now  in  a  quandary  again. 
The  late  Government  were  entitled  to  great 
credit  for  their  exertions  to  man  the  fleet, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  House  of  Commons 
would  never  again  insist  upon  reducing  the 
navy,  whether  in  peace  or  in  war.  With 
respect  to  flogging,  ho  was  astonished  at 
the  list  of  punishments  which  the  lion. 
Member  for  Lambeth  had  read  that  even- 
ing, and  hoped  that  it  was  founded  upon 
some  mistake.  There  was  no  such  thing 
as  severity  in  the  squadrons  which  he  com- 
manded in  the  Atlantic  and  the  Baltic,  and 
he  never  saw  any  necessity  for  it.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  corporal  punishment 
could  be  entirely  done  away  with  in  the 
navy,  but  he  thought  a  great  change  ought 
to  take  place  in  the  method  of  inflicting 
them,  and  saw  no  reason  why  courts-martial 
should  not  be  introduced  into  the  fleet, 
Such  an  alteration,  he  was  convinced,  would 
not  injure  discipline,  while  it  would  relievo 
captains  of  ships  from  a  heavy  responsi- 
bility. In  conclusion  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Admiral  repeated  what  ho  had  for- 
merly stated,  that  England  ought  not  to 
be  contented  with  fewer  than  fifty  sail 
of  the   line  afloat  and  perfectly  manned 


England  had  50  aail  of  the  line  afloat  und 
building,  and  France  43  of  the  aame  class 
of  vessels  built  and  building ;  while  Eng- 
land had  34  frigates  bnilt  and  building, 
and  France  46.     With  subsequent  addi- 
tions England  would  have  nearly  65  tail 
of  the  line ;    as  6  ships  were  now  being 
converted  in  this  oountry*  10  were  building, 
and  besides  these  we  had  9  blookships, 
all  screw,  making  a  total  of  65.     As  re- 
garded ships  of  the  line  therefore  we  were 
superior  to  France,  though  inferior  as  to 
frigates.   T  ho  total  number  of  our  steam  ves- 
sels, comprising  all  kinds  of  fighting  ships^ 
was  4G4,  whilst  France  had  only  264.  The 
number  of  our  sailing  ships  of  a  fighting 
character  was  296,  against  136  poaseasad 
by  France,  or  more  than  double.  He  could 
not  understand  what  could  induce  Franee 
to  engage  in  war  with  uSt  inaaniuoh  as  she 
could  gain  nothing  by  it.     It  woold  be  a 
cuinous  policy  on  her  part  for  her  owa 
interest  to  attempt  anything  of  thekhid. 
Though  it  might  be  somewhat  difflcuk  ts 
man  our  vessels  in  ordinary  times,  or  Is 
sQjbtle  some  paltry  question  at  the  antipo* 
des,  in  the  case  of  invasion  did  the  hon. 
and    gallant  Admiral   suppose    that  tke 
160,000  or  170,000  seamen  in  our  me^ 
chant  ships  would  not  rise  at  onoe  to  mu 
our  ships  ?     Why,  there  could  be  no  difih 
culty  whatever  in  procuring  seamen  for 
the  purpose.     Whilst  there  was  no  oeei> 
sion  whatsoever  of  alarm  on  the  head  of 
war,  at  the  same  time  he  should  not  wiA 
to  see  the  defences  of  the  ooantry  in  Ae 
state  in  which  they  were  a  few  years  sga 
Even  commercially  speaking  the  cooatiy 
suffered  seriously  by  those  idle  rumours  of 
war.     It  was,  Uierefore,  a  false  eoonomj 
not  to  maintain  the  navy  in  an  effieieBt 
state.     He  thought  that  the  JCIO  boss^ 
given  in  a  time  of  peace  was  a  gross  error; 
and  though  the  bounty  now  promised  mjA 
be  considered  a  natural  oonseooenoe,  se 
considered  it  as  grave  a  mistalce  as  lbs 
original  bounty  that  created  it.     This  hsV 
bounty  would  never  satisfy  the  meOy  sal 
— a  force  which,  though  small  enough  for   they  would  be  forced  to  go  a  step  fin^MTr 
her  security,  would  enable  her  to  defy  the   and  saddle  upon  the  countiy  an  additionsi 
world.  I  burden  of  £250,000.    In  his  qnnion  it 

Mb.  LINDSAY  thought  the  speech  of  would  be  so  much  money  thrown  away. 


tho  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  was  calcu- 
lated to  excite  unnecessary  alarm,  which 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  appoint- 
ed by  the  late  Government  to  inquire 
into  the  relative  strength  of  tho  English 
and  French  navies  afforded  no  ground  for.  j 
lie  had  a  copy  of  their  Report  which  bore  I 
date  December,  1858,  according  to  which 

Sir  Charles  Napier 


Motion  agreed  lo» 

SUPPLY.— THE  NAVY  ESTDCATKS. 
CONSIDERED  Ur  COMmTTBB. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  £3,000,  for  additJoiial  Olerin. 
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Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  as  the 
forms  of  the  House  prevented  him  from 
replying  at  once  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Southwark,  be  now  desired  to 
do  so  in  reference  to  the  gallant  Gentle- 
man's observations  regarding  the  execu- 
tion of  the  Bounty. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  rose  to  order. 
He  himself  had  been  called  to  order  by  the 
Speaker  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  even- 
ing, although  he  oonfessed.he  was  not  quite 
clear  that  he  was  at  the  time  at  all  out  of 
order:  but  the  noble  Lord  was  now  clearly 
out  of  order  in  raising  a  discussion  upon  a 
subject  that  was  not  at  all  before  the  Com- 
mittee. When  he  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
was  interrupted  ho  was  asking  a  legiti- 
mate question  at  the  right  moment  of  the 
Boble  Lord — 

The  chairman  said,  he  thought  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  now  himself  out 
of  order. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  With  great 
submission,  I  am  speaking  upon  a  point  of 
order.  If  the  noble  Lord  raises  such  a 
question  as  he  was  about  to  do,  I  shall 
nave  the  right  of  reply. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  he 
merely  wished  to  explain  some  matters  in 
deference  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
whom  he  wished  to  set  right. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  was  at  a  loss 
to  know  where  the  necessity  existed  for 
so  many  additional  clerks.  If  communica- 
tions were  addressed  to  the  principal  offi- 
cers at  Somerset  House,  instead  of  going 
through  the  present  roundabout  course,  a 
great  many  clerks  might  be  saved.  Many 
more  letters  were  written  now  than  there 
was  any  occasion  for.  When  he  was  ap- 
pointed to  command  the  Baltic  fleet  it  took 
about  ten  letters  to  inform  him  of  it. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
prepared  to  defend  these  Estimates,  which 
were  prepared  by  the  late  Government. 
He  believed  that  the  short  experience  of 
the  present  Government  was  sufficient  to 
riiow  them  the  insufficiency  of  the  present 
establishment  of  clerks.  Whatever  might 
be  the  experience  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  opposite  as  to  the  manning  of  the 
fleet,  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  did  not 
think  his  experience  was  equally  good  as 
to  the  manning  of  the  Admiralty.  The 
work  to  be  done  was  enormous,  and  was 
still  increasing  most  rapidly.  He'  was 
afraid  that  many  more  clerks  would  be 
required. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  objected  to  the  em- 
ployment of  so  many  clerks.   He  thought 


that  the  business  of  the  country  could  be 
much  better  done  by  a  smaller  number  of 
clerks  and  by  paying  good  men  higher 
salaries. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  also  deprecated  the 
system  of  employing  such  a  number  of 
clerks  in  those  offices.  The  fact  was  that 
we  had  four  or  five  Boards  of  Admiralty 
at  work  at  once.  There  was  in  the  first 
instance  a  Fir^t  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
who  generally  on  his  appointment  knew 
nothing  about  the  navy,-  and  a  great  deal 
of  time  was, consumed  in  his  endeavours  to 
learn  his  business.  They  had  then  a  num- 
ber of  Lords,  who  had  no  confidence  in 
their  head  nor  in  each  other,  and  issued 
their  own  orders  in  contradiction  to  their 
colleagues.  Every  sort  of  practical  absur- 
dity was  going  on  from  day  to  day.  He 
did  not,  however,  think  that  this  was  a 
moment  for  reducing  the  number  of  the 
clerks  or  of  tampering  with  the  Navy  Es- 
timates. 

Mr.  a.  smith  called  attention  to  an 
item  of  £8,000  for  messengers.  He  wish- 
ed to  know  how  those  messengers  were  to 
be  selected. 

Adiciral  WALCOTT  asked  whether 
those  additional  clerks  were  taken  into  the 
Government  establishments  upon  the  un- 
derstanding that  when  their  services  were 
no  longer  required  they  would  be  dis- 
charged. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  reminded  the 
Committee  that  this  Vote  comprised  not 
only  the  clerks  in  the  Admiralty,  but  those 
in  Somerset  House.  The  whole  number 
was  about  300. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  was  not 
prepared  to  give  a  precise  answer  to  the 
question.  He  believed  there  would  be  a 
redistribution  of  clerks. 

Mr.CORRY  said,  those  additional  clerks 
were  merely  employed  as  temporary  clerks. 

Mr.  JACKSON  thought  that  a  great 
portion  of  the  expenditure  under  this  Vote 
arose  from  want  of  concentration  in  the 
offices. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £100,000,  Volunteer  Force. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  that  ho  would 
not  enter  into  the  question  of  volunteers, 
because  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
had  promised  to  introduce  a  Bill  before 
this  sum  was  expended,  which  would 
enable  the  House  to  discuss  fully  the  im- 
portant question  of  the  manning  of  the 
navy.  He  wished  to  know  when  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  would  introduce 
that  Bill  ? 

2  K  2 


999 


Supply^  The 


{COMMONS} 


Naiey  Esiimates.  1000 


Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  was  anx- 
ious to  introduce  it  as  soon  as  the  subject 
had  been  discussed  at  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  HENLEY  hoped  when  the  Bill 
came  before  the  House  they  would  have 
the  whole  question  of  the  bounty  dipcuss^ 
ed,  as  it  bore  most  materially  upon  the 
new  scheme  for  creating  a  resenre  for  the 
navy. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  the 
House  would  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  bounty  before  that  time,  inas- 
much as  it  would  be  raised  in  the  shape  of 
a  simple  estimate. 

Sir  JAMES  ELPHINSTONE  said, 
when  they  discussed  the  question  of  bounty 
they  ought  to  remember  the  improvements 
that  had  recently  been  made  in  the  condi- 
tion of  seamen. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  thought  the 
Committee  ought  clearly  to  understand 
that  the  only  question  that  remained  to 
be  discussed  was  the  recent  extension  of 
bounty  by  the  present  Government  to  sea- 
men previously  serving  in  the  fleet.  The 
Committee  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
item  for  the  bounty  granted  by  the  late 
Government,  for  that  item  had  been  already 
voted.  That  bounty,  which  he  should  be 
prepared  at  any  time  to  defend,  had  been 
very  successful. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  intended  not  to 
express  any  opinion  at  present,  but  merely 
to  reserve  his  right  to  do  so  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  how  far  the  bounty  already  given, 
and  that  proposed  to  be  given,  would  prove 
a  successful  plan  of  forming  a  reserve  for 
the  navy. 

Sir  JAMES  ELPHINSTONE  inti- 
mated  his  intention  to  move,  when  the 
question  came  under  consideration,  that  no 
bounty  be  paid  to  any  men  serving  in  any 
of  Her  Majesty's  ships  until  the  whole  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission 
for  Manning  the  Navy  had  been  carried 
out. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  the 
only  reserve  we  had  at  present  consisted  of 
the  coast  volunteers  and  the  coastguard. 
The  coastguard  were  composed  of  seamen 
who  had  served  a  certain  number  of  years 
in  the  navy  and  who  were  enjoying  a  sort 
of  retirement,  subject  to  be  called  into 
active  service  in  the  event  of  an  emergency. 
In  that  retirement  they  naturally  acquired 
shore  habits,  to  some  extent  adverse  to 
their  efficiency.  The  coast  volunteers 
were  mixed  up  with  them  in  the  vote 
under  consideration.  Those  coast  volun- 
teers, if  properly  managed,  would  be  a  very 
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efficient  body  of  men  at  some  ftiture  day  ; 
but  they  did  not  constitute  such  a  resenre 
force  as  the  country  ought  to  have.  The 
coastguard  and  the  coast  volunteers  could 
only  be  regarded  as  the  sea  militia  of  the 
country,  and  for  many  reasons  it  was  not 
possible  with  the  same  ease  to  bring 
them  into  equal  efficiency  with  the  militia 
force  of  the  army.  He  had  invariably 
set  his  face  against  having  a  reserre  to 
man  twelve  sail  of  the  line,  without  having 
twelve  sail  of  the  line  to  put  them  into. 
We  ought  to  have  ships  ready  for  sea  at 
each  of  the  ports,  and  the  coastgaard  men 
and  coast  volunteers  ought  to  be  enoon- 
raged  to  go  on  board  them  as  much  as  pes* 
sible.  He  would  give  them  a  dinner  on 
Sundays  after  service,  to  which  they  might 
bring  their  wives,  which  would  be  a  great 
inducement  to  them  to  go  on  board.  He 
thought,  too,  that  there  ought  to  be  an 
efficient  gunboat  attached  to  each  of  these 
ships.  He  reminded  the  Committee  that 
during  the  last  war  we  had  a  capital  corps 
of  Sea  Fencibles,  who  were  a  very  formt* 
dable  body  on  the  coast.  It  was  an  ex- 
traordinary thing,  that  in  this  great  nayal 
country  the  Admiralty  had  never  bad  a 
registry  of  every  seafaring  man.  He  re* 
commended  that  such  a  registry  should  be 
kept,  and  that  recourse  should  be  had  to 
the  system  of  Sea  Fencibles. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  regretted  that  the 
whole  tenor  of  the  discussion,  instead  of 
allaying  the  feverish  agitation  of  thepnblie 
mind  should  tend  to  excite  it.  Time  we  had 
to  mature  our  preparations  antecedent  to 
the  pressure  of  an  emergency,  and  he  tmst- 
ed  that  the  capacity  of  our  resistance  to  an 
enemy  might  soon  cease  to  be  matter  of 
debate:  he  had  no  fear  that  England  would 
not  be  found  ready  in  the  event  of  an  at- 
tempted invasion,  although  he  did  not  think 
invasion  at  all  probable.  When  they  were 
told  that  by  April  I860,  they  would  have 
no  less  a  number  than  sixty  of  the  finest 
and  largest  screw  line-of-battle  ships,  and 
already  had  thirty  efficiently  manned  or  in 
progress  of  being  so,  he  asked  bon.  Mem* 
hers  what  cause  was  there  for  apprehension. 
With  from  160,000  to  180,000  seamen 
and  lads  in  the  Mercantile  Marine,  it  was 
clear  they  could  send  these  sixty  sail  of  the 
line  to  sea,  in  the  course  of  two  or  three 
months,  because  there  would  be  no  employ- 
ment for  them  in  commerce,  other  than  in 
confined  extent ;  and  they  might  rely  upon 
it  there  was  not  one  of  the  160,000,  who 
would  not  respond  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
service  in  the  event  of  war.     If  thirty  sail 
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of  the  line  were  efficiently  manned  it  would 
be  easy  to  man  thirty  more  by  putting  one 
half  new  hands  and  one  half  trained  hands 
in  the  ships,  and  there  would  then  be  a 
fleet  equal  to  any  emergency.  He  depre- 
cated observations  which  led  the  country 
to  believe  that  the  service  was  sadly  ineffi- 
cient and  could  not  be  made  efficient  at  a 
short  not'ce.  On  board  the  Arethusa,  in 
the  late  war  of  forty  years  since,  which  was 
called  "the  saucy  Arethusa/*  they  had  a 
Bong,  (it  was  composed  by  Dibdin)  which 
said : — 

"  They  swear  they'll  invade  us,  these  terrible  foes,  j 
To  frighten  our  children,  our  women,  our  beaux, 
But  if  e'er  their  flat  bottoms  in  darkness  get  o'er, 
They  Britons  shall  find  to  receive  them  on  shore." 

The  gallant  Admiral  (Sir  Charles  Napier) 
had  shown  himself  a  most  meritorious  offi- 
cer throughout  his  whole  career,  and  the 
House  was  justified  in  listening  to  his  ob> 
servations  with  respect,  but  he  thought 
that  a  feeling  had  of  late  animated  the  gal- 
lant Admiral  which  he  could  not  compre- 
hend. The  gallant  Admiral  must  know 
that  they  had  most  splendid  ships,  nud 
that  the  navy  of  England  would  preserve 
the  same  eminence  and  glory  whicn  had  in 
past  times  been  won.  He  admitted  that 
ships  were  useless  unless  mamied  by  effi- 
cient officers,  and  it  was  therefore  their 
primary  duty  to  encourage  the  officers 
and  deal  honourably  and  fairly  with  the  sea- 
men, as  the  Manning  Committee  proposed, 
in  increased  advantages  of  many  kinds.  He 
wished  to  revert  before  he  sat  down  to 
a  statement  made  by  tlie  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  respecting  punishments  in 
the  service,  as  he  should  be  sorry  if  that 
speech  appeared  in  The  Times  to-morrow 
without  an  answer. 

The  CHAIRMAN  interposed,  and  said 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  out  of 
order. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  said,  he  would 
take  another  opportunity. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER:  Good  God, 
Sir !  Does  the  gallant  Admiral  suppose 
that  these  160,000  men  are  in  the  Thames, 
or  at  Bristol,  or  Liverpool  ?  They  are 
scattered  all  over  the  world. 

Admiral  WALCOTT :  But  you  could 
get  50,000. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER:  If  there 
were  a  certainty  of  invasion  to-morrow 
could  he  get  20,000. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  :  I  would  lay  my 
life  I  could. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  :  The  mer- 
chant service  is  not  so  well  manned  as  is 


supposed.  There  are  foreigners  in  it  and 
men  not  fit  for  a  man  of- war.  Does  the 
gallant  Admiral  mean  to  tell  me  that  the 
moment  a  man  is  put  ou  board  a  ship  he 
would  be  fit  to  fight  ? 

Admiral  WALCOTT  :  Yes  he  would. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER:  I  fought 
an  action  not  long  ago  and  half  the  crews 
were  undisciplined  men,  and  I  saw  that 
those  men  did  not  do  their  duty.  I  tell 
the  gallant  Admiral  that  if  he  wants  men 
and  sailors  to  fight  and  defend  these  ships 
they  must  be  regularly  disciplined  and  well- 
trained.  All  the  gallantry  and  courage 
and  determination  to  fight  to  their  very 
stumps  will  not  enable  undisciplined  men 
to  meet  disciplined  men,  any  more  than  an 
undisciplined  army  can  meet  a  disciplined 
army. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  :  I  do  not  want 
them  all  efficient ;  I  calculate  there  would 
bo  30,000  men  versed  in  gunnery,  and  I 
should  only  want  men  to  work  the  guns 
and  use  the  ropes  of  the  ship. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  said,  it  was  presumed 
that  one-third  of  the  seamen  in  the  mer- 
chant service  were  always  in  this  coun- 
try. In  such  a  dreadful  emergency  as  in- 
vasion there  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  finding  sufficient  men  at  a  moment's 
notice  to  man  the  fleet.  With  regard  to 
the  Vote  before  the  Committee,  he  wished 
the  noble  Lord  would  fix  a  day  when  the 
important  question  of  manning  the  navy 
could  be  fully  discussed. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  he 
doubted  that  men  would  be  found  in  an 
emergency  so  readily  as  was  presumed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland.  In  the 
Russian  war  seamen  in  the  merchant  ser- 
vice did  not  come  forward  in  any  numbers. 
From  October,  1853,  to  December,  1854, 
only  153,  and  in  the  year  1855  only  258 
men  entered.  He  had  been  abused  for 
speaking  the  truth,  but  he  would  maintain 
that  there  never  was  a  British  fleet  sent  to 
sea  so  infamously  manned  as  the  fleet  he 
commanded  in  the  Baltic.  There  were 
men  in  it  who  had  never  been  aloft  in  their 
lives.  He  gave  the  word  to  anchor  in  a 
not  very  heavy  gale  of  wind  and  the  sails 
were  not  furled  until  four  in  the  morning. 
If  it  had  come  on  to  blow  they  would  not 
have  been  furled  at  all.  He  hoped  the 
Admiralty,  in  case  of  another  war,  would 
not  man  the  navy  as  they  manned  his  fleet, 
with  all  the  tinkers,  tailors,  butcher-boys, 
and  cabmen  they  could  pick  up  out  of  the 
streets  of  London.  He  was  accused  of 
alarming  the  country.     He  admitted  that 
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he  wanted  to  alarm  tliu  country.  Let  th*^ 
Admiralty  give  their  Admirals  men  to 
command,  and  not  men  tbej  were  ashamed 
of. 

Vote  agreed  to;  as  were  also — 

(3.)  £41.358,  Scientific  Departments. 

(4.)  £103,089,  Naval  Establishments 
at  Home. 

(5.)  £20,083,  Naval  Kstablisliments 
Abroad. 

(6.)  £1,077,782,  Wages  to  Artificers, 
Labourers,  and  others.  Naval  Establish- 
ments at  Borne. 

Mb.  LINDSAY  said,  ho  believed  that 
the  Committee  on  Dockyard  Expenditure 
had  completed  their  Report,  in  which, 
with  one  exception  they  had  been  unani- 
mous. He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
when  that  Report  would  be  presented  to 
the  House,  and  what  was  the  reason  it  had 
not  been  laid  upou  the  tablo  as  soon  as  it 
had  been  made  to  the  Admiralty.  ITe  be- 
lieved it  had  been  signed  and  sent  in  some 
time  ago. 

LoBD  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  he  was 
as  anxious  to  lay  this  Report  upon  the 
table  as  the  hon.  Member  could  be  to  see 
it.  True  it  was  the  Report  was  given  in, 
but  it  was  not  yet  printed,  or,  to  speak 
more  accurately,  it  was  not  yet  corrected. 
It  was  usual  to  give  these  Reports  to  the 
Members  of  the  Committees  in  order  that 
they  might  make  the  necessary  corrections. 
This  process  was  not  yet  completed,  but 
when  the  Report  was  so  corrected  it  would 
be  brought  to  the  Admiralty.  His  impres- 
sion was  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  would 
consider  it  fair  to  allow  the  heads  of  some 
of  the  principal  departments  who  might  bo 
desirous  to  make  some  remarks  upon  the 
Report  to  do  so.  He  believed  that  the 
Surveyor  of  the  Navy  and  one  or  two  other 
officers  of  departments  wished  to  offer  some 
observations  on  some  of  the  details  of  that 
Report.  The  same  thing  was  done  on  the 
report  upon  steam  engines,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Pakington)  gavo 
an  opportunity  to  the  heads  of  departments 
to  add  some  observations  to  the  Report. 
As  soon  as  these  reports  were  made  the 
Report  of  the  Dockyard  Commission  would 
be  laid  upon  the  table. 

Mb.  LINDSAY  was  afraid  it  w^ould 
be  the  object  of  certain  parties  to  keep 
this  Report  back  as  long  as  possible,  so 
that  the  House  might  not  have  it  this 
SeuioD.  He  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would 
•ee  that  there  was  no  unnecessary  delay  in 
presenting  the  Report.  It  was  very  dc- 
ttiaUe  tbe  Ilouie  should  see  it  at  onco. 
Bit  CkarUi  Napier 


Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON    wuhed  to 
have  some  explanation  relative  to  the  in- 
crease of  £100,000  on  this  Vote  over  the 
Estimate  of  the  late  OoTemment.     He 
announced  that  the  late  Government  de- 
termined to  add  from  1,300  to  1,400  ship. 
Wrights  to  the  Royal  dockyarda,  and  they 
took  a  sufficient  grant  of  money  to  employ 
them  for  six  months — namely,  until  next 
October.     That  waa  done  npon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy, 
who  thought  in  the  month  of  May  that  if 
these  additional  hands  were  employed  for 
six  months  all  the  paddlewheel  nigatei 
might  be  repired,  and  the  ateam  resene 
might  be  brought  into  that  atate  in  wUeb 
the  vessels  might  be  put  into  eommiaaioiL 
In  addition  to  these  repairs  he  had  hopel 
that  by  adding  these  1»300  men  to  tlie 
dockyards  they  would  be  able  to  oonvert 
two  more  line-of-battle  ahipa.  makiiu  17 
line-of-battle  ships,  instead  of  the  15  he 
had  promised.    He  trusted  thi^  in  deddiog 
to  double  the  Vote  for  these  men  the  Go- 
vernment had  consulted  the  Surveyor  of 
the  Navy.     He  hoped,  also,  thai  the  noUe 
Lord  had  himself  looked  into  the  matter, 
and  had  satisfied  himself  that  the  puUie 
service  required  the  additional  outlay.    It 
was  well  to  be  on  the  safe  aide,  and  if  the 
matter  were  even  doubtful  he  would  not 
oppose  the  grant. 

LoBD  CLARENCE  PAGET  ilMNi|ht 
there  must  have  been  a  misnndentanduig 
between  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the 
Surveyor  of  the  Navy  on  thia  point.  The 
explanation  given  by  the  Surveyor  of  the 
Navy — and  he  was  sure  he  would  sot 
state  what  he  did  not  believe— wmi»  theft 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  propoead  ea 
increase  in  the  dockyards,  msA  in  the  h^ 
ginning  of  May  last  asked  him  what  aum- 
ber  of  men  should  he  taken  on  in  order  te 
carry  out  certain  works*  he  did  sot  eoa- 
templato  that  these  men  would,  be  Re- 
charged at  the  end  of  liz  montha.  Than 
might  have  been  a  misundenrtafldiiigf  bat 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy  atated  thattai 
the  first  moment  the  anmeot  waa  aflutioB 
ed  to  him  he  thought  it  waa  alMohte^ 
necessary  that  the  men  ahould  be  taken 
on  until  the  end  of  the  finaneial  joaSp  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wedd  Aiak 
that  the  Admiralty  had  looked  naivovlj 
into  the  matter  before  they  yopoaad  tat 
Vote. 

:Mn.  CORRY  said^  his  leooIleetiMi  was 
that  the  Surveyor  was  asked  what  Boaher 
of  men  would  be  necoeaaiy  to  ooiB|ilnto 
certain  works  in  lix  months  wmL  Ua  •■* 
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Bwer  was  giveu  in  reference  to  that  ques- 
tion. He  was  glad,  however,  that  these 
men  were  to  ho  kept  on,  for  he  thought 
no  exertions  should  he  spared  to  ph\cc  the 
navy  in  a  stote  of  efficiencj.  There  was, 
however,  considcrahlo  difficulty  in  procur- 
ing the  necessary  timher,  and  he  regretted 
that  this  want  of  timher  imposed  a  limit 
to  the  efforts  which  could  be  made  in  the 
yards.  At  the  commencement  of  the  year 
there  were  70,000  loads  in  store  ;  while 
the  quantity  which  it  was  estimated  would 
be  used  was  60,000,  instead  of  35,000 
loads  in  the  previous  year.  After  drawing 
upon  every  market  in  the  world,  all  the 
supply  they  could  look  for  was  53,000 
loads;  so  that  the  shipwrights  whom  the 
late  Admiralty  proposed  to  enter  for  the 
year  would  have  used  7,000  more  loads  of 
timber  than  could  he  obtained  for  the 
supply  of  the  dockyards.  He  wished  to 
know  how  this  difficulty  was  to  be  met  ? 

Si»JAMESELPHINSTONEsaid,this 
was  a  very  serious  question.  Having  had 
something  to  do  with  the  supply  of  timber 
for  Indian  railways,  he  knew  there  was 
very  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  timber 
for  any  purpose  whore  scantling  was  re- 
quired ;  and  he  would  recommend  that 
some  of  the  unemployed  artificers  in  the 
navy  should  bo  sent  to  the  different  ports 
on  the  African  and  Australian  coasts,  where 
vast  and  unexplored  forests  existed,  for  the 
purpose  of  procuring  a  supply.  Every 
year  the  quantity  of  suitable  timher  was 
becoming  less  and  less,  and  the  subject 
was  ope  which  the  Admiralty  would  do  well 
to  grapple  with  at  once. 

Colonel  SYEES  said,  that  although 
with  all  the  predilections  of  an  old  soldier, 
be  looked  upon  the  navy  as  tho  natural 
defence  of  this  country,  and  was  willing 
to  contribute  what  was  necessary  towards 
rf)nderinff  it  equal,  not  to  the  navy  of  one 
Power  alone,  but  of  all  other  Powers  com- 
bined.  He  thought,  however,  that  the  re- 
sults ought  to  bo  commensurate  with  the 
means  employed — that  was,  to  the  money 
voted  by  tho  House — but  when  ho  looked 
at  the  enormous  sums  of  money  expended 
io  our  dockyards  this  did  not  seem  to  be 
the  case.  Since  1835  the  Estimates  had 
increased  200  per  cent,  having  risen  from 
£4,200,000  to  £12,600,000  in  the  present 
year,  and  it  might  therefore  be  supposed 
that  since  that  time  we  had  three  times 
the  number  of  ships  and  of  men.  Nothing 
of  the  sort^  Last  year  in  the  dockyards 
10»850  workmen  were  employed,  and  among 
tbem  4»000  shipwrights.    The  noble  Lord 


had  stated  that  1,000  shifiwrights  could 
build  eight  ships  of  1,000  tons  per  annum  ; 
and  accordiug  to  this  calculation,  there- 
fore, thirty-two  such  ships  should  have  been 
built;  whereas  only  19,159  tons  of  ship- 
ping had  really  been  built,  tho  cost  of 
which  he  calculated  to  bo  £50  9s,  per  ton, 
supposing  all  the  men  to  he  employed  on 
new  work.  Allowing,  however,  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  men  had  been  employed  in 
repairs,  the  vessels  turned  out  would  still 
have  cost  £12  75.  3d.  per  ton.  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Lindsay)  had  pointed  out 
that  ships  built  in  private  yards  cost  only 
£2  10^.  or  £2  15^.  per  ton,  and  if  such 
magnificent  vessels  as  those  of  Mr.  Green, 
who  had  a  navy  of  his  own,  could  be  con- 
structed at  this  rate,  there  roust  surely  be 
something  lamentably  wrong  in  our  dock- 
yard expenditure.  The  noble  Lord  thought 
we  should  next  year  produce  46,284  tons 
of  shipping,  but  even  that  amount  of  ton* 
nage,  according  to  the  increased  Estimates, 
would  cost  £33  a  ton,  or,  with  only  one 
fourth  of  the  bands  in  the  yards  employed 
on  building,  about  £8  5s,  per  ton — an  ex- 
penditure infinitely  greater  than  that  in- 
curred in  the  most  extravagant  private 
yards.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
could  not  but  congratulate  the  country 
upon  the  thorough  reform  in  our  dockyards 
which  had  been  promised  by  the  noble 
Lord.  With  regard  to  gunboats,  he  would 
ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  a  letter  written  by  Mr. 
Laird,  of  Liverpool,  who  suggested  that 
there  were 'In  the  Mersey  many  steamboats 
adapted  to  carry  a  heavy  gun,  and  that  by 
a  small  annual  allowance  and  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  owners  these  boats  might  be 
made  available  for  gunboats.  This  seemed 
a  valuable  suggestion,  and  the  same  rule 
would  apply  to  all  the  large  rivers  in  the 
kingdom,  so  that  means  of  defence  could 
thus  be  afforded  without  the  enormous  out- 
lay which  would  otherwise  be  necessary. 
He  would  suggest  also  that  in  each  dock- 
yard there  should  be  a  scientific  head  to 
direct  operations.  No  doubt  the  master 
shipwright  was  a  man  of  practical  experi- 
ence and  good  sense,  but  what  was  wanted 
was  a  man  of  sound  mathematical  know- 
ledge, acquainted  with  the  dynamics  of 
shipbuildiug,  and  grievous  errors,  opposed 
to  acknowledged  principles,  might  thus  be 
avoided. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Williams, 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  the 
dockyard  battalions  had  been  abolished  by 
the  Government  which  succeeded  the  first 
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Administration  of  Lord  Dcby,  and,  in  his 
opinion,  very  properly,  inasmuch  as  the 
full  sen'iccs  of  the  men  were  required  as 
shipwrights. 

Sir  JAMES  ELrHINSTONE  called 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  the  case  of  the  seamen  riggers, 
who,  he  said,  had  very  hazardous  and  im- 
portant duties  to  perfurm,  while  the  wages 
of  each  were  not  more  than  l\)s,  6d.  per 
week.  That  amount  of  remuneration  he 
regarded  as  inadequate,  especially  when 
compared  with  that  which  other  naval 
artificers  received,  and  he  therefore  trusted 
the  Government  would  take  the  expediency 
of  increasing  tho  pay  of  those  men  into 
their  consideration. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  concurred  in  the 
testimony  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  in  behalf  of  the  Seamen  Rig- 
gers and  pronounced  them  to  be  a  most  va- 
luable and  mcrito  -ioiis  class  of  men,  and  he 
ventured  tho  recommendation  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  tho  Admiralty  that  the  Board  would 
take  their  Memorial  into  consideration. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  W.  Martix, 

Vote  agreed  to;  also, 

(7.)  £39,330,  Wages  to  Artificers,  La- 
bourers,  and  others,  Naval  Establishments 
Abroad. 

(8.)  £2.117,130,  Naval  Stores. 

Mr.  LINDSAY  took  occasion  to  quote 
from  a  published  paper  facts  to  the  ef- 
fect that  the  Admiralty  anchors  had  been 
manufactured  by  the  same  firm  since  1841 ; 
that  the  price  paid  by  them  for  those 
ithich  weighed  fifteen  tons  was  at  tho  rate 
of  £44  10^.  per  ton,  and  for  those  which 
weighed  five  tons  at  the  rate  of  £73  per 
ton,  while  the  market  price  of  anchors 
manufactured  by  tho  most  eminent  firms 
was  £20  lOs,  per  ton  for  anchors  of  twenty 
tons,  and  £30  per  ton  for  anchors  of  five 
tons  weight.  Now  he  should  like  to  learn 
from  his  noble  Friend  tho  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  those  statements  were 
correct,  and  if  so,  why  such  a  state  of 
things  was  permitted  to  exist?  Why 
should  £73  be  paid  for  what  could  be  ob- 
tained for  £30  from  most  eminent  makers? 
Ho  also  wanted  to  know  why  no  notice  had 
been  taken  of  tho  report  of  tho  Commission 
appointed  seven  years  ago  to  inquire  into 
the  best  description  of  anchor.  They  re- 
ported that  of  all  tho  anchors  submitted  to 
them  the  Admiralty  anchor  was  the  worst. 
Mr.  Trotman  ofi'ered  to  submit  his  anchors, 
weighing  50  cwt.,  costing  £90,  to  be  test- 
ed against  anchors  of  five  tons,  the  con- 
Iraot  value  of  which  was  £365.     Then, 

Sir  John  Fakington 


again,  in  the  SupplemcnUrj  Vote  then 
was  an  estimate  for  steam  engines,  the 
charge  for  which  was  increasing  and  there- 
fore an  important  item.  Up  to  a  recent 
period  the  manufacture  of  Government 
engines  had  been  confined  to  one  ortvo 
firms,  while  there  were  other  firms  equallj 
eminent  willing  to  make  them.  He  du 
not  advocate  an  indiscriminate  occeptanee 
of  terms  ;  bat  there  were  great  estaUiih- 
ments  whose  offers  oaght  to  be  entertainei 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  door  had 
been  opened  at  all,  so  as  to  permit  other 
firms  to  tender,  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent! 

Mr.    RIDLEY  drew    cittention  to  the 
Report  of  a  Committee  appointed  to  h- 
vestigato  the  subject  of  steam  coals  for  the 
Royal  navy.     Last  year»  according  to  in- 
structions issued   by   the    Admiralty,  in- 
vestigations wore  made  as  to  Webh  and 
north   country  coals.     The  results  wen 
various,  and  Mr.  Taplin,  of  Woolwich,  wh 
requested  to  draw  up  a  new  report  on  the 
subject.     He  reported,  recommending  the 
Government  to  undertake  further  experi- 
ments independent  of  all  prirate  partiee ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Ridley)  asked  whether  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  had  acted  on  the  le- 
commendation.     The  French  OoTemment 
had  lately  been  buying  coals  largely  in 
this  country.     He  understood  that  th^ 
purchased  any  coals  on  the  Admiralty  list; 
and  it  was  neccessary  that  that  list  BhoaU 
bo  drawn  up  with  the  greatest  posmble  M- 
curacy.     Another  important  subject  of  in- 
vestigation was  the  consumption  of  smoke, 
which  many  experiments  had  shown  to  be 
possible,  and  which  had  a  great  hearing 
upon  tho  relative  value  of  different  cosla 

Lord  LOVAINE  remarked  that  the  eea- 
sumption  of  smoke  could  be  carried  out  lo 
as  to  effect  a  considerablo  saring  in  the 
quantity  of  coals,  and  consequenUy  in  the 
expense.  Attention,  then,  ought  to  be 
paid  to  the  subject.  Another  matter  to 
which  he  wished  to  draw  the  attentiou  of 
the  Admiralty  was  the  system  of  eupoT' 
heating  steam,  which  promised  enonnou 
saving.  Attention  was  also  required  as  to 
the  best  means  of  coaling  TCMeb  in  tho 
navy.  And  on  this  and  other  analogOM 
points  it  would  be  well  for  the  present  to 
follow  the  example  of  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty  in  entrusting  the  exanunatien  of 
different  points  of  doubt  to  a  scientifio 
Board. 

Mil.  BENTINGK  said,  that  the  questios 
raised  with  regard  to  anchors -was  one  of 
great  inipoi  tanco.  It  was  not  a  quostioo 
of  one  person's  anchor  orer  anothers  |  but 
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as  regarded  the  best  description  being  (Tb« 
tained  for  the  navy.     A  Committee  had 
reported  in  1852  in  fayour  of  six  ditferen( 
kinds  of  anchors,  all  superior  to  those  used 
by  the  Admiralty — why  had  no  notice  been 
taken  of  the  report  of  that  Committee  ? 
why  Iiad  it  not  been  acted  on  ?      They 
were  now  told  of  a  person  who  offered  to 
produce  anchors  as  efficient  as  the  Admi- 
ralty anchors  at  one-third   tlie   cost,  and 
weighing  half  the  weight ;  why  had  he  not 
been   allowed   a   trial,  in  order  to   prove 
^whether  his  assertions  were  correct  or  not? 
Still  be  thought  it  was  not  right  to  press 
the  noble  Lord  on  a  point  which  concerned 
all  the  Boards  of  Admiralty  for  the  last 
seven  years.     He  would  invite  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Droitwich, 
Carlisle,  Halifax,  and  Portsmouth,  who  had 
held  office  in  that  time,  to  give  a  distinct 
answer  to  the  question  why  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  had  been  disregarded,  and 
why  Mr.  Trotman's  anchors  had  not  been 
at  least  tried  in  the  navy. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  there 
were  perfect  forests  of  anchors  lying  in  all 
the  dockyards,  and  the  amount  of  capital 
wasted  in  them  was  perfeotly  incredible. 
It  would  be  well  to  know  by  whose  orders 
these  anchors  were  constantly  accumulating 
in  every  port.  He  also  directed  attention 
to  the  boats  lying  in  Portsmouth  dockyard, 
which  in  some  tides  were  wet  and  in  others 
dry.  Why  were  these  boats  left  to  rot  ? 
He  hoped  that  some  steps  would  be 
adctpted  to  take  these  boats  a  little  higher 
up  out  of  the  water.  There  was  an  item 
for  building  gunboats  by  contract.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  a  great  mistake  in  all  the 
gunboats  built.  It  was  not  chiefly  gunboats 
that  were  wanted  for  service  in  the  Baltic, , 
but  mortar  vessels  which  would  throw  | 
shells.  The  only  use  of  gunboats  was  to  j 
protect  the  mortar  vessels.  Whether  Arm- 
strong's guns  were  superior  to  mortars  he 
could  not  tell  ;  but  he  had  had  experience 
of  mortars  at  the  siege  of  Martinique. 
Mortars  were  collected  from  every  island  in 
the  West  Indies,  and  the  tremendous  fort 
there  was  captured  by  mortars  and  mortars 
alone.  Had  there  been  mortars  in  the 
Baltic  during  the  late  war,  not  only  Swea- 
borg  but  Cronstadt  would  have  been  anni- 
hilated. If  there  was  war  with  France  it 
would  be  with  mortars,  not  with  gunboats, 
that  they  would  attack  Cherbourg.  Before 
the  report  of  these  Estimates  passed  he 
would  insist  on  being  told  the  history  of 
these  anchors  ;  also  on  receiving  an  account 


of  the  condition  of  our  gunboats,  and  how 
many  of  tbem  could  bo  launched  at  the 
present  moment. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  could  on'y 
answer  for  himself  as  to  wb^t  had  occurred 
regarding  Trotman's  anchors  when  he  was 
at  the  Admiralty.  He,  of  course,  knew 
nothing  of  the  quality  of  these  anchors 
from  his  own  personal  knowledge,  but  on 
consulting  practical  naval  officers  the  reply 
ho  received  was  that  they  did  not  in  their 
experience  find  them,  to  answer.  He  was 
told  that  Trotman's  anchor,  when  once  it 
could  be  got  to  hold,  was  a  good  one,  but 
that  officers  could  not  rely  on  its  taking 
hold.  Now,  of  course,  if  it  did  not  hold, 
the  most  valuable  quality  of  an  anchor  was 
wanting.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
asked  why  they  had  not  given  Trotman's 
anchor  a  fair  trial.  In  reply,  he  might 
state  that  one  of  his  last  acts  before  leav- 
ing the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  to  issue 
directions  for  giving  the  anchor  a  further 
trial.  With  regard  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Admiral's  question  about  the  gun- 
boats which  they  proposed  to  build,  he  had 
to  state  that  it  was  proposed  to  build 
eighteen,  which  would  be  of  a  much  larger 
size  than  the  ordinary  gunboats,  that  the 
latter  could  only  carry  their  guns  along  the 
coast,  whereas  these  new  boats  would  be 
able  to  carry  their  guns  all  over  the 
world. 

Mr.  H.  a.  BRUCE  contended  that  the 
system  adopted  by  the  Admiralty  for  pro- 
curing coal  led  to  their  receiving  not  the 
best,  but  a  very  inferior  description  of  coal. 
The  mode  was  this, — there  was  a  list  of  a 
great  many  different  kinds  of  coal  made 
out,  those  varying  in  price  to  the  extent  of 
25  per  cent.  The  Admiralty  issued  an 
offer  to  receive  tenders  for  a  supply  of 
coal,  and  the  persons  who  made  the  tender 
were  free  to  supply  the  Admiralty  with  any 
of  these  kinds  of  coal.  The  tender  was 
made,  and  the  Admiralty  almost  inyariably 
got  the  worst  of  the  coal.  He  spoke  from 
his  own  knowledge  when  he  said  that  the 
owners  of  the  best  coal  never  thought  of 
tendering  to  the  Admiralty.  The  large 
steamboat  companies  obtained  the  best 
article,  and  the  owners  who  supplied  them 
with  coal  never  supplied  the  Admiralty. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  Admiralty 
should  either  reduce  the  list  and  strike  off 
the  inferior  quality  of  coal,  or  that  they 
should  send  agents  to  the  coal  districts  to 
inquire  into  the  nature  of  the  coal,  with 
the  view  of  getting  the  very  best  article^ 
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as  the  PeniDsular  and  Oriental  and  c  ther 
largo  companies  did. 

Mb.  BBNTINCK  said,  he  had  on  a 
former  occasion  asked  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Droitwich  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
why  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  1852 
had  not  been  adopted,  and  the  answer  was 
that  the  report  of  a  body  of  naval  o$cera 
was  at  variance  with  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  and  was  unfavourable  to  Trot- 
man's  anchors.  Now,  great  injustice  would 
be  done  to  Mr.  Trotman  if  such  a  state- 
ment remained  uncorrected,  and  he  there- 
fore felt  it  right  to  say  that  there  had  been 
no  report  unfavourable  to  Trotman 's  an- 
chors from  any  officer  in  Her  Majesty's 
service.  His  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Clarence  Paget) 
shook  his  head,  but  the  Report  applied  to 
Porter's,  and  not  to  Trotman's  anchors. 
He  had  perused  all  the  reports  which  had 
been  presented  to  the  Admiralty  up  to  this 
time  last  year,  and  ho  could  state  tltat 
none  of  them  were  unfavourable  to  Mr. 
Trotman.  Ho  still  wished  that  some  better 
information  were  afforded  to  the  House  as 
to  why  the  Report  of  1852  had  not  been 
acted  upon,  and  vihy  Mr.  Trotman  was  re- 
fused the  trial  for  which  he  asked.  With 
regard  to  the  new  gunboats,  he  hoped  they 
would  be  perfectly  efficient  craft,  and  that 
thoy  would  not  come  within  the  grasp  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  (Sir 
Charles  Wood),  whose  mode  of  dealing 
with  vessels  of  that  class  did  not  seem, 
from  the  discussions  which  took  place  last 
year,  to  have  been  attended  with  very  for- 
tunate results. 

Mr.  clay  was  glad  that  the  Admiralty 
were  disposed  to  give  Trotman's  anchors 
a  further  trial,  but  this  was  a  question 
between  the  Admiralty  anchor  and  the 
six  other  descriptions  of  anchors,  and  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  know  whether 
the  same  defect  which  was  attributed  to 
Trotman's  anchor  was  attributed  to  all  the 

others. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  hoped  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  would  he  directed 
to  the  number  of  vessels  of  war  in  ordinary 
at  Hamoaze,  in  the  Med  way,  and  at  Ports- 
mouth, which  were  decreasing  in  value  day 
by  day,  and  which  it  would  require  great 
expenditure  to  render  serviceable. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  feared  that 
he  could  not  give  a  very  satisfactory  an- 
swer to  some  of  the  questions  which  had 
been  put  to  him.  The  subject  of  anchors 
was  one  with  which  the  Admiralty  had 

Mr.  A  A.  Bruce 


great  difficulty  in  dealing.  He  profeMod 
to  be  a  naval  reformer,  and  he  was  for  re- 
form in  every  case  in  which  it  was  con- 
sistent  with  efficiency  ;  but  wherever  the 
best  anchor  could  be  obtained  he  would 
never  be  disposed  to  object  to  its  cost  if 
it  were  really  serviceable.  There  was, 
however,  the  greatest  difference  of  opinieii 
among  naval  men  with  respect  to  aochoniy 
and  if  they  saw  fifteen  or  sixteen  ahipa  of 
war  in  a  line  the  probability  vaa  thai 
as  many  different  descriptions  of  anchors 
would  be  used.  Captains  of  ships  of  war 
were  allowed  great  latitude  in  the  ehoioe 
of  anchors,  and  there  were  Tariovs  and 
very  opposite  opinions  with  regard  to  the 
merits  of  Trotman's  anchors.  He  could 
not  say  that  he  approved  them  himself^ 
but  he  was  ready  to  promise  that  Mr.  Trot* 
man,  as  well  as  other  inventors,  fihoiild 
have  fair  play.  He  had  been  osked  whe- 
ther there  was  to  bo  any  alteration  in  the 
navy  contracts  for  coals  used  for  steam 
engines  ashore  or  afloat.  At  the  preaent 
moment  the  subject  wns  undergoiiig  a 
thorough  investigation  at  Woolwich.  If 
the  question  were  merely  whether^  aa  a 
matter  of  simple  economy,  north  oountiy 
coal  or  Welsh  coal  should  be  used,  it 
would  admit  of  easy  adjustment ;  but  a 
great  number  of  collateral  questiona  were 
involved.  Experiments  were  in  progress 
with  regard  to  the  super-heating  of  steam 
and  the  consumption  of  smoke,  but  it  wu 
of  course  desirable  that  these  objects  ahoold 
be  accomplished  with  the  utmost  poaaiUe 
economy.  One  third  of  the  supply  of  coal 
for  the  navy,  which  was  chiefly  consumed 
at  Sheerness  and  Woolwich,  was  obtained 
from  the  north,  while  the  remaining  two- 
thirds  were  obtained  from  Wales,  and  were 
used  principally  at  Devonport  and  on  the 
southern  const ;  but  if  it  should  be  found 
that  north  country  coal  was  equally  ser- 
viceable it  would,  no  doubt,  be  used  in  a 
much  larger  proportion.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  an  extreme  view  of  the  cost  of 
navy  engines  over  those  used  by  private 
firms.  It  was  true  that  the  engines  for 
men-of-war  cost  more  than  those  for  mer- 
chant ships,  but  there  were  a  variety  of 
reasons  for  this  with  which  he  need  not 
trouble  the  Committee,  and  a  Select  Comr 
mittee  which  sat  upon  this  subject  report- 
ed that  there  was  no  reason  for  supposing 
that  the  Government  had  paid  a  higher 
price  for  engines  and  boilers  than  private 
individuals. 
Mb.  COR&Y  said,  that  Trotman's  and 


1013 


Supply^The 


\  July  11, 18$9  [  Nmy  EiHmates.  1014 


Porter's  anchors  were  identical  in  prin- 
ciple ;  and  as  a  proof  of  the  efficacy  of 
the  Admiralty  anchor,  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee of  what  occurred  at  Balaklava, 
where,  wlien  the  Prince  went  down  and 
twenty-two  merchant  vessels  were  lost,  not 
one  of  the  vessels  of  war  went  ashore. 

Mr.  6ENTINCK  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  like  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Memher  for  Droitwich,  had  fallen  into 
the  mistake  of  confounding  Trotman's  with 
Porter's  anchor  as  being  the  same  in  prin- 
ciple. Mr.  Trotman  himself  protested 
•gainst  it  as  an  injustice,  for  it  was  not 
the  same  in  principle,  and  it  was  admitted 
by  the  Admiralty  to  bo  35  per  cent  better 
in  the  efficacy  of  its  hold. 

Sir  JAMES  ELPHINSTONE  express- 
ed  his  approval  of  the  gunboats  which  had 
b«en  built  by  contract.  Some  time  ago  he 
visited  Haslar,  where  he  found  the  greater 
part  of  the  old  gunboats  under  repair,  and 
he  exhibited  some  fragments  from  their 
bottoms,  which  showed  the  injury  they  had 
sustained  from  being  alternately  wet  and 
di^.  Their  launching  depended  upon  the 
longest  and  finest  screw  of  the  sort  which 
bad  ever  been  constructed,  and  if  anything 
happened  to  it  they  could  not  be  got  to  sea. 
He  had  been  of  the  same  opinion  as  the 
lion.  Member  for  Sunderland  with  regard 
tc  the  cost  of  machinery  for  the  navy,  until 
he  read  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on 
marine  engines  and  boilers.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman read  a  copious  extract  from  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee,  showing  that  the 
mistakes  which  had  in  former  times  been 
committed  with  respect  to  naval  machinery 
had  been  discovered  and  remedied. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posedy — 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceedlDg  £467411,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  ne- 
cessary to  defray  the  charge  of  New  Works,  Im- 
provements, and  Repairs,  in  the  Naval  Establish- 
ments, which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March, 
1860." 

Mr.  EINNAIRD  called  attention  to 
an  item  of  £50,000  for  the  purchase  of 
a  site  for  coal  stores  at  the  head  of  the 
great  harbour  at  Malta.  In  1858  a  sum 
of  £23,000  was  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Halifax  (Sir 
Charles  Wood)  for  the  purchase  of  this  very 
pFoperty,  having  fifteen  or  sixteen  tene- 
ments upon  it,  and  that  amount  was  then 
regarded  as  a  very  liberal  estimate  of  its 
T due.    The  exorbitant  feature  was  eestaia 


stores  mooted  by  a  person  named  Oaso- 
lani,  Bishop  of  Maurieastro,  and  son  of 
the  late  collector  of  land  revenue.  These 
were  estimated  at  £15,000.  The  last  ya« 
lucr,  who  was  official,  estimated  them  at 
£25,841,  adding  £5, 168  for  jtis^uendt.  Ca- 
solani  came  to  England  on  the  business,  and 
made  a  yery  modest  demand  of  £123,000, 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Droit- 
wich (Sir  J.  Pakington)  afterwards  cut 
down  to  £50,000.  Mr.  Victor  Houlton 
being  called  in  to  fix  a  price,  instead  of 
the  naval  authorities,  named  £60,000  for 
Gasolani.  If  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
this  matter  were  granted,  it  would  be  proved 
that  this  was  one  of  the  most  monstrous 
extortions  ever  practised  upon  a  credulous 
Government.  The  charge  in  the  presoit 
Estimate  was  double  the  amount  fixed 
upon  in  1858.  Correspondence  that  he 
(Mr.  Kinnaird)  had  had  on  the  subject 
with  persons  resident  at  Malta,  convinced 
him  that  the  country  had  been  imposed 
upon  in  this  business  to  the  extent  of 
£25,000.  He  would  ask,  was  there  not, 
among  the  archives  of  the  Admiralty,  a 
protest  against  these  exactions  on  the  part 
of  the  naval  authorities  of  the  island  ?  and 
he  would  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord,  as  a 
naval  reformer,  whether  the  interests  of 
this  country  had  been  sufficiently  watched 
when  so  monstrous  a  price  had  been  given 
for  this  property.  It  was  by  transactions 
of  this  kind  tBat  the  Estimates  were  in- 
ordinately swelled.  He  wished  also  to  ask, 
whether  there  was  not  some  talk  of  an  ex- 
penditure of  £200,000  for  enlarging  the 
port  of  Valetta,  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
Royal  Navy,  and  at  the  same  time  to  en- 
large the  commercial  port :  but  in  which 
it  is  to  be  feared  an  inordinate  demand  will 
be  made  on  the  Imperial  exchequer,  unless 
the  expenditure  is  fixed  and  limited  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  island  proportion  has 
been  fixed  by  the  Council  of  Government 
of  Malta.  This  was  a  point  of  great  im- 
portance :  or  the  consequence  would  be 
that  instead  of  £100,000  the  Government 
would  find  themselves  committed  to  meet 
an  expenditure  of  three  to  four  hundred 
thousand  pounds.  He  must  caution  the 
noble  Lord  against  sanctioning  any  such 
charge  upon  the  Imperial  resources.  Ob- 
jecting so  strongly  as  he  did  to  the  item  to 
which  he  had  referred,  he  had  no  alterna- 
tive but  now  to  more  the  omission  from  the 
Vote  of  the  sum  of  £50,000  for  the  par- 
chase  of  this  property  at  Malta.  The  House 
should  distinctly  understand  that  the  ori- 
ginal rote  taken  by  Sir  Charles  Wood  was 
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for  this  property  incIiiBi?e,  with  some  fif- 
teen or  sixteen  tenoracuts  attached  to  it. 
Now  £50,000  was  about  to  be  paid  for  one 
of  these  tenements  only,  whose  real  ascer- 
tained cost  was  £15,000  only. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Qncdtion 
proposed, — 

<'  That  the  item  of  £50,000  for  the  purcliasc  of 
property  ou  the  Great  Ilarbour  at  Malta  be  omit- 
ted from  the  proposed  Vote." 

SiB  JOHN  PAKINGTON  wished,  as 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  to  deal  with  this 
question  with  perfect  franknes^s.  He  could 
now  only  repeat  what  he  told  the  House  in 
the  month  of  March,  when  he  had  to  moTO 
a  Supplementary  Estimate,  that  it  was 
quite  an  accidental  circumstance  that  this 
item  came  before  Parliament  in  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  present  year.  The  House 
ought  to  understand,  especially  after  the 
Amendment  moYcd  by  his  lion.  Friend, 
that  this  was  only  a  re-Yotc.  Uc  had  never 
been  at  Malta,  and  therefore  was  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  land  in  question  ;  but 
the  decided  opinion  of  all  the  naval  officers 
with  whom  he  had  communication,  includ- 
ing Sir  Richard  Dundas,  now  the  senior 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  was,  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  public  service 
that  it  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  House  could  not  make  a 
greater  mistake  than  to  repudiate  the  bar- 
gain. In  the  Estimates  of  1858,  framed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
C.  Wood),  there  was  a  Vote  of  £23.000 
for  the  purchase  of  the  land ;  but  that  was 
a  purely  conjectural  Estimate,  for  the  Go- 
yernment  valuator  at  Malta  valued  the  pro- 
perty at  £31,000,  while  the  owner  thought 
it  was  worth  £120,000.  Subsequently, 
however,  he  agreed  to  split  the  ditiercuce, 
and  take  £76,000  for  the  land,  which  the 
Colonial  Secretary  at  Malta  valued  at 
£60,000.  Under  these  circumstances  the 
late  Government  offered  £50,000,  and  as 
the  proprietor  was  willing  to  accept  that 
sum,  the  Admiralty  should  be  authorized 
to  complete  the  bargain  at  once. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD,  seeing  that  the 
land  was  necessary  for  public  purposes, 
and  that  the  good  faith  of  the  House  was 
pledged  to  some  extent,  hoped  the  Vote 
would  bo  agreed  to. 

Mk.  KINN  AIRD  congratulated  the  hon. 
Otetlemaa  on  so  quickly  assuming  the  Go- 
TonmieDt  tono  in  defending  a  job.  The 
fiMt  wu  SignorCaBolani  paid  only  £15,000 
Ibr  tUa  land»  for  which  £50,000  had  been 
bj  fthi  OoTemment.    This  remind-  j 


ed  him  of  tho  Engliah  chapel  in  Paris, 
which  Lord  Cowley  agreed  to  buy,  bat  the 
House  of  Commons  repudiated  the  bargain, 
and  the  country  was  thereby  rid  of  a  bur- 
den. Was  it  not  the  fact  that  the  A.dini- 
rait/  authorities  at  Malta  had  protested 
against  this  purchase  ? 

LoiiD  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  be 
could  not  tell  all  the  original  details  of  this 
affair.  He  himself  knew  Malta  well ;  he 
could  say  this  land  would  be  Terj  useful, 
but  he  did  also  think  that  thej  were  to  psj 
a  great  deal  too  mueh  for  it.  He  wm 
afraid,  however,  that  if  GoTernment  did 
not  buy  it,  there  would  be  no  subacription 
to  buy  it,  as  in  the  ease  of  the  chapd 
alluded  to.  Moreover,  the  good  faith  of 
the  country  was  pledged  to  the  purchase. 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly desirable  that  the  land  should  bo 
purchased.  It  was  very  important  tobivo 
the  harbour  of  Malta  placed  in  the  best 
possible  military  state. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHGOTE  said, 
that  Parliament  had  assented  to  the  pQ^ 
chase  of  land  at  Malta  at  a  price  of  jC5O,O00^ 
and  to  repudiate  the  Vote  now  would  be  to 
present  the  sight  of  one  Parliament  undoiig 
the  act  of  another. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  complained,  that  of 
£  1 1 ,000,000  voted  for  the  NaTj  Estimates 
a  trifle  only  was  spent  in  Ireland,  in  Tiola- 
tion  of  repeated  pledges  from  Tarions  Go- 
vernments that  Ireland  should  have  a  ha 
share  in  the  public  expenditure.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  proceeded  to  oall  tho 
attention  of  tho  Government  to  the  cspi- 
bilities  of  Cork  Harbour. 

Motion,  by  leave*  withdrawH» 

Original  Question  put,  and  ogrMd  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question.  *'  That  tto 
Chairman  do  report  progress,"  (ifr.  Ha^ 
field)  put  and  negctHved, 

(10.)  £45,000,  Mediobesp  and  lledicii 

Stores. 

(11.)  52,221,  Naral  Miscellaneoni  Se^ 
vices. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  Thattiis 
Chairman  do  report  progress,  and  ask  lesfs 
to  sit  again,"  (Air.  LincUay)  put.  and  Myv- 
titcd. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  QuesUon  proposed^— 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £868^11,  be  gnil* 
ed  to  IJcr  Majesty,  to  compl^  tho  som  aooiwy 
to  defray  the  Charge  of  llalf-paj  aad  RstireOMnt 
to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Royal  Ifarinos,  irUah 
will  come  in  courso  of  paymeiit  duttaw  Iks  9iV 
ending  on  the  dlst  da^  of  aUnk,  imSr 


1017         Poor  Law  Board  {July  11,  1869}   {Payment  of  DehU)  Bill  1018 


Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  complained 
of  a  plan,  which  he  said  had  heen  drawn 
up  by  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
but  without  the  approval  of  the  other 
Lords,  for  disposing  of  old  naval  officers. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  the 
question  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  was  one  of  the  most  difficult  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  whole  interests  of 
the  naval  service,  and  he  suggested  that 
that  was  not  an  hour  (twenty  minutes  past 
twelve)  at  which  the  Committee  should 
enter  upon  its  discussion.  He  entirely 
protested  against  the  plan  alluded  to  being 
discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  he  did  prepare  a 
plan  which,  if  he  had  remained  in  office, 
he  should  certainly  have  endeavoured  to 
earry  into  effect.  But  that  plan  was  not 
shown  to  any  one  except  in  confidence,  and 
it  was  never  finally  adopted  or  promulgated. 
He  therefore  must  protest  against  the  right 
of  the  gallant  Admiral  to  come  down  to 
the  House  of  Commons  and  pretend  to 
give  a  description  of  what  he  had  no  right 
to  know  anything. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER:  The  plan 
was  not  communicated  to  me  in  confidence. 
It  was  mentioned  to  several  officers  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  who  gave 
the  plan  to  them,  and  I  think  that  as  it 
was  shown  to  me,  and  my  opinion  was 
asked  upon  it,  and  my  name  signed  to  a 
petition  to  the  Queen  against  its  adoption, 
I  was  at  perfect  liberty  to  mention  it  in 
this  House.  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  I  do  not  believe  he  could  have  put 
that  plan  in  force.  It  was  entirely  object- 
ed to  by  his  own  Board. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  has  taken  a  most  ir- 
regular and  disorderly  course.  His  last 
statement  is  not  correct.  The  whole  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  were  not  opposed 
to  that  plan  ;  but  I  deny  the  right  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  to  bring  on  a  dis- 
cussion in  this  House  of  a  paper  that  was 
never  finally  adopted.  I  never  did  show 
that  plan  to  any  one  except  in  confidence. 
I  do  not  deny  that  some  one  may  have 
given  him  a  copy  of  it;  but  I  tell  him, 
that  inasmuch  as  it  bore  the  word  "  confi- 
dential "  at  the  head  of  it,  he  had  no  right 
to  make  a  public  use  of  it.  L  could  give 
no  better  proof  of  the  unfairness,  injustice, 
and  impropriety  of  his  making  a  public  use 
of  it  than  by  telling  him  that  one  of  the 
last  things  1  did  before  leaving  the  Admi- 
ralty was  to  draw  up  a  modification  of  that 
paper. 


Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER :  I  beg  to 
deny  that  it  was  a  confidential  paper.  It 
wns  no  such  thing.  It  was  shown  to  the 
whole  of  the  Admirals  resident  in  London, 
who  signed  a  petition  to  Her  Majesty 
against  it.  Now,  if  that  can  be  called  a 
confidential  paper  I  do  not  know  what  con- 
fidential papers  are.  The  civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  I  believe,  said  very  little  about 
the  plan.  I  believe  the  Dover  Lord  did 
not  make  any  great  objection  to  it;  but  all 
the  old  sailors  who  were  on  the  Board  did 
object  to  it. 

Mb.  LINDSAY:  I  was  one  of  the 
number  that  received  this  document.  It 
was  printed,  and  had  not  been  revised.  It 
was  marked  in  the  corner  of  it  **  Confi- 
dential.'^  Seeing  it  thus  marked  I  cer- 
tainly would  never  think  of  naming  its 
contents  out  of  this  House,  much  less  in 
this  House.  It  was  with  the  view  of  that 
plan  being  fully  discussed  on  a  future 
evening,  at  a  more  suitable  hour,  that  I 
moved  that  the  Chairman  should  report 
progress. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER:  My  hon. 
Friend  may  have  supposed  that  this  was  a 
confidential  paper,  but  I  put  it  to  the  House 
whether  a  paper  that  has  been  shown  to  all 
the  old  Admirals  residing  in  London,  and 
with  respect  to  which  a  petition  to  the 
Queen  has  been  signed,  can  be  called  a 
confidential  paper  or  not. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  this  day  (Tues- 
day) :  Committee  to  sit  again  on  Wednes- 
day. 

POOR  LAW  BOARD  (PAYMENT  OF  DEBTS) 

BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  GILPIN,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  said  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced  to  correct  a  difficulty  which  had 
been  introduced  to  correct  a  difficulty  which 
had  arisen  in  consequence  of  a  decision  by 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber,  and  to 
^enable  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  City 
of  London  Union  to  clear  themselves  from 
debts  which  they  had  properly  and  right- 
fully incurred. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  that  although  that 
portion  of  the  Bill  which  required  the  set- 
tlement of  debts  by  Boards  of  Guardians 
within  twelve  months  might  be  unobjec- 
tionable, the  second  clause  was  of  a  differ- 
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ent  character,  as  it  bad  a  parelj  retrospec- 
ti?e  action  and  enabled  the  guardians  to 
pay  an  J  debts  incurred  within  six  years 
previously.  The  House  would  recollect 
that  in  the  month  of  March  a  similar  Bill 
was  introduced  in  order  to  enable  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  the  City  of  London 
Union  to  collect  rates  for  the  payment  of 
accumulated  arrears  of  six  years  through- 
out that  union.  The  House  came  to  a 
right  conclusion,  and  rejected  the  Bill  by 
a  considerable  majority.  He  considered 
this  was  an  attempt  to  smuggle  through 
the  House  the  very  objectionable  project 
which  was  defeated  upon  that  occasion. 
It  was  almost  too  late  an  hour  to  enter  into 
a  discussion,  but  unless  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  withdraw  the  second 
clause  he  should  be  obliged  to  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  and  take  a  division 
upon  it.  The  House  would  recollect  that 
about  two  years  ago  two  persons,  one  the 
clerk  to  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the 
City  of  London  Union,  and  the  other  the 
collector  of  nine  parishes  in  that  union, 
disappeared  with  very  large  sums  of  which 
they  had  defrauded  the  union.  Those  per- 
sons had  held  their  respective  offices  for  a 
long  period  of  years,  and  during  that  time, 
owing  to  the  neglect  in  a  great  measure  of 
the  Board,  and  of  the  Poor  Law  Auditors, 
had  contrived  to  swindle  the  parishes  of 
sums  amounting  to  £23,000.  Among 
the  creditors,  the  bankers,  Messrs.  Smith, 
Payne,  and  Co.,  figured,  he  believed,  to 
the  extent  of  £4,000.  Large  sums  were 
also  owing  to  butchers,  bakers,  and  others 
who  had  contracted  to  supply  the  union, 
and  who  were  left  unpaid  for  the  goods 
they  had  supplied.  The  question  for  the 
House  to  consider  was  whether  the  rate- 
payers having  been  legally  assessed  pro- 
spectively, according  to  the  spirit  of  the 
law,  having  paid  their  rates,  and  having 
obtained  regular  receipts,  could  bo  called 
upon  again  to  make  good  what  these 
swindlers  had  obtained,  by  an  esB  pott  facto 
law.  Ho  believed  such  a  thing  was  unpre- 
cedented. Thoro  had  been  a  Motion  be- 
fore the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  to  compel 
payment,  and  the  decision  of  that  Court, 
w  !h  was  in  favour  of  the  Boord,  i|[as 
»^  from  to  the  Exchequer  Chamber. 

1  oheqner  Chamber    rcvcrscil    the 

n  of  tne  Queen's  Bench,  and  this 
!  aght  in  to  upset  the  decision 

quer  Chamber,  and  to  do  by 
wnat  the  Court  had  refused  as 
t       existing  law.     The  first 
W9M  to  pr«Tent  similar  scan- 


dal in  future,  prorided  that  all  debts  shouU 
in  future  be  paid  in  twelve  months,  with 
power  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  further 
extend  the  period  eiz  montba.  But  Uw 
second  clause  provided  for  tbe  retrospectife 
payment  of  all  debts  which  might  have 
Deen  incurred  by  Boards  of  Ouardiani  witk- 
in  six  years,  being  a  elansa  to  set  aside 
the  judgment  of  tbe  Bzebequer  Chamber, 
and  to  reverse  the  polioy  of  the  law  whieh 
required  the  oolleetion  of  poor-rates  to  be 
prospective  and  not  retroapeetive.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  going  iote 
a  discussion,  but  he  belieTod  tbe  secoad 
clause  so  improper  tbat  he  sfaonld  vele 
against  it.  He  would  more  that  the  Kll 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  ont  dw 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  tbe  Qsei- 
tion  to  add  the  words  "  apon  this  day  three 
months." 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  md 
*  now'  stand  part  of  the  Qaestion." 

Mr.  SOTHERON  ESTOOURT  laid. 
he  assumed  to  himself  whaterer  fiidii 
there  were  in  the  Bill,  as  he  believed  it 
was  identical  with  one  whioh  he  ratroduedl 
when  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Bond. 
Notwithstanding  the  hard  words  of  tbe 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  beliered  he  shoeld  ke 
able  to  show  that  the  Bill  was  foirodsd  m 
equity.  The  ordinaij  anderstandmg  with 
regard  to  Boards  of  Gaardians  had  shvaji 
been  that  current  expenses  should  be  net 
by  current  rates.  Boards  of  OasrdisM 
were  trusted  by  their  tradesmen  Hke  pri- 
vate gentlemen.  There  had  nofer  bees  a 
question  until  two  years  ago  bat  that  ex- 
penses fairly  incurred  bj  Mards  of  Gv^ 
dians  might  be  met  by  thehr  raising  rslei 
for  the  purpose.  About  a  year  aaa  a  htV 
ago  the  question  waa  first  raised,  and  ths 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  were  of  epiniss 
that  the  law  would  permit  Bostfds  of  Oeard- 
ians  to  pay  retrospeotiye  aeeoants.  A^ 
peal  was  made  to  the  Court  of  Bzeheqov 
Chamber,  and  the  Exeheqner  Chamber  is- 
versed  the  decisions  of  the  Queen's  BsBchy 
and  determined  that  it  was  not  eonpstsst 
for  Boards  of  Gusrdians  to  pay  any  ex- 
penses by  meana  of  rates  whira  were  Isviai 
after  the  debts  had  been  inenrred.  Thsj 
laid  it  down  so  strictly,  be  believed^  tbat  u 
a  debt  were  incurred  on  Cfarialmas  Dsy  it 
was  not  competent  for  tbe  Board  of  Guaid- 
ians  to  pay  it  by  meana  of  a  rate  made  on 
the  4th  of  January.  It  was  therelers  iHs- 
gsl  for  them  to  pay  by  any  other  mods 
than  ready  moneys  and  he  beKefed  the 
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whole  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  the 
kingdom  had  heen  acting  at  variance  with 
that  decision.  That  heing  the  state  of  the 
case,  it  was  proposed  to  fix  a  reasonahle 
limit ;  and  hj  the  first  clause,  to  which  be 
understood  the  hon.  Memhcr  for  Berkshire 
did  not  ohject,  twelve  months  was  fixed  as 
such  reasonable  time  ;  with  the  addition  of 
six  months  to  be  allowed  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board  in  such  exceptional  cases,  as  the  death 
of  the  tradesman  or  creditor  and  the  ina- 
bility of  his  representatives  sooner  to  send 
in  the  account.  An  hon.  Friend  of  his 
would  propose  to  reduce  the  ordinary  term 
to  six  months,  and  if  the  power  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  were  extended  so  as  to  allow 
twelve  months  in  addition,  he  saw  no  objec- 
tion to  tliat  alteration.  The  second  clause 
was  that  to  which  the  hon.  Member  took 
objection.  The  Court  of  Exchequer  Cham- 
ber refused  to  allow  Boards  of  Gardians 
the  power  of  paying  retoospectively,  and, 
of  course,  therefore  refused  to  the  City  of 
London  Board  power  to  pay  debts  incurred 
under  the  circumstances  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred.  The  guardians  came 
to  him  and  said,  "  We  are  unanimously  of 
opinion  that  our  just  debts  ought  to  be 
paid  ;  hut  it  is  contended  that  those  pa- 
rishes only  ought  to  be  mulcted  in  whose 
hehalf  the  particular  collector  had  been  em- 
ployed." He  found,  however,  that  no  such 
distinction  could  he  drawn,  for,  though  the 
collector  had  been  appointed  by  a  few,  he 
had  been  accepted  by  the  whole  body  of  pa- 
rishes ;  hot  he  told  the  guardians  that  they 
must  carry  the  case  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
Tbey  refused,  however,  in  consequence  of 
the  expense,  and  brought  in  a  private  Bill, 
which  was  rejected  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. In  his  opinion,  it  was  fair  and  just 
that  the  constituents  of  the  Board  of  Guard-^ 
ians  should  he  called  upon  now  by  means 
of  a  rate  collected  through  the  whole  of 
the  parishes  to  repay  the  sum  which  was 
justly  due  from  the  Board.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  second  clause  proposed  to  accom- 
plish by  a  public  Bill  that  which  the  House 
bad  refused  to  do  by  a  private  Bill.  There 
was  really,  however,  a  considerable  dis- 
tinction between  the  two  cases  ;  for  the 
private  Bill  introduced  a  particular  mode  of 
raising  this  money,  which  was  not  to  he 
levied  from  all  the  parishes  equally,  but  by 
a  special  local  arrangement. 

Mr.  HENLEY  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary  for  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  consider 
the  manner  in  which  this  Bill  was  drawn. 


The  measure  must  be  entirely  remodelled 
if  it  waa  to  receive  the  assent  of  the 
House. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  consi- 
dering  the  advanced  period  of  the  Session, 
he  should  have  thought  it  more  convenient 
to  accede  to  the  second  reading  now,  and 
then  to  dieouss  the  clauses  in  Committee. 
The  Bill  consisted  of  two  parts,  which  had 
grown  ont  of  one  decision .  Various  frauds 
were  committed  in  the  City  of  London 
Union,  the  effect  of  which  was  that  the 
creditors  of  that  and  other  unions  were  de- 
frauded of  their  just  debts.  In  conse- 
quence of  that  defalcation,  orders  were 
made  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  for  the 
payment  of  rates  to  supply  the  deficiency. 
The  legality  of  these  orders  was  contested, 
but  the  Queen's  Bench  decided  in  their 
favour.  The  matter  was  then  brought  be- 
fore the  Exchequer  Chamher,  where  a  de- 
cision was  given  virtually  establishing  the 
principle  that  Boards  of  Guardians  could  not 
take  a  single  day's  credit.  This  was  a 
principle  which  had  never  hitherto  been 
acted  upon  by  the  Poor  Law  authorities 
of  this  country,  either  before  or  since  the 
passing  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act. 
Tradesmen  who  had  dealt  with  these 
Boards  had  always  given  credit.  The 
main  object  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  was  to 
legalize  what  had  always  been  the  practice 
in  such  cases.  Ho  did  not  wish  now  to 
discuss  whether  a  year  was  too  long  or  too 
short  a  period,  but  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  first  clause  of  the  Bill  confer- 
red upon  Boards  of  Guardians  not  only  a 
reasonable  but  a  necessary  power,  or  other- 
wise a  principle  would  he  established  in 
their  case  which  existed  with  respect  to  no 
other  municipal  body.  For  the  reasons 
which  he  had  stated,  he  thought  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  necessary 
the  first  clause  of  the  Bill  should,  in  sub- 
stance, be  passed  into  a  law.  The  second 
clause  related  mainly  to  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, in  whose  case  it  was  evident  loss  mast 
be  incurred  by  some  one;  and,  as  it  was 
mainly  throng  the  neglect  of  the  guardians 
that  tbe  frauds  in  question  had  been  com- 
mitted, it  was,  he  thought,  but  fair  to  ask 
by  whom  those  guardians  had  been  elect- 
ed. There  was  no  doubt  that  thej  were 
elected  by  the  ratepayers ;  and  it  there- 
fore seemed  to  him  that  the  loss  which 
had  been  occasioned  would  fall  more  equit- 
ably on  those  ratepayers  than  on  the  trades  • 
men,  who  trusted  the  guardians  in  accord- 
ance with  a  practice  which  was  at  the  time 
when  the  credit  was  given  almost  univer- 
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sal.  It  might  be,  he  admitted,  a  hardship 
to  make  the  operation  of  the  elauae  extend 
back  over  a  period  of  six  years,  but  then 
he  did  not  mean  to  contend  that  it  was  not 
in  that  respect  susceptible  of  amendment. 
Faying  regard  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
however,  he  thought  the  House  ought  at 
once  to  assent  to  its  being  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  JOHN  LOCKE  would  support  the 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment.  He  thought 
the  arguments  of  the  Home  Secretary  were 
the  most  extraordinary  he  had  ever  heard. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  advocated  the 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  upsetting  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  Cha:uber, 
although  that  decision  only  recognized  what 
had  been  the  universal  practice  and  settled 
law.  All  Boards  of  Guardians  were  bound 
at  the  beginning  of  each  year  to  make  a 
rate  to  meet  all  their  probable  expenses, 
and  had  no  right  to  take  credit.  The 
hardship  on  the  tradesmen  in  this  case  was 
not  so  great,  as  they  must  have  known  the 
risk  which  they  incurred  when  they  intrusted 
the  Board  of  Guardians  beyond  their  term 
of  office.  They  had  not,  besides,  sent  in 
their  bills  in  proper  time,  and  therefore 
they  had  not  been  subjected  to  that  hard- 
ihip  which  might  at  the  first  blush  appear 
to  have  been  the  case.  He,  therefore,  saw 
no  reason  why  an  alteration  in  the  law 
should  be  introduced,  or  why  a  decision 
which  had  been  come  to  by  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  Chamber,  after  due  deliberation, 
should  be  upset. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  44  ;  Noes 
64:    Majority  20. 

Mr.  HENLEY  would  not  again  move 
the  Adjournment  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  undertake  to  bring  on  the  dis- 
cussion on  going  into  Committee  at  a  rea- 
sonable hour. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  would  do  his 
best,  but  he  must  remind  the  House  that 
as  every  Government  night  would  be  de- 
voted to  Supply,  he  would  have  some  diffi- 
culty unless  a  morning  sitting  wore  ap- 
pointed. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  *  now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  GO  ;  Noes 
43 :  Majority  17. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^  and  committed  for  Thursday, 

llouie  a^oumod  nt  lialf  aflor 

One  o'clock. 

BttOeorge  Lewis 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  12,  1859. 

MiNDTXs.]  PuBuo  Bnts. — ^DiToroe  Coott ;  Clni 
of  tha  Council ;  Oonrt  of  Probate,  4o.,  (A^ 
quisition  of  Site). 

AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY.— THE  TREATY 
OF  PEACE. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  Seeing  the  noble 
Earl  the  head  of  the  GoTemment  in  tin 
House  in  his  place,  I  wish  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  aakitiff  whether  the 
hiessed  news  is  true  that  Her  Majeitj'i 
Government  hare  receiTed  iDformatioa  to* 
day  that  preliminaries  of  peaee  haraiwa 
signed  between  the  Emperors  of  Jftuat 
and  Austria  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  replied,  that  Ui 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Seoretarj  for  Fo* 
reign  Affairs  would  make  a  statement  oi 
the  subject  in  a  few  minutes,  when  iU 
House  was  fuller. 

Lord  WODEHOUSB  :  In  answer  to 
the  Question  of  my  noble  and  leansd 
Friend,  I  have  to  communicate  to  the 
House  the  important  information,  wUeh 
has  been  received  bj  Her  Ifajestj'i  Go- 
vernment, that  peace  has  been  signed  be- 
tween the  Emperor  of  the  French  sod  tk 
Emperor  of  Austria.  It  will  be  satiife- 
tory  to  the  House  if  I  read  the  foUowiif 
telegram,  which  has  this  day  been  receifM 
from  our  Ambassador  at  Paris  :— 

"  Paris,  Tnesdij,  f  p.m. 

"  The  following  telegram  has  been  reeml:- 

" '  Vall^io,  Jalj  11. 

« '  The  Emperor  to  ihe  Em^rees. 

**  *  Peace  is  Bigned  between  the  Entpenr  if 
Austria  and  mo. 

"  *  The  bases  of  the  peaoe  are — 

"  *  Italian  Confederation  under  the  honomy 
Prcsidcnoy  of  the  Pope. 

"  *  The  Emperor  of  Austria  cedes  Us  righto  Is 
Lombardy  to  the  Emperor  of  the  IVnieE,  vlt 
transfers  them  to  the  King  of  Saidinia. 

"  '  The  Emperor  of  Austria  pnservw  V»illi» 
l)ut  she  will  form  an  integral  part  of  the  It^Su 
Confederation. 

"  *  General  amnesty.' " 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  I  am  lejoieed 
that  the  eruel  slaughter  whieh  haa  nov 
been  going  on  for  some  time  in  the  aoodi 
of  Europo,  and  for  which  thej  who  eansed 
the  war  are  responsible,  has  ceased.  Whe- 
ther wo  shall  ha?c  anj  diffienlty  in  eon- 
sidcring  the  terms  of  the  peaoe  is  another 
thing.  Enough  for  the  present  thst  preli- 
miuarics  of  peace  hare  been  ^gaed  and 
that  the  slaughter  luis  ceased. 
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Lord  LYNDHURST:  Did  I  understand 
the  noble  Lord  to  use  the  words  "  hono- 
rary Presidency  of  the  Pope  ?" 

Lord  WODEHOUSE  :  Yes,  the  words 
are  "honorary  Presidency." 

DEBT     OF    NEW    SOUTH    WALES    AND 
QUEENSLAND.— QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will,  during  the 
present  Session,  introduce  any  measure  for 
the  Partition  of  the  Debt  of  the  Colonies 
of  New  South  Wales  and  Queensland. 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE  said  that 
the  debt  in  question  amounted  to  between 
£2,000,000  and  £3,000,000,  and  bad 
been  contracted  by  these  two  colonies  be- 
fore their  separation,  for  the  joint  pur- 
poses, to  some  extent,  of  both.  Recog- 
nizing the  course  which  had  been  proposed 
by  his  predecessor,  he  had  not  come  en- 
tirely to  the  same  conclusions.  His  pre- 
decessor had  determined  on  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Bill  in  the  Imperial  Legislature 
for  settling  the  question.  He  (the  Duke 
of  Newcastle)  proposed,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  remit  the  question  to  the  colonies  them- 
aelres  for  settlement.  Instructions  had 
been  sent  out  to  take  steps  for  assembling 
the  Legislature  of  the  new  colony  of 
Queensland,  but  it  was  scarcely  possible 
that  an  arrangement  made  by  the  Legis- 
lature of  New  South  Wales  alone  would  be 
acceptable  to  Queensland,  and  he  had  there- 
fore suggested  that  a  joint  Commission 
should  be  appointed  by  each  colony  to  settle 
this  question,  and  at  the  same  time  for  the 
adjustment  of  the  boundary. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY.— EVIDENCE. 
SELECT   COIOaTTEE  HOYED. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  rose  to  move  for 
die  Appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  Mode  of  taking  Evidence 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  its  Effects; 
and  said : — My  Lords,  the  question  to 
which  1  wish  to  call  your  Lorships'  atten- 
tion is  of  very  considerable  importance,  and 
I  bare  been  urged  by  many  practitioners 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  by  many 
mitors  there  to  press  the  subject  on  your 
Lordships'  attention.  I  shnll  endeavour, 
however,  in  the  statement  I  am  about  to 
make,  not  to  use  an  unnecessary  word. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friends  around  me 
will  be  able  to  supply  my  omissions,  and 
also  to  correct  any  errors  into  which  I  may 
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I  unintentionally  fall.  In  the  administration 
of  justice  the  first  step  is  to  ai^certain  the 
facts,  and  then  to  apply  the  law.  The 
machinery  for  the  purpose  of  Ascertaining 
the  facts  ought  to  be  such  as  is  well  calcu- 
lated to  elicit  the  truth,  and  to  perform 
that  cheaply  and  at  a  convenient  time. 
That  is  very  well  and  very  satisfactorily  ac- 
complished in  the  courts  of  common  law. 
The  parties  wl  o  are  at  issue  attend  before 
a  tribunal  with  their  witnesses,  and  the 
witnesses  are  examined  and  cross-examined 
in  the  presence  of  the  tribunal ;  the  obser- 
vations of  counsel  are  made  upon  the  case, 
either  to  the  court  or  the  jury,  as  the  case 
may  be,  and  while  the  impression  of  the 
evidence  is  fresh  upon  their  minds  the  jury 
come  to  a  determination.  The  result  to 
the  parties  is — to  use  an  allusion  to  a  sub- 
ject of  a  diflferent  description — cila  mors 
aut  victoria  Iceta,  Now,  with  respect  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  at  one  time  the  course  which  it  pur- 
sued was  directly  the  reverse.  That  Court, 
unfortunately,  proceeded  according  to  the 
forms  of  the  civil  law,  which  were  not  caU 
culated  to  elicit  the  truth,  and  certainly 
not  calculated  to  elicit  the  truth  either  in  a 
convenient  time  or  at  a  moderate  expense. 
When  1  left  that  Court  the  course  of  pro- 
ceedings was  this — they  administered  writ- 
ten interrogatories  to  the  witnesses  and 
cross-interrogatories  at  the  same  time.  The 
cross-interrogatories  were  drawn  up  before 
the  answers  were  given.  The  original  in- 
terrogatories, therefore,  for  the  purpose  of 
cross-examination  were  wholly  inefficient. 
Various  attempts  have  been  made  to  alter 
that  proceeding,  and  though  those  attempts 
have  generally  failed  I  think  they  failed 
because  they  were  not  sufficiently  exten- 
sive. They  were  attempts  merely  to  patch 
up  the  system.  The  last  attempt  of  that 
kind  was  made  in  1 854  by  a  Commission 
that  sat  for  that  purpose.  They  suggested 
many  alterations,  and  among  others  that 
alteration  in  the  course  of  proceeding  to 
which  1  am  about  to  advert.  But,  my 
Lords,  they  recommended  it  merely  as  au 
experiment,  as  a  thing  to  be  tried — "  ten- 
tative" is  the  expression  made  use  of. 
Five  years  have  elapsed  since  that  altera- 
tion was  made,  and  I  am  told  by  practi- 
tioners in  the  Court  of  Chancery  that  the 
experiment  has  amounted  to  an  entire 
failure.  Before  that  time,  indeed,  wit- 
nesses were  examined  and  cross-examined 
orally  before  examiners  to  a  considerable 
extent ;  but  the  main  objection  to  that  pro- 
cedure was  this— and  my  noble  and  learned 
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Friends  most  feel  the  importance  of  i 
that  the  e?idenco  was  taken  by  one  set  of 
persons  and  the  ease  was  decided  by  an- 
other set,  who  had  no  opportunity  of  see« 
ing  the  witnesses  or  judging  of  the  cor- 
rectness of  their  testimony  by  their  de- 
meanour. What,  however,  was  substituted 
for  that  system  ?  E  xamination  by  affidavit ; 
and  I  appeal  to  my  noble  and  learned 
Friends  around  me  whether  that  is  not  the 
worst  mode  for  eliciting  truth  that  could  pos- 
sibly be  established.  Many  of  your  Lord- 
ships, who  are  not  accustomed  to  the  course 
of  proceeding  in  courts  of  justice,  may 
not  be  aware  of  the  manner  in  which  these 
affidavits  are  framed.  The  solicitor,  or  the 
clerk  of  the  solicitor,  goes  to  a  witness, 
who  is  always  a  willing  witness,  and  puts 
to  him  leading  questions  for  the  purpose  of 
drawing  out  those  facts  that  are  service- 
able to  the  cause  of  his  client;  but  he  takes 
care  not  to  put  a  single  question  that  may 
tend  to  elicit  a  fact  that  may  be  disadvan- 
tageous to  his  client.  When  this  is  done, 
the  process,  which  is  called  by  the  profes- 
sion "  cooking  the  affidavit,"  begins.  The 
solicitor  draws  the  affidavit  in  the  most 
artificial  form.  He  points  and  extends  all 
the  material  facts  in  favour  of  his  client, 
and  every  word  that  may  possibly  be  of  dis- 
advantage to  his  client  is  avoided.  I  have 
not  exaggerated  in  the  slightest  degree, 
my  Lords,  in  the  statement  which  I  have 
made.  I  have  conversed  with  practition- 
ers who  know  this  so  well  that  they  quite 
laugh  at  any  doubt  being  entertained  with 
respect  to  the  course  of  proceeding.  The 
matter  does  not  stop  here.  The  solicitor 
who  draws  the  affidavit  is  generally  a  very 
acute  practitioner,  and  understands  his 
business  perfectly  well ;  but  he  is  not  sa- 
tisfied with  his  draft.  Ho  thinks  it  must 
be  touched  up  by  a  more  experienced  and 
more  dexterous  hand,  and  he  therefore 
takes  it  to  counsel  to  '*  settle  it,"  as  it 
is  called.  What  would  be  said  in  a  Court 
of  Common  Law  of  a  counsel  tampering 
with  and  altering  the  evidence  of  the  wit- 
nesses. My  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  woolsack,  who  has  had  a  great  deal  of 
experience  in  the  Courts  of  Common  Law, 
will,  I  think,  be  able  to  carry  back  bis  re- 
collection to  the  time  of  Lord  Ellenborough. 
If  any  person,  in  the  time  of  Lord  Ellen- 
borough,  in  a  Court  of  Common  Law,  said 
a  word  about  counsel  "settling  an  affida- 
vit," the  learned  Judge  would  have  imme- 
diately burst  out  and  said,  *<  What  do  you 
mean  ?  Counsel  to  be  tampering  with  the 
evidence  of  the  witnesses?"     So  that  no 
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person  in  a  Court  of  Commoii  Law  would 
venture  to  talk  of  settling  an  affidavit  by 
counsel.  But  this  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery is  allowed  and  encouraged,  and  the 
cost  of  settling  is  albwed  in  the  taxation, 
and  it  is  sanctioned  by  the  Court.  What 
is  the  next  step  ?  When  the  affidavit  is  per- 
fected in  the  manner  I  have  stated,  med 
from  all  difficulty — "admirably  drawn,"  as 
is  the  expression  of  counsel— the  party  at- 
tends, not  before  a  Judge,  but  before  an 
officer,  to  swear  U>  this  affidavit;  it  ia  read 
over  to  him  more  or  less  quickly,  the  wit- 
ness is  careless  or  attentive,  aecording  to 
circumstances,  while  the  affidavit  is  being 
read,  and  after  it  is  read  ho  signs  it. 
Now,  what  is  the  oath?  "It  that  your 
signature?"  "Yes."  "  Are  the  oontents 
of  this  affidavit  true  ?  "  *' Tea."  Is  it 
satisfactory  that  an  oath  should  bo  admi- 
nistered in  that  form?  Compare  it  with 
the  oath  taken  by  witnesses  In  the  Conrts 
of  Common  Law.  "  The  evidenee  that  yoa 
shall  give  shall  be  the  truth,  the  whole 
truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth."  But 
in  the  case  of  an  affidavit  in  the  Conrt  of 
Chancery  the  only  question  is.  *'Are  the 
contents  of  the  affidavit  true  ?  "  Without 
any  great  stretch  of  conscience  the  party 
swears  that  the  contents  are  tme,  althouffii 
the  affidavit  does  not  contain  the  whde 
truth.  Now,  this  is  the  objeetion  whieh 
I  have  to  evidence  by  affidavit.  I  appeal 
to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
woolsack,  and  to  my  noble  and  leaned 
Friend  on  the  cross  benches,  whether  they 
do  not  admit  the  force  of  my  ejection. 
Then,  what  is  the  next  step?  Tlw  lA- 
davit  thus  imperfect  and  one-sided  ia  filed. 
Copies  after  copies  of  these  affidavits  have 
to  be  supplied.  Your  Lordships  will  mark 
that  I  have  been  mentioning  only  one  affi- 
davit, but  there  may  be  twenty  in  a  eaose, 
and  the  course  of  each  is  the  same.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  shall  be  told  that  a  remedv 
has  been  proposed  for  this  evil,  and  I  wish 
to  consider  what  that  remedy  is.  The 
remedy  is  the  right  of  cross-examination. 
But  first  let  me  mention  the  fact,  that  if 
I  call  a  witness  in  a  Common  Law  Oonrt, 
I  pay  for  that  witness,  and  he  may  be 
cross-examined  by  my  adversary  wiUiont 
the  latter  incurring  any  expense.  If  the 
cross-examination  should  extend  for  a  wedt 
I  pay  for  the  cross-examination,  beeanse 
he  is  my  witness.  What  is  the  ease  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  ?  If  a  witness  make  an 
affidavit  and  the  other  parties  wish  to  erois- 
examine,  they  have  to  find  the  witness, 
bring  him  before  the  Oonrt,  aad  attend 
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t\ie  eroBS-ezamination.  At  whose  expense? 
The  whole  is  at  the  expense  of  the  cross- 
examiner.  It  is  not  at  the  expense  of  the 
party  whose  witness  he  is  ;  and  this  tends 
io  prevent  the  exercise  of  the  power  to 
cross-examine.  That  is  only  a  part  of 
the  evil.  If  I  am  an  unhappy  party  in 
a  Chancery  suit  and  want  to  exercise  the 
power,  I  have  to  go  to  the  Examiner  and 
say,  *'  I  want  to  cross-examine  such  a  wit- 
ness." The  Examiner  says,  **  I  must  look 
at  my  hook  and  see  which  is  the  first  open 
day,  and  having  looked,  he  says,  "My 
first  open  day  is  two  months  hence."  One 
of  the  Examiners  was  asked  hy  a  memher 
of  the  Commission  on  the  28th  of  Fehruary, 
*'  Look  at  your  book  and  tell  us  which  is 
your  first  open  day."  The  answer  was, 
"The  6th  of  May."  Another  Examiner 
said,  "My  first  open  day  is  earlier;  it  is 
the  3rd  or  4th  of  May."  In  both  cases 
more  than  two  months  afterwards.  Per- 
haps the  witness  is  not  at  home.  Possibly 
he  keeps  out  of  the  way  on  purpose,  and 
cannot  be  subpoenaed  to  attend  in  time. 
The  Examiner  has  to  appoint  another  day, 
and  two  months  more  elapse.  At  last  the 
witnesd  attends,  and  when  he  attends  this 
fiirther  frequently  happens  : — the  counsel 
are  not  ready ;  the  opposite  counsel  is 
engaged  in  Court  in  an  important  cause. 
The  examination  is  again  postponed  for 
two  months.  "  Does  this  happen  fre- 
quently?" the  Commissioners  asked  the 
Examiner.  "Frequently,"  was  the  an- 
swer. "  Does  the  delay  sometimes  extend 
oyer  several  months?"  "  Frequently ," 
was  the  answer.  Some  noble  Lord — I  do 
not  know  whom — moved  for  a  Return  upon 
this  subject.  1  looked  over  that  Return, 
and  I  found  in  one  year  240  attendances 
and  264  non-attendances.  In  all  these 
latter  cases  the  appointments  and  notices 
have  to  be  repeated.  But,  my  Lords, 
suppose  that  at  last  the  examination 
takes  place.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  woolsack  knows  pretty  well  what 
the  course  of  cross-examination  is  in  a 
eemmon  law  court,  and  how  prone  counsel 
are  to  be  discursive,  even  under  the  super- 
intending authority  of  the  Judge.  What 
is  the  fact  before  an  examiner  ?  If  the  ex- 
aminer says,  "  Do  you  think  this  question 
material?"  Counsel  replies,  *' Material! 
yon  have  no  jurisdiction  to  decide  whether 
it  is  material  or  not ;  the  Act  deprives  you 
of  any  such  jurisdiction."  Thus  the  cross- 
examination  goes  rambling  on  from  one 
irrelevant  point  to  another ;  and  your 
Iiordships  may  judge  of  the  expense  of 


the  proceeding.     Then  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  examination.     It  is  taken  down  narra- 
tively by  the  Examiner — not  question  and 
answer ;   and   in  consequence  the    Court 
does  not  see  whether  the  witness  answers 
the  questions  or  omits    to   do   so.     The 
evidence  is  taken  in  the  same  way  as  a 
Judge  takes  evidence  in  trying  a  cause.    It 
is  very  well  for  a  learned  Judge  to  incorpo- 
rate question  nnd  answer,  because  he  sums 
up  while  the  evidence  is  all  fresh  in  his  re- 
collection.   He  can  supply  an  omission ;  he 
can  give  the  proper  construction  to  a  phrase ; 
nothing  can  be  left  in  doubt,  because  that 
doubt  can  be  supplied  by  his  memory  of 
what  took  place  before  him.     But  nothing 
of  the  kind  occurs  when  the  examination 
is  handed  over  to  nnotber  tribunal  who  is 
to  decide  upon  the  facts  ;  and  I  am  told 
by  authority  which  I  consider  unimpeach- 
able, that  it  not  unfrequently  happens  that 
counsel  employ  shorthand  writers  to  take 
down  the  evidence,  not  to  lay  before  the 
Court — which  indeed  would  not  receive  it — 
but  for  their  own  guidance  ;  and  that  evi- 
dence so  taken  not  unfrequently  differs  in 
essential  particulars  from  the  evidence  taken 
by  the  examiner.  But  the  main  objection  is 
that  the  Court  has  no  means  of  judging  of 
the  demeanour  of  a  witness,  his  hesitation, 
his  fencing  with  the  question,  and  the  many 
other  circumstances  which  tend  to  betray 
a  witness  who  is  not  speaking  the  truth. 
Can  your  Lordships  be  surprised,   after 
what  I  have  stated — and  I  have  not  ex- 
aggerated anything — that  parties  are  not 
willing  to  go  through  the  process  of  cross- 
examination,  considering  it  almost  useless, 
very   expensive,   and   very   dilatory  ?     If 
you  try  what  I  have  stated  by  all  the  tests 
which  are  possible,  you  will  find  that  the 
whole  proceeding  is  not  calculated  to  elicit 
the  truth,  but  directly  the   reverse,  and 
that  it   is  neither  cheap  nor  expeditious. 
The  propositions  hitherto  made  apply  to 
the  mode  of  taking  evidence  previous  to 
hearing ;  but  there  is  another  branch  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  to  which  I  wish  to 
refer — namely,  with  regard  to  interlocu- 
tory motions.    Questions  of  the  utmost  in- 
terest are  decided  by  the  Court  on  inter- 
locutory motions.    How  does  the  Court  pro- 
ceed ?     Entirely  by  affidavit,  and  subject 
to  all  the  objections  which  I  have  stated. 
The  party  who  makes  the  motion  files  an 
affidavit.    The  other  party  answers.    Then 
there  is  an  affidavit  in  reply.     Then,  per- 
haps, an  affidavit  in  rejoinder,  in  rebutter, 
or  surrebutter.     There  is  no  rule  limiting 
the  number  of  affidavits,  and  1  am  told  that 


\ 


2  h 


i 


1039  AOaHiic  TeU^mph  ; COMMONS;       Compamj^ {Ma,  2)  BOL      IMO 

it  was  intended  t^  prvr-^.oce,  to  force  it  upon   for  whose  benefit  it  wmm  inlOBded.     The 
nnwilliog  people.      He   was  prepared   to  '  noble  Lord  concluded  bj  fmtumg  his  Qnei- 
show  that  the  ordinance,  if  it   took  effect,    tion. 
woold  render  education  less  aceeaaible  to       Earl  GBANTILLE  said,  he  was  urrf 


the  poorer  clasiea  than  heretofore;  that  the  that  in  answering  the  QoeeCioa  of  the  noble 

snppresaion  of  Marischal  College  as  a  seat  Earl,  upon  a  matter  in  vhMi  it  «ea  endent 

of  learning  was  in  direct  con trareo tion  of  that  he  took  a  deep  interest,  be  was  nol 

the-  wishes  of  the  founder  as  expressed  in  able  to  gire  a  Tery  definite  replj-     The 

his  will ;    that  large  sums  bad  been   ex-  Commissioners  haring  taken  the  ertdcaeei 

pended  in  the  repair  and  extension  of  Ma-  thej  were  now  coasideriag  their  report ; 

rischal  College  bj  the  town  of  Aljerdeen,  but  that  report  not  haTing  been  jet  pie- 

on  the  supposition  that  education,  in  all  its  sented,  the  Government,  of  eonrse,  bad  not 

branches,  was  to  continue  to  be  carried  on  formed  anj  opinion  on  it.     He  entertained 

there  ;  that  in  recioTing  the  faculties  of  a  confident  expectation   thai   the   report 

arts  from  Marischal  College  to  King's  Col-  would  state  the  groanda  npon  whidi  ^ 

lege  ther  were  transferring  them  from  a  Commissioners  bad  come  to  their  eondi- 

site  which  was  conrenient  for  the  students  sions   whether  in  afirminff   or   leversiBg 

to  one  which  was  less  con?enient  for  them;  their  former  decisions.     He  eonld  assne 

that  at  this  rerr  moment  there  were  per-  the  noble  Earl  that  the  Goremment  hsd 

sons  who  had  it  in  contemplation  to  bestow  no  wish  to  act  with  any  preeipitancy  ia  the 

bursaries  and   other  endowments  on   the  matter. 
Aberdeen  UniTeriitT,  who  woold  withhold  llouy  a^jomed  at  a  ^Hm^ 

such   endowments   if  the   ordinance    was  ^*''"  ^nSt^S^T^'SS! 

carried  into  effect ;  that  a  large  number  of  uau-past  Ten  owoct. 

the  inhabitants  of  Aberdeen  have  a  right 

to  repair  to  the  UniTersitj  library  for  study,  

and  that  in  removing  the  library  to  King's 

College  they  would  be  placing  it  where  it 

would  be  practically  inaccessible  to  them.         UOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

He  undertook  to  show  that  the  ordinance, 

if  it  took  effect,  would  entail  a  wanton  and  raefday,  /a/jf  12,  1859. 

wasteful    expenditure    of    public    money.    ^[,5cti«.]  New  Hkmbbbs  Swoav.— Fcr  AMm 

Those  who  opposed  the  ordinance  wished  under  Lrne,  Right  hon.  Thomas  MilBer Gibson: 
to  learn,  if  the  report  of  the  Commissioners  for  WoWerhampton,  R^t  hon.  Charies FsUhi 
should  be  unfaTOurable,  the  ffiounds  on  ViUiera:  for  Cork  Coiurty.  Richard  0iMV.«l- 
which  the  Coa,mi«ione«  had  foru^cd  their  '^:Z^£r^n^i:^r^SSS^  SH 
determmation  ;  they  wished  to  learn  why  porations :  Dwellinp  fin*  Labot^^GhMi 
Marischal  College  and  the  city  of  Aberdeen  (Ireland), 
were  to  be  Tisited  by  a  penal  enactment. : 

If  they  succeeded  in  persuading  the  Go-    ATLANTIC  TELEGRAPH  COMPAinr  (H^,  t) 
Temment  to  adopt  their  riews,  of  course  BILL, 

that  would  be  to  them  a  subject  of  con-  lords'  AMESBMxm, 

gratulation  ;  if.  on  the  other  hand,  they  I  v  .  -^  ,  ^  -  -  ^ 
should  fail,  thev  would  at  least  hare  the  //^"  *>[  !^?  J>aj^  the  ConiideiatiQB 
satisfaction  of  h'aTing  been  beaten  in  a  fair  ^^^?«  ^^^  r^.Z^^S^^/^  ..  «^ 
field  and  in  the  face  of  day.  But  if  lliey  •  ^  '^"^^"^V  I>UXCA^  said,  that  this  M 
were  denied  such  an  opportunity,  then  the  ^  S*?  ^^f?  "J^!**'^  *?.**"•  ^^  Sea  Te^gnpk 
dissatisfaction  which  now  eiisted  would  be  ?'!?  ^r^^  ^^f^  discuswd  yesterdar.  and 
nggrarated  tenfold,  an  impression  would  i '^^^'^ '' '^^l  ^»!P^»^  ®' *»•  ^»>»«*  »•  Se- 
get  abroad—though  he.  for  one.  need  i  'f ^^*7  *<»  ***®  ^^"^^^  to  e«iain  ona  of 
hardly  say  that  he  would  not  share  that  i  J"^  ^*f  "*«*  ^^  **^«  ^'":  *^M*  ■eemed  to 
impression— that  there  was  some  reason  in  .  J»"  the  most  eztraordinanr  b«  luul  em 
the  back  ground  for  the  decision  of  the :  "t^f <^^/ "*  ^  P^*^  ^»"-  He  aUoded  to  ths 
Commissioners  besides  those  which  were  I  ^^^^  ^'*"*^'  ^^^^^  ^"  »•  Wlowa:— 


openly  put  forward,  and  he  would  leave '.     "  it  shall  be  lawfiil,  for  the  LoHs 

their  Lordships  to  judge  how  far  such  an    sioners  of  the  Trcaavuy  and  the  Goanpaqy  b^  sn- 
impression  would  contribute  to  the  satis- 1  ^^1  airreement,  from  time  to  tiaa  to  rssnlait 

factory  working  of  an  iiidtitution    whose  i  "l,^'?^,^'' ^*"'',*°y,^P^ 

.    .  ^  ^   ,  ,  ,       ,  now  in  fui-ce  under  the  first  recited  Aet.  iw  whlrii 

success  must,  m  a  great  degree,  depend  on    niigl.t  be  at  any  time  licicafter 
the  co-operation  and  the  good-will  of  those   into.'* 

Tkd  EaH  of  Airlie 
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The  effect  of  this  clause  seemed  to  be  to 
dispense  altogether  with  the  necessity  of 
the  consent  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
went  on  to  provide — 

"That  for  assisting  and  facilitating  the  Atlantic 
Conapany's  undertalung,  the  Lords  Commissioners  ' 
of  the  Treasury  might,  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty 
and  Her  Majesty's  Goyemmont,  from  time  to 
time  make  and  enter  into  such  agreement  with 
the  Company  as  they  might  think  proper  for 
appropriating  and  applying  any  fixed  or  varying 
annual  payment  or  dividend  upon  all  or  part  of 
the  present  or  of  any  further  capital  of  the  com- 
pany as  a  guarantee  of  the  dividends  of  the  com- 
pany." 

He  asked  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  powers  that 
were  sought  to  be  taken  by  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  under  this  clause  in  n  private 
Bill  ? 

Mr.  LAING  said,  the  object  of  the 
clause  to  which  his  noble  Friend  adverted 
was  to  enable  the  Treasury  to  carry  out 
with  the  Company  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract which  had  been  agreed  upon  by  their 
predecessors  before  the  present  Ministry 
came  into  office.  The  terms  of  the  agree- 
ment were  in  substance,  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  guarantee  a  minimum  dividend 
of  8  per  cent  on  a  capital  of  £600,000,  the 
guarantee,  however,  being  entirely  con- 
ditional on  the  success  of  the  undertaking. 
The  guarantee  was  only  to  come  into  efPect 
in  case  the  cable  was  laid  down  success- 
fully, so  as  to  work  at  least  1 00  words  per 
hour.  He  did  not  know  that  it  was  neces- 
sary for  him  to  go  into  the  details  of  the 
arrangement.  It  was  not  open  to  the  ob- 
jection that  was  taken  to  the  Red  Sea  Te- 
legraph guarantee,  but  was  a  guarantee 
conditional  on  the  work  done.  He  believed 
that  if  the  cable  were  successfullv  laid,  the 
commercial  receipts  would  return  the  sum, 
or  nearly  the  sum  guaranteed.  However, 
the  arrangement  had  been  made  by  their 
predecessors,  and  was  therefore  binding  on 
the  present  Government ;  and  after  the 
decision  of  the  House  last  night  in  the 
case  of  the  Red  Sea  Telegraph,  he  trusted 
that  the  further  stages  of  the  Bill  would 
not  be  opposed. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  asked  if 
the  guarantee  were  to  continue,  in  case 
the  cable  should  be  broken  ? 

Mb.  LAING  replied,  that  it  would  be 
continued  only  so  long  as  messages  could 
be  transmitted  at  the  rate  he  had  men- 
tioned. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  the  dif- 
ference between  the  two  cases  was,  that 
the  guarantee  to  the  Red  Sea  Telegraph 


Company  was  an  unconditional  guarantee 
for  fifty  years,  whereas  this  was  a  con- 
ditional guarantee  for  twenty*five  years. 
Ho  thought  it  absolutely  necessary,  if  this 
system  of  guarantees  by  the  Treasury  was 
to  continue,  that  the  responsible  Minister 
»hould  appear  in  his  place  in  the  House 
aud  state  what  was  the  precise  nature  of 
the  arrangement  that  had  been  entered 
into.  He  hoped  that  this  matter  was 
about  to  undergo  a  prospective  and  serious 
investigation.  He  took  the  opportunity 
of  saying  that  he  did  not,  when  making 
observations  yesterday  on  a  kindred  mea- 
sure, either  directly  or  indirectly  mean  to 
infer  that  there  was  any  neglect  on  the 
part  of  the  Speaker  with  reference  to  the 
Bill.  It  was  true  that  a  money  resolution 
had  been  moved,  but  somehow,  either  so 
early  or  so  late,  as  not  to  attract  the  notice 
of  the  House.  It  was  also  true  that  the 
money  clause  was  printed  in  italics,  but  as 
it  was  a  private  Bill,  and  not  more  than 
twelve  or  twenty  were  circulated,  and  un-. 
less  a  Member  asked  for  it,  it  was  not  sent 
to  him,  that  was  no  notice.  He  hoped 
there  would  be  no  more  such  loose  arrange- 
ments, or  that  they  would  be  more  deliber- 
ately submitted  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  denied  that 
the  arrangements  made  with  regard  to  this 
telegraph  were  framed,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  alleged,  in  a  loose  manner.  From 
his  own  personal  knowledge  he  could  state 
that  they  formed  the  subject  of  more  than 
one  anxious  deliberation  on  the  part  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  he  believed  that  they  were 
conducive  to  the  public  interest. 

The  Lords*  Amendments  considered  and 
agreed  to, 

GREIVE'S  DISABILITIES  REMOVAL  BILL. 
SECOND  REiUOINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  aud  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sm  ANDRE  WAGNEW  wished  to  point 
out  that  in  this  Bill  Dr.  Skinner  was  called 
a  "  bishop  of  the  Episcopal  Church  of 
Scotland  and  Bishop  of  Aberdeen."  Now, 
there  was  no  objection  to  the  former  desig- 
nation, but  to  describe  him  as  the  "Bishop 
of  Aberdeen"  was  a  highly  objectionable 
innovation. 

Mr.  STEUART  said,  the  general  law 
on  this  subject  was  that  no  priest,  unless 
he  was  ordained  as  a  minbter  of  the  Church 
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of  England,  ahould  bo  allowed  to  hol^l  a 
benefice  or  to  officiate  in  any  churcli  in 
England,  but  a  Scottish  or  an  American 
episcopal  clergyman  might  be  allowed  to 
officiate  for  two  Sundays  in  any  diocese. 
He  believed  that  some  four  or  ^ye  private 
Bills  had  been  passed  taking  individual 
oases  out  of  the  general  law,  but  he  thought 
tho  House  ought  to  regard  with  great  sus- 
picion any  Bill  which  superseded  the  gene- 
ral law  of  tho  land.  Ho  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  title  "  Bishop  of 
Aberdeen*'  was  an  invasion  of  the  spirit  of 
tho  statute.  With  regard  to  this  parti- 
cular ease,  Mr.  Greivo  did  not  oome  into 
Court  with  clean  hands.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  from  a  distinguished  dignitary 
of  the  Scottish  Episcopal  Church,  whose 
name  he  was  not  at  liberty  to  mention, 
and  who  spoke  of  this  application  of  Mr. 
Greive's  to  be  admitted  into  the  English 
Church,  without  the  sanction  of  his  bishop, 
as  an  act  of  great  presumption.  Mr.  Grieve 
belonged  to  a  party  in  the  Scottish  Episcopal 
Church  who  wished  to  subvert  its  doctriues 
and  formula,  whose  Romanizing  tendencies 
had  been  condemned  by  its  dignitaries. 
Mr.  Greivo  himself  incurred  tho  censure  of 
his  bishop.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Cheyno  had 
been  summoned  before  him  to  answer  a 
charge  concerning  the  doctrine  taught  by 
him  in  six  sermons  which  he  had  published. 
The  bishop  put  the  matter  to  the  pres- 
byters, and  twelve  of  them  honestly  gave 
their  opinion,  but  the  other  nine,  of  whom 
Mr.  Greivo  was  one  of  the  most  prominent, 
refused  to  give  an  opinion,  and  endeavour- 
ed to  obstruct  tho  bishop  in  the  exercise 
of  his  duties,  for  which  he  censured  them. 
Ho  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  tho  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day 
three  months." 

Mr.  SOTHERON  ESTCOURT  said, 
he  was  not  a  promoter  of  the  Bill,  nor  had 
he  any  acquaintance  with  tho  Rev.  Mr. 
Greivc,  but  he  thought  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  lion.  Member  was  at  va- 
riance with  all  precedent,  and  unjust  to  an 
individual.  After  a  person  had  gone  to 
the  expense  of  promoting  a  Bill  of  this  na- 
ture in  Parliament,  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  which  had  heretofore  prevailed,  it 
was  hard  to  suddenly  turn  round  and  say, 
*•  We  will  shut  the  door  against  you  be- 
cause wo  now  think  these  cases  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  by  a  general  Act  applicable  to 
all  caaes."    That  might  be  a  good  propo- 

Mr,  Stiuart 


sition,  but  it  was  hard  to  make  Mr.  Gr«ve 
the  victim  of  a  change  of  opinioii  on  the 
part  of  the  House.  As  to  Mr.  Greivt 
being  under  tho  censure  of  his  bishop,  be 
wished  to  clear  himself  of  the  charges 
against  him,  and  if  the  Bill  were  nov 
read  a  second  time,  it  would  be  referred  to  s 
Select  Committee,  which  would,  of  coane, 
inquire  into  the  whole  circa mstaoees. 

SibHARRT  VERNE Y  said,  that  speak- 
ing  on  the  part  of  the  Church  of  England, 
ho  thought  the  resnlt  proposed  to  be  attain- 
ed by  this  measure  ought  to  be  effected  bj 
a  public  Bill.  If  Mr.  Oreive  was  to  be 
permitted  to  hold  a  lirine  or  ofliciate  ii 
the  Chnroh  of  England  the  cmoMdon  of 
the  House  wopld  not  neceasarilj  prevait 
him,  for  he  would  be  relieved  bj  the  pro- 
visions of  the  general  measure  if  it  wen 
passed.  He  thought  the  House  ought  to 
resist  this  request  of  Mr.  GreiTo. 

Mr.  STIRLING  said,  that  Mr.  OteiTe'i 
case  was  not  that  of  a  Scotchman  seekisf 
entrance  into  the  Church  of  Bngland.  Ho 
was  an  Englishman  born,  but  he  happeaod 
to  receive  the  close  of  bis  educatioa  is 
Scotland,  and  there  ha  waa  ordained  is 
order  to  enable  him  to  hold  a  lifiug  aosr 
Aberdeen  in  the  year  1850,  and  there  ho 
had  remained  ever  since  until  now.  Yen 
lately  his  circumstances  bad  changed,  at 
(Mr.  Stirling)  believed  that  within  a  fev 
months  past  his  father  had  died  leaiiag 
him  to  take  charge  of  an  infirm  relative^ 
who  was  a  ward  in  Chancery,  and  to  whoa 
he  had  been  appointed  guardian.  Tlui 
compelled  him  to  live  in  England.  TIms 
what  was  he  to  do  ?  As  regarded  the  d^ 
cumstances  under  which  he  left  Scotlaiid, 
it  appeared  that  ho  had  been  sererelj  re- 
primanded by  the  bishop.  And  why  ?  A 
certain  gentleman  was  arraigned  Vj  the 
bishop  for  holding  opinions  supposed  to  bs 
erroneous ;  and  Mr.  Greife,  with  eu^ 
other  gentlemen,  refused  to  give  an  epiniOB 
on  the  subject,  because  the  gentleman  a^ 
raigned  had  taken  a  technical  objeeCion  It 
the  charge,  and  refused  to  plead.  He  follj 
admitted  that  the  bishop  did  make  re- 
marks on  what  was  called  Mr.  Graie's 
contumacy  ;  but  in  the  letters  of  diamisssl 
the  bishop  and  others  testified  that  for  the 
space  of  three  years,  during  whioh  thn 
had  known  him,  Mr,  Greire  had  Uvea 
piously,  soberly,  and  honesdj,  and  had 
written  and  taught  nothing  against  the 
doctrine  and  discipline  of  the  Bpisaopsl 
Church  of  Scotland,  or  of  England.  Thvs* 
fore  the  ecclesiastical  censure  paaaadby 
the  bishop  had  been  wadied  awaj.    Then 
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was  only  one  other  portion  of  the  kon. 
Gentleman's  speech  to  which  he  (Mr.  Stir- 
ling) would  refer,  and  that  was  the  letter 
from  the  Bishop  of  Winchester.  Now,  the 
Bishop  of  Winchester  was  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  Then  why  did  not 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  oppose  this  measure 
whilst  it  was  passing  through  the  House 
of  Lords? 

Mb.  bright  said,  the  House  had  not 
been  able  very  clearly  to  understand  the 
merits  of  the  case  either  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Steuart),  or  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
who  sat  on  the  front  Opposition  bench  (Mr. 
Sotheron  Estcourt).  It  had  been  proposed 
to  send  this  Bill  to  a  Committee,  who  were 
to  decide,  he  supposed,  whether  or  not  this 
gentleman  held  sound  opinions,  and  whether 
he  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  under  the  ban  of 
his  bishop.  Now  he  (Mr.  Bright)  protested 
against  the  House  of  Commons  being  made 
the  tribunal  of  any  such  controversy.  This 
Bill  did  not  profess  to  go  to  the  Committee 
upon  any  principle.  He  (Mr.  Bright)  be- 
lieved there  was  no  principle  in  it,  but 
rather  upou  the  practice  of  not  allowing  a 
gentleman  ordained  north  of  the  Tweed  to 
officiate  south  of  that  river.  The  Bill  cer- 
tainly tended  to  produce  a  free  trade  in 
clergymen.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer allowed  spirits  to  pass  across  the 
Tweed  free  of  duty,  and  he  did  not  know 
why  spiritual  teachers  should  not  be  equallv 
exempt  from  interference.  The  English 
Church  was  not  so  particular  as  to  refuse 
the  priests  ordained  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  without  further  qualification ;  unless 
this  gentleman  were  much  deeper  dyed 
than  a  Roman  CathoUc  priest,  there  is  no 
reason  why  a  refusal  should  be  extended 
to  him.  This  subject,  no  doubt,  should  be 
dealt  with  by  a  general  measure.  At  the 
same  time  it  seemed  that  this  opposition 
was  not  the  fault  of  this  gentleman.  He 
(Mr.  Bright)  had  very  little  sympathy  with 
any  of  them,  but  he  thought  that  the 
House  ought  to  pass  this  Bill,  no  objection 
having  been  raised  to  any  previous  measure 
of  the  same  kind  ;  and  then  if  a  grievance 
ware  established,  it  might  be  removed  by  a 
general  measure,  and  thus  the  House  be 
apared  the  pain  of  a  somewhat  humiliating 
dieeusaion. 

Mr.  hunt  pointed  out  that  there  was 
BO  legislative  inability  in  the  Bishop  of 
Aberdeen  holding  his  present  title,  inas- 
muoh  as  the  Scotch  bishops  were  expressly 
excepted  out  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
BiU. 


Ms.  NEWDEGATE  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  that  this 
House  was  not  the  proper  tribunal  for  ec- 
clesiastical discussion.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  mistaken,  if  he  thought  that  the 
House  could  legislate  on  this  subject  with- 
out practically  expressing  an  opinion.  But 
he  thought  there  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  express  their  opinion  on  this 
particular  case,  because  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  the  House  ought  to  pass  any 
Private  Bill  of  this  kind.  This  Gentle- 
man oould  not  come  before  the  House  ex- 
cept by  virtue  of  his  connection  with  the 
Episcopal  Church  of  Scotland,  and  the 
Episcopal  Church  of  Scotland  had  passed 
him  under  its  censure — he  had  been  con- 
demned by  the  authority,  in  virtue  of  which 
he  appeared  before  the  House — and  yet 
this  gentleman  asked  the  House  to  grant 
him  a  special  privilege  to  which  the 
House  generally  objected.  The  House 
therefore  oould  not  fail  to  express  its 
opinion  with  respect  to  this  claim.  The 
Episcopal  Church  of  Scotland  was  not  the 
Established  Church,  and  in  many  impor- 
tant respects  its  formularies  and  its  doc- 
trines and  acceptance  of  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles  were  not  those  of  the  Church  of 
England.  This  gentleman  was  condemned 
hj  the  Episcopal  Church  of  Scotland,  and 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  did  not  see  how  they 
could  admit  him  to  the  benefits  of  the 
Church  of  England  with  which  he  still 
more  widely  differed.  He  must  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  p.  BOUYERIE  said,  that  the 
general  question  before  the  House  was 
much  more  important  than  the  personal 
merits  or  demerits  of  this  gentleman,  with 
which  the  House  had  nothing  to  do.  The 
real  question  was,  were  they  prepared  to 
make  an  exception  to  a  general  law  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Wilts  (Mr.  S.  Estcourt)  had  said 
that  the  question  was  not  fairly  raised  by 
this  Bill.  But  it  was  raised  ;  for  if  the 
existing  law  was  a  good  law,  some  reason 
ought  to  be' shown  for  departing  from  it. 

Mr.  sotheron  ESTCOURT  said, 
he  had  observed  that  many  Bills  oi  the 
same  description  had  been  passed  already. 

Mr.  E.  P.  BOUYERIE  :  This  was  far 
from  being  an  old  or  an  effete  law.  It  was 
passed  at  the  end  of  the  last  century,  and 
had  been  recognised  as  an  Act  passed  in 
the  course  of  the  present  reign.  This  pro- 
ceeding was,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham said,  introducing  free  trade  into 
the  Cburoh  of  Bnglaadt  and  the  Houoci 
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bhuoid  bear  ill  inlnd  that  the  Churc'.i  of 
Krj(^)«nd  had  tio  control  orer  the  Scjtch 
\i\hU*i\tnt  irho»(:  particular  opinioiiB  were  uot 
fejrifjiiuthizc'd  in  h  j  a  large  iiufuber  of  1 1  pi  8- 
<.'<i|>ali:irii>  in  thiM  couritrj.  Was  it  reason- 
abh;  (hat  an  individual,  who  was  a  incnibor 
of  th($  Kpiiicopttl  Church  of  Scotland, 
nhonld  h<;  permitted  to  officiate  and  hold 
U«fic*fic'iH  in  tho  (jhurcli  of  an  adjoining 
country  i 

Louii  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickbhire  (Mr. 
Newdogate)  seemed  to  think  that  Mr. 
^j reive  had  been  censured  bj  his  Episco- 
pal superior  in  Scotland.  Now  that  was 
not  the  case.  The  whole  complaint  against 
him  was  that  he  declined  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  in  a  case  in  which  onl5  one  side 
had  been  lieiird.  Although  thcro  was  no 
doubt  that  the  irmliop  in  question  did  write 
the  letter  of  conHuro,  it  was  also  true  thnt 
the  same  Disliop  had  afterwards  writtiin  a 
letter  in  which  he  spoke  of  Mr.  Qreivc  in 
th(*  highevt  possible  terms.  The  right  hon. 
(lentleman  who  last  spoke  asked  the  House 
to  reject  this  private  Bill  on  tlio  ground  that 
tl  infringed  what  he  regarded  as  a  sound 
general  principle.  The  subject  was  one  in 
which,  in  his  (Lord  .1.  Manners*)  opinion, 
deserved  mature  consideration  ;  but  the 
miCHtion  now  to  ho  determined  was  whc- 
tner,  on  ntatemeiits  made  on  one  side  and 
rebutted  on  the  other,  they  would  re- 
fuHe  to  an  individual  who  had  nlreadj  in> 
etirred  groat  exponHO  in  passing  this  Dill 
through  the  House  of  Lords,  the  same 
lieonoe  and  liberty  which  PurliaMicnt  had 
in  numerous  iuAtancos  accorded  to  persons 
in  analogous  oi re uni stances.  He  tliought 
that  it  would  bo  in  the  highest  degi^ec  un- 
fair, upon  mere  ex  f><ir/<'  statements,  to 
withhold  the  relief  asked  for  in  this  in- 
stance ;  and  ho  would  therefore  support 
the  Hooond  reading  of  the  Hill. 

Mu.  UOKIUH'K    baid,  it  appeared   to 
him  that  a  fair  statement  of  thin  oAi^e  had 
not  yet  been  made.     The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarmvek  (Mr.  HouverieWbjoot- 
ed  to  any  dovintion  from  a  genentl  Uw 
whieh  was  a  gtHHl  law.     He  a^creed  with 
him  in  the  objeetion.     Hut  what  was  the 
I'aol  f     Theiv  \vei\*  two  clas905  of  men  t  j 
whom  he  would  dintvt  the  attention  of  the 
Housi>'  -I'atholio  priests  and  KpiiK'opalian 
otMrgymen.     They  acknowlcslge  the  orJi- 
imUoh  oC  the  Oalholio  priest,  And  the  mo- 
il h«  calM  himself  a  member  of  the 
k  of  KnitUndi  his  oi\l  in  Alton  being 
lw»  ^Mild  at  onco  take  a  b^n«- 
1         \  Pi»l«aUiil  Kpucopaliaa 


clergyman  of  Scotland  deeUred  bimself  i 
member  of  the  Cboreh  of  England,  he  wis 
obliged  to  go  to  a  IWshop  of  the  Chareb  of 
England  for  ordination  before  he  eodd 
hold  a  benefice.  Now,  he  wished  to  knot 
why  they  objected  to  the  sham,  vhile  tber 
did  not  object  to  tho  real  thing  ?  What 
was  the  real  objection  to  the  clergjmaB  ti 
whom  this  Bill  referred  ?  ETeiybody  ksef 
what  it  was^tfaat  he  was  too  moeh  likei 
Catholic  priest.  If  he  were  actoallji 
Catholic  priest  be  would  not  faaye  to  coom 
to  that  House;  bnt  being,  as  he  said  In 
was,  a  conscientious  member  of  the  Chmil 
of  England,  —  hsTing  been  ordained,  not 
bj  a  Catholic  Bishop,  bnt  bj  an  Epiieo- 
palian  Protestant  Biahop — they  refosed  t» 
admit  him  into  the  Cnorch  of  Engliai 
They  did  admit  Catholio  priests,  but  thcj 
did  not  admit  Episcopalian  olergymen  oi! 
Scotland.  Now,  it  appeared  to  nim  Ibit 
this  was  unfair  towards  our  Protestsat 
Episcopalian  Brethren  in  Scotiaad.  Hi 
put  the  case  simplj  upon  that  grovod.  A 
rule  was  established  with  regaid  to  ths 
ordination  of  Catholic  Bishops,  and  if  thit 
ordination  gave  admission  to  the  ChoRk 
of  England,  what  man  would  saj  that 
ordination  by  a  Protestant  EpiscqMlin 
Bishop  of  the  Church  of  Sootlaad  shod^ 
not  have  the  same  eflhot  f  As  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)wa8  a  thorough-going  Protertuit^ 
and  believed  in  the  benefit  of  free  trade  ii 
religion  as  well  as  in  ererrthing  else^  ke 
was  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  because  be 
thought  that  the  same  rule  whieh  sp^ed 
to  Catholic  priesto  ought  to  apply  to  Pro* 
tciitant  Episcopalian  clergymen  of  Seat- 
land. 

Sir  GEORGE   GRBY  said,   thst  ii 

stating  his  views  upon  this  qnestionv  he 

must  be  understood  ss  expressing  nenlj 

his  own  opinions.     The  state  or  the  kv 

had  been,  no  doubt,  accurately  laid  dowi 

by  the    hon.   Member    who    moved  ths 

Amendment.     By  an  Act  of  the  32sd  of 

Geo.  HI.  cleigjmen  ordained  by  Bi8liQ|i 

in  Scotland  were  not  only  prohiUlcd  froa 

holding  curacies  or  beoefieas  in  BnglaBdi 

but  from  officiating  at  all  in  theBstal&bei 

Church  in  this  coimtry.     Tbat  Aet  was  re- 

I  vifrod  in  1840,  when  its  provisigns  wenb 

I  with  great  caution,  so  fie  ralsied  as  ti 

!  allow  that  a  Scotch  Bpsseopaliaa  eleny- 

._  man  might   receive  perniissw  fraas   m 

'  bishop  of  a  diocese  to  sftriate  fe  t«s 

djiys.  only  to  be  named  in  sash  Mnaii- 

f^ion,  within  that  diocese^  aad  that  tae m^ 

mission  might  be  imeeedlieai  tisM  to  Ihm. 

;  Clciy mcnoidained  hy  dmCnlwial  BMbifii 
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or  in  the  East  Indies,  might,  hj  another 
Act  under  certain  conditions  and  restric- 
tions, be  admitted  to  the  status  and  pri- 
yileges  of  clergymen  ordained  hy  the  Bi- 
shops of  the  Established  Church  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  ;  but  clergymen  ordain- 
ed by  Bishops  in  Scotland  were  expressly 
excepted  from  the  operation  of  this  Act 
by  the  special  statutes  applicable  to 
them.  A  good  deal  had  been  said  about 
the  relaxation  of  the  general  law,  and  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  should  not 
be  revised  ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be 
acting  hastily  to  declare  that  a  law  which 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment so  recently  as  1840  should  be  re- 
pealed without  very  careful  inquiry  into 
the  status  and  position  of  the  Bishops  in 
Scotland,  and  of  the  clergymen  ordained 
by  them,  as  well  as  into  the  circumstances 
which  led  to  the  prohibition  that  had  been 
imposed.  In  his  opinion  such  an  in- 
quiry ought  to  precede  any  pledge  given 
on  the  part  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
a  Bill  repealing  or  relaxing  the  existing 
law.  Then  the  question  arose  whether, 
80  long  as  the  law  remained  in  its  pre- 
sent form,  they  should  deal  with  these 
exceptional  cases  by  private  legislation. 
During  recent  years  the  House  had  sanc- 
tioned this  practice  by  passing  ^ye  Bills 
similar  to  that  under  consideration,  ex- 
empting clergymen  from  the  prohibitions 
imposed  by  the  general  law.  If  this  were 
the  first  instance  in  which  such  a  Bill  had 
been  submitted  to  the  House,  he  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying -that  it  ought 
not  to  be  sanctioned.  He  would  not  say 
that  under  no  circumstances  ought  the 
House  to  grant  an  exemption  from  the  ge- 
neral law ;  but  so  long  as  the  general  law 
was  maintained  he  thought  its  operation 
would  be  most  partial  and  unfair  if  exemp- 
tions from  it  were  granted  to  a  few  indivi- 
duals who  could  afPord  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  private  Bills,  without  any  very  special 
circumstances.  In  his  opinion  the  House 
was  incompetent  to  decide  that  there  was 
anything  in  the  doctrine  held  by  Mr.  Greive 
to  disentitle  him  to  their  indulgence,  but 
they  were  justified  in  inquiring  what  were 
the  peculiar  circumstances  under  which 
they  were  asked  to  sanction  a  departure 
from  the  general  law.  Mr.  Greive  was 
ordained  only  about  eight  years  ago ;  and 
the  only  ground  he  alleged  for  his  Bill  was 
that  he  had  some  aged  relations  in  Eng- 
land, near  whom  he  wished  to  live  ;  and 
be»  therefore,  asked  the  House  to  give  him 


the  status  of  an  English  clergyman,  sub- 
ject to  the  consent  of  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese  in  which  he  might  obtain  a  cu- 
racy or  living.  Were  these  circumstances 
such  as  should  take  the  case  of  this  gentle- 
man out  of  the  general  category  ?  He 
thought  the  House  had  acted  incautiously  in 
allowing  Bills  of  this  nature  to  pass' with- 
out careful  investigation ;  and,  although  he 
regretted  that  this  gentleman  should  be 
put  to  any  inconvenience,  he  was  of  opin- 
ion that  some  check  should  be  put  upon 
applications  of  this  kind,  and  he  thought 
the  best  course  would  be  not  to  allow  the 
Bill  to  proceed  until  inquiry  had  been  made 
on  the  subject.  What  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  with  regard  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priests  was  quite  true,  except  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  forgot  to 
state  that  before  a  Roman  Catholic  priest 
was  admitted  into  the  Church  of  England 
he  must  sign  the  Thirty-nine  Articles, 
which  amounted  to  a  renunciation  of  his 
connection  with  the  Church  of  Rome. 
There  was  no  question  of  reordination  in 
the  present  instance.  The  ordination  by 
a  Scotch  bishop  was  good,  but  the  law  had 
attached  a  condition  to  it  which  incapa- 
citated the  clergyman  so  ordained  from 
holding  a  permanent  cure  of  souls  in  Eng- 
land. He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  admitted  that 
the  state  of  the  law  in  this  respect  was  ail 
anomaly,  but  an  inquiry  into  the  whole 
case  should  precede  any  alteration  of  it. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  that  the  recog- 
nition of  the  ordination  of  tho  Church  of 
Rome  by  the  Church  of  England,  while 
she  refused  to  recognize  the  ordination  of 
Protestant  Dissenters,  indicated  a  greater 
affinity  between  the  Established  Church 
and  Romanism  than  existed  between  her 
and  Nonconformity.  The  Vicar  of  Shef- 
field, a  large-minded  and  exalted  clergyman 
of  the  Established  Church,  was  prohibited 
from  preaching  in  any  Nonconformist  pul- 
pit, although  he  was  allowed  to  preach  in 
the  open  air.  He  hoped  the  day  was  not 
far  distant  when  all  religious  denominations 
would  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  perfect 
equality,  and  when  the  time  of  the  House 
would  not  be  wasted  with  these  unseemly 
discussions. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  wished  to 
state,  in  a  few  words,  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  should  give  his  vote  against  this 
Bill.  The  discussion,  as  far  as  the  legal 
argument  had  gone,  had  been  a  discussion 
on  the  merits  of  the  law  as  it  now  stood, 
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and  no  doubft  on  that  poini  ioquiiy  might 
be  adrisable.  It  might  be  a  fit  subject  for 
the  HoQse  to  entertain,  whether  the  present 
law  should  or  should  not  bo  continued  ; 
and  if  not,  in  what  degree  it  should  be 
modified.  But  in  principle  there  was  a 
great  objection  to  all  Bills  establishinff  ex- 
ceptions to  the  general  law  of  the  land, 
and  though  he  might  regret  that  the  rev. 
gentleman  interested  in  th's  question  should 
be  put  to  unnecessary  expense,  it  was  ne?er- 
theless  time  to  put  a  stop  to  private  Bills 
of  this  description.  If,  howerer,  it  was 
deemed  right  that  the  law  should  be  recon- 
sidered on  its  own  grounds,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  assent  to  any  such  inquiry. 

Quee^ion  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

House  divided: — Ayes,  84;  Noes,  232: 
Miuority,  148. 

Words  added  :  —  Main  Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  piu  off  for  three  months. 


AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY— THE  PEACE. 
LORD    ELCHO'S   MOTION. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  hare  no  wish 
to  trespass  on  Her  Majesty's  Go?ernment 
for  information  which  it  may  be  inconve- 
nient for  them  to  give  at  the  present  mo- 
ment; but  I  am  sure  they  will  allow  for 
the  deep  interest  which  the  country  must 
fcol  in  the  present  state  of  public  affairs. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  would  be  glad 
to  know  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether  he 
has  received  any  communication  respect- 
ing the  interview  which  was  anticipated  to 
take  place  yesterday  between  the  Emperor 
of  the  French  and  the  Emperor  of  Austria, 
and  whether  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
has  been  the  general  consequence  of  that 
meeting  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:— Sir,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  in- 
telligence on  the  subject  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  At  two  o'clock 
this  day  I  was  informed  by  the  Ambassa- 
dor of  the  Emperor  of  the  French  that  he 
had  received  a  telegram,  informing  him 
that  peace  between  the  two  Emperors  was 
signed  yesterday.  Since  my  interview 
with  the  French  Ambassador  I  have  re- 
ceived a  telegram  from  Lord  Cowley,  and 
I  think  I  cannot  better  satisfy  the  anxiety 
of  the  House  than  by  reading  the  state- 
ment contained  in  that  document  :— 

Fifcounl  PaiimnUm 


**  Paris,  Tuseday,  t  f.  a. 
«  The  foUowiag  telegram  has  been  reoeiffd  i^^ 
"  '  VaUeggio,  Juillet  11, 18fi9. 

" '  The  Emperor  to  the  Ett^prea. 

"  *  Pbacx  is  signed  between  the  Emperor  of 
Austria  and  me. 

«  The  basei  of  the  Pesoe  are : — 

"  '  Italian  Confederation  under  the  honotaiy 
Presidency  of  the  Pope. 

«  <  The  Emperor  of  Austria  oedes  his  ri|^  to 
Lombardy  to  the  Einperor  of  the  Fren^  who 
transfers  them  to  the  King  of  Sardinia. 

**  *  The  Emperor  of  Austria  preserves  Veniss^ 
but  she  will  form  an  integral  part  of  tbs  Ilaliaa 
Confederation. 

"  *  General  amnesty.'  " 

That  is  the  whole  that  is  stated  in  the  tele* 
gram.  I  may  state  further,  beoauao  there 
has  been  a  rumour  for  some  weeka  pait 
that  whenever  peace  came  to  be  signed 
and  Lombardy  should  be  ceded  to  Sardinii^ 
France  would  ask  as  compensation  for  her 
expenses  in  the  war  to  have  Savoj  oe^M 
to  her,  that  I  am  happy  to  be  able  ta  in- 
form the  House  that  the  Emperor  of  tlie 
French  has  made  no  demand  of  that  kind, 
and  that  there  is  every  reason  to  sapfNae 
that  he  does  not  intend  to  make  any  addi- 
tion whatever  to  the  territory  of  Fraooe. 
This  is  most  gratifying,  because  any  ad- 
dition to  the  territory  of  France,  however 
insignificant,  following  on  the  war,  oould 
not  fail  to  arouse  the  suspicions  and  jeiJea- 
sies  of  Europe.     I  hope,  that  under  the 

S resent  circumstances,  the  noble  Lord  the 
[ember  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Blcho) 
will  not  persevere  in  the  notice  of  Hetiea 
which  he  has  put  on  the  paper,  and  that  he 
will  give  the  House  to  understand  that  it 
is  not  his  intention  to  persevere  in  it. 

LoBD  ELCHO :  In  reply  to  Uie  appeal 
made  to  me  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Afiaira,  I 
wish  to  state  that  though  I  oannot  admit 
as  a  general  proposition  that  the  Hensbera 
of  this  House,  or  this  House  itself,  is  to  b« 
debarred  from  ezpressii^  an  opinion  oil 
matters  of  this  nature,  I  shall  not  prasa 
the  Motion  that  stands  in  my  name  for 
Thursday  next.  I  shall,  therefore,  on  thai 
day,  ask  for  leave  to  withdraw  it.  Bat  I 
reserve  to  myself  the  right,  if  it  appeara 
to  me  desirable  to  exercise  it,  of  explaining 
in  a  few  words  what  the  motive  was  which 
induced  mo  to  place  that  notioe  on  th« 
paper. 

THE   FEEJEE  ISLANDS.— QUESTION. 

CoLONiL  SYKES  said  he  wished  to  aak 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affisira 
whether  the  QoTcmnient  propoaea  to  r9* 
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commend  th^acceptance  of  the  offer  of  the 
Soyereignty  of  the  Feejee  Islands  ;  and,  if 
so,  at  what  additional  cost  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  above  the  present  outlay  of 
above  £4,000,000  per  annum  for  colonial 
purposes  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  Sorereignty  of  the  Feejee 
Islands  had  been  very  much  impressed  on 
the  Goyernment,  both  by  persons  who  took 
an  interest  in  the  growth  of  cotton,  and 
also  by  persons  interested  in  Missionary 
labours  in  those  islands.  The  matter,  how- 
ever, was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  bright  said,  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  allow  this  matter  to  come  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  before  any 
final  steps  were  taken  with  respect  to  it. 
He  (Mr.  Bright)  was  himself  a  little  in- 
terested in  the  growth  of  cotton  ;  but  he 
protested  against  being  supposed  on  that 
account  to  ask  for  the  acceptance  by  this 
country  of  the  Sovereignty  of  the  Feejee 
Islands. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  free  LAND  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  reintroduce  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commission  Bill  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, or  to  introduce  any  new  Bill  of 
their  own  during  the  present  Session  ? 
Whether  or  not  the  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  been  called  to  the 
concluding  paragraph  of  the  Eighth  Report 
of  the  Church  Estates  Commissioners,  from 
which,  and  from  the  evidence  annexed,  it 
appears  that  between  the  mode  of  valuing 
the  Reversions  of  Church-house  property 
employed  by  the  Surveyor  to  the  Commia- 
sioners  and  that  contended  for  by  the  Les- 
sees of  such  property  there  is  a  difference 
in  cases  of  Enfranchisement  on  the  part  of 
the  former  of  £800,000  on  the  whole  in 
favour  of  the  Church,  or  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission,  and,  by  consequence,  adverse- 
ly to  the  Lessees  ?  Whether  or  not  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  leave  such  Surveyor  in  future  to 
value  without  appeal,  or  to  provide  that 
the  Lessees  of  such  property  shall  be  at 
liberty,  in  cases  of  enfranchisement,  to 
claim  a  reference  to  arbitration  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  propose 
daring  the  present  Session  any  Bill  alter- 


ing the  relative  positions  of  the  Eodesiaa- 
tical  Commissioners  and  the  Lessees  ;  but 
it  was  their  intention  to  submit  to  the  Houso 
a  Bill  containing  some  clauses  intended  to 
facilitate  the  operation  of  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission.  With 
respect  to  the  second  question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  was  true  that  the  Church 
Estates'Commissioners  had,  in  their  Eighth 
Report,  stated  that  the  principle  on  which 
they  acted  had  been  disputed,  and  that  if 
that  principle  were  admitted  it  would  make 
a  difference  to  the  amount  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  the  Commissioners  en- 
tertained no  doubt  of  the  rectitude  of  the 
principle  on  which  they  acted,  and  they 
therefore  did  not  recommend  the  adoption 
of  any  conflicting  principle.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  third  question,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  no  power  in  the  matter. 
The  question  was  entirely  under  the  regu- 
lation of  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  it  was 
not  their  intention  to  propose  any  legisla* 
tion  on  the  subject. 

THE   MILITJA  COMMISSION.— QUESTION. 

Captain  GRAY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
progress  has  been  made  in  its  inquiry  by 
the  Militia  Commission  appointed  on  the 
9th  of  July,  1858  ;  and  whether  a  Report 
may  be  expected  from  it  during  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  the 
Commissioners  had  sent  in  their  Report, 
and  the  Government  was  anxious  to  have 
an  opportanity  of  deciding  to  what  extent 
they  could  adopt  their  recommendations. 
He  hoped  to  be  able  to  state  in  a  few  days 
what  deoision  had  been  come  to  on  the 
question. 

CHURCH  RATES*— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GRIFFITH  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  he  will  be  prepared  to 
state  the  views  and  intentions  of  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  of  church  rates  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  abolition 
of  church  rates. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  was 
quite  ready  to  answer  any  question,  sneh 
as  was  usually  put  in  that  House  ;  but  he 
was  not  aware  that  it  was  customary  to  ask 
a  Member  whether  he  intended  to  make 
any  statement  upon  a  Bill  of  which  he  him- 
self was  not  in  charge.  If  in  the  coarse 
of  the  debate  on  the  Bill  ho  shouki  fcel  il 
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him  the  opportunity  of  doing  so.  qukwiok. 

In  reply  to  Colonel  Nobth« 

LAW  OF  DEBTOR  AND  CREDITOR.  Gbkbbal  PEEL  said,  that  he  hidndi 

QUESTION.  no  change  whatoTer  in  r0ganl  to  adminai 

Mr.  MURRAY  said,  he  wished  to  ask  "nto  the  Amiy  ezeept  with  the  adm  of 
Mr.  Attorney  General  whether  it  is  his  in-  the  Council  on  Edacation.     It  wu  on  tin 
tention  to  proceed  this  Session  with  a  Bill  *«^;c«  ?\  *»>^*  Council  that  the  rale  «m 
brought  from  the   Lords,  intituled  ''An  made  with  regard  to  allowing  rejected  (». 
Act  to  Amend   the  Law  of  Debtor  and  ^'<>»*«»  ^  ^^  eiammed  again. 
Creditor,  Bankruptcy,  Insolvency, and  Exe- 
cution ;"  and  what  are  his  intentions  in  re-  SALUTING  RELIOIOUS  PROOESSIOKSb 
feronce  to  the  existing  Law  of  Bankruptcy 

and  its  administration,  and  generally  in  re-  MonOK  pobtpohsd. 

ference  to  the  Law  of  Debtor  and  Creditor  Me.  SIDNEY  HERBET  said,  he  htfi 

and  its  amendment  ?  ^'«  ^on-  Friend  the  Member  for  Wigt» 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  it  "^^ro  (Sir  Andrew  Agnew)  would  not  pm 

was  not  the  intention  of  the  Government  t^®  Motion  of  which  he  had  giTen  notin 

to  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  question,  but  it  relative  to  saluting   religiooe  proeewm 

was  their  intention,  regarding,  as  they  did,  We  made  this  appeal  with  the  more  o«- 

the  whole  subject  of  the  Law  of  Debtor  fi<lence  beoaoso  with  reference  to  the  » 

and  Creditor,  and  particularly  the  Law  of  lutes  at  Malta,  of  which  complamt  had  ban 

Bankruptcy,  as  now  being  in  a  very  un-  ratt<^?»  ^^d  in  regard  to  which  10016  i«i- 

satisfactory  state,  to  give  the  entire  ques-  monious  debates  had  taken  place  m  tfcit 

tion  the  most  anxious  consideration  during  House,   a  very  great    change   had  ben 

the  recess,  with  the  view  to  the  introduc-  «>ado  during  the  present  jear,  whieh  it 

tion  of  a  comprehensive  measure  either  in  ^^^  hoped  would  reinoTe  objectioiii.    At 

that  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament  early  *^®  8*™®  *»"«  *  feeling  of  irritatioB  » 

in  the  ensuing  Session.  ▼Ail^  '^  ^be  Ionian  Islaada,  and  than  M 

been  some  small  indications  of  iiriliUi 

BERINGTON-S   KNAPSACK8.-<iUESTI0N.  I^J^ge  Sf-^^n.^.'^ClTb.^'J^ 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  said,  seo  such  a  feeling  augmented,  and  Irak 

he  rose  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Sute  for  fuel  added  to  it  by  aayUiing  that  mightk 

War  whether  Knapsacks,  with  Bcrington's  said  in  that  Hoose.     Since  the  anaif^ 

slings  attached,  have  not  been  tried  at  ment  made  between  Lord  Hill  and  Jmi 

Aldershot,  and  whether  any  Report  re-  Derby  (when  the  noble  Lord  was  8et» 

specting  them  has  been  received  at  head-  tary  for  the  Colooiet).  an  alletatfoa  W 

quarters  ?  been  made.    The  late  Sccretaiy  cf  Stall 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT   said,  Mr.  for  the  Colonies  snbinitted  a  deapatdi  to 

Bcringtou*8  Knapsacks  had  been  tried  at  the  hon.  and  gpillant  GFaitleman  (fliMnl 

Chobliam   in  185o,  and   subsequently   at  Peel),  which  was  approved  bj  him,  dirHt* 

Aldershot,  and  a  Board  of  General  Officers  jng  the  troops  not  to  torn  ont  or  take  put 

had  reported  that  in  their  opinion  the  dis-  iu  any  religious  ceremonies.     Oidem  Mi 

advantages  attaching  to  them  were  greater  accordingly  sent  out  that  the  troops  Mi 

than   their  advantages.      Mr.   Berington  to  pay  the  usual  marks  of  respecl  to  asj 

afterwards  made  some  alterations  in  his  persons  engaged  in  a  procession  cf  a  lO- 

plans  to  obviate  those  objections ;  but  still  ligious  character,  but  they  were  not  to 

the  Knapsacks  were  objected  to  by  the  In-  turn  out  the  guard  to  them  or  saints  thift 

specter  General  of  the  Medical  Depart-  At  present  the  Archbishop  of  Msltswii 

ment  on  the  ground  of  the  pressure  upon  saluted  in  his  oapscitj  ss  a  eivfl  d^gaitnj 

the  chest  occasioned  by  the  straps  by  which  of  the  island,  and  if  he  were  takiig  put 

they  were  secured.     He  (Mr.  S.  Herbert]  in  any  religions  procession  no  distueliis 

believed  that  the  matter  was  not  one  to  be  ^ns   made   in  conaeqaence  of    his  beuv 

decided  by  a  Board  of  General  Officers,  but  |  there.     He  trusted  that  ander  the  ohosn 

by  the  men  themselves,  and  that  it  would  I  stances  his  hon.  Friend  woold  not  pmiMi 

be  desirable  to  issue  a  large  number  of  the  |  Motion. 

Knapsacks  on  trial,  leaving  the  men  them- 1  Sir  ANDREW  ANGNBW  said,  ihit 

selves  to  say  which  they  preferred.             |  after  the  appeal  made  to  him  ly  the  li^ 
Sir  Georoe  Lewis                               ' 
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hon.  Gentleman  he  would  not  press  the 
Motion  that  stood  in  his  name.  He  might, 
however,  take  an  opportunity  of  alluding 
to  the  suhject  again  in  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  did  not  concur  in  the  idea 
that  the  concessions  made  would  conciliate 
the  populations  of  Malta  and  the  Ionian 
Islands.  Ho  would,  however,  in  con- 
siderations of  the  appeal  made  to  him, 
postpone  his  Motion  for  a  fortnight. 

HONG  KONG. 
PAPERS   MOVED  FOR. 

Mr.  EDWIN  JAMES  in  rising  to  move 
for  Copies  of  certain  Papers  relative  to 
Hong  Kong,  said  it  would  he  necessary  to 
make  a  few  remarks,  in  order  to  render 
intelligible  to  the  House  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  asked  for  the  production  of  the 
Correspondence.  Mr.  Chisholm  Anstey 
having  been  appointed  Attorney  General 
of  Hong  Kong,  arrived  in  the  island  in 
January,  1856.  On  his  arrival  at  Hong 
Kong,  Sir  John  Bowring  was  Governor  ; 
Mr.  Caldwell  was  the  Registrar  General 
and  Protector  of  Chinese,  and  a  justice  of 
the  peace  ;  Dr.  Bridges  was  Colonial  Se- 
cretary, and  a  member  of  the  Executive 
Council.  Mr.  Anstey  had  no  very  agree- 
able prospect  of  the  duties  before  him, 
for  two  days  after  his  arrival  Sir  John 
Bowring  intimated  to  him  the  corrupt  state 
of  the  island,  and  claimed  his  support  in 
stemming  the  tide  of  corruption.  In  July, 
1857  a  young  American  was  tried  for 
piracy  at  Hong  Kong.  The  trial  was  de- 
scribed in  an  interesting  letter  by  Mr. 
Wingrove  Cooke,  who  was  then  the  cor- 
respondent of  The  Times  in  China.  This 
young  American  was  not  like  the  Corsair 
of  Byron.  He  was  a  young  and  amiable 
nan  with  no  beard  upon  his  cheek.  As  he 
stood  pleading  for  his  life,  he  made  distinct 
charges  of  complicity  in  piratical  expedi- 
tions against  Mr.  Caldwell,  the  Registrar 
General  of  the  colony,  who  was  alleged  to 
be  in  partnership  with  Maohow  Wong,  a 
species  of  Chinese  Jonathan  Wild.  Mr. 
Anstey,  as  Attorney  General,  conducted 
that  trial,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
charges  incidentally  made  against  Mr. 
Caldwell,  Mr.  Anstey,  on  the  13th  of  May, 
resigned  the  justiceship  of  the  peace.  The 
letter  communicating  this  resignation  was 
the  first  paper  for  which  he  asked.  In 
this  letter  Mr.  Anstey  stated  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  resigned,  and  alluded  to 
the  charges  made  against  Mr.  Caldwell  by 
the  young  American.  An  inquiry  was 
directed  by  Sir  John  Bowring  to  be  made 
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into  the  charges  against  the  authorities  of 
Hong  Kong,  and  on  the  20th  of  May  a  Com- 
mission was  issued  to  certain  authorities  at 
Hong  Kong,  directing  them  to  inquire  whe- 
ther there  was  any  ground  for  these 
charges.  The  Commission  found  that  cer- 
tain charges  were  proved  and  established, 
and  that  Mr.  Caldwell  had  been  a  partner 
in  a  lorcha,  which  had  gone  on  a  piratical 
expedition  under  the  command  of  Machow 
Wong.  There  was  no  proof  that  he  had 
shared  the  plunder,  although  it  was  proved 
that  he  shared  the  complicity  of  fitting  out 
the  lorcha  upon  that  expedition.  Now,  as 
the  Government  of  this  country  had  gone 
to  war  with  China  on  the  question  of  a 
lorcha  this  transaction  necessarily  excited 
a  great  deal  of  interest  in  the  colony. 
Machow  Wong  was  afterwards  indicted 
and  convicted  of  piracy,  and  sentenced  to 
transportation,  although,  through  the  in- 
fluence of  Mr.  Caldwell,  he  was  detained 
in  the  colony  a  year  before  the  sentence 
was  carried  into  effect.  He  had  also  to 
move  for  the  papers  in  the  case  of  "  The 
Queen  v.  Tarrant,"  tried  at  the  Novem- 
ber sessions  (1858)  of  the  Hong  Kong 
Supreme  Court.  The  statements  in  the 
report  of  the  Commission  led  the  editor 
of  the  Friend  of  China  to  publish  an  at- 
tack upon  the  Government  of  Hong  Kong, 
in  which  he  charged  the  Government  and 
Mr.  Caldwell  with  surpressing  certain  pa- 
pers found  in  the  possession  of  Machow 
Wong.  These  papers  were  said  to  be 
burnt,  and  the  editor  of  the  Friend  of 
China  made  a  manly  and  straightforward 
charge  against  Mr.  Caldwell  of  having  sup- 
pressed these  papers.  A  criminal  infor- 
mation was  filed  in  November  against  Mr. 
Tarrant,  of  the  Friend  of  China,  who  jus- 
tified that  statement  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  true,  that  it  was  published  for  the 
common  good,  and  that  the  Government 
had  suppressed  the  papers.  The  case  was 
tried  by  a  special  jury  of  bankers  and  mer- 
chants. The  jury  found  that  the  justifica- 
tion was  true,  a  verdict  was  given  in  Mr. 
Tarrant's  favour,  and  the  Government  were 
condemned  to  pay  the  costs.  Mr.  Anstey, 
shortly  before  that  trial  of  "  The  Queen  u. 
Tarrant,"  received  an  intimation  that  he 
was  suspended  from  his  office  of  Attorney 
General,  and  that  suspension  was  fully 
confirmed  by  the  Colonial  Government  at 
home.  As  a  matter  of  justice  to  an  indi- 
vidual and  for  the  sake  of  the  proper  admi- 
nistration of  justice  in  [the  Colonies,  he 
hoped  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
production  of  the  papers. 
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Motion  mailo,  and  Question  proposed, — 

**  That  an  huniblo  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleas- 
ed to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this 
House,  Copies  of  all  Correspondence,  Judge's 
Notes,  or  other  Papers,  on  tho  following  subjects, 
or  any  of  them  : — 

"  1.  The  resignation  of  the  Justiceship  of  the 
Peace  for  Hong  Kong,  by  Mr.  Thomas  Chisholm 
Anstey,  sent  in  to  the  Local  Government  on  the 
Idth  day  of  May,  1868. 

"  2.  His  suspension  on  the  7th  day  of  August, 
1858,  from  the  Attorney  Generalship  of  the  Colony 
of  Hong  Kong,  and  from  the  office  of  Counsel  to 
the  Superintendenoy  of  Trade  in  China. 

"  3.  The  case  of  the  Queen  v.  Tarrant  for  Libel, 
tried  at  the  November  Sessions  ^1858)  of  the  Hong 
Kong  Supreme  Court  (Criminal  side). 

"  4.  The  charge  of  alleged  complicity  of  Mr. 
Caldwell,  J.  P.  and  Protector  of  Chinese  at  Hong 
Kong,  with  Hong  Kong  pirates. 

*'  6.  The  charges  miuie  against  the  acting  Co- 
lonial Secretary  (Dr.  Bridges)  with  reference  to 
the  foregoing  subjects,  and  also  the  opium  &rm 
monopoly. 

"  6.  The  charges  made  against  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Hong  Kong  (Colonel  Caine)  and  his 
Chinese  Comprador,  with  reference  to  extortion 
and  bribe-taking,  in  the  years  1846  and  1848. 

"  7.  The  proceedings  against  Mr.  May,  Super- 
intendent of  Police  at  Hong  Kong,  Mr.  Tarrant, 
Registrar  of  Deeds  there,  and  the  Police  Court 
Interpreter  Tong  Akou,  and  the  dismissal  of  tho 
Polioe  Court  Interpreter  Assam,  for  having  seve- 
rally given  evidence  against  the  said  parties,  or 
any  of  them. 

"  8.  llio  Imperial  regulations  (if  any)  by  which 
the  several  suspensions  or  removals  before  men- 
tioned were  authorized." 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  did  not  understand  it  to  be  the 
object  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  raise  any  discussion  on  tho  subject,  as 
that  could  only  take  place  satisfactorily 
after  the  papers  which  were  now  called  for 
had  been  placed  before  the  House.  The 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  twofold  in  its  naturo,  and  he 
thought  these  two  questions  ought  to  be 
kept  distinct.  One  was  with  regard  to  the 
propriety  of  Mr.  Chisholm  Anstey 's  sus- 
pension from  the  office  of  Attorney  Gene- 
ral of  Hong  Kong,  and  of  its  confirmation 
by  the  late  Go?emment ;  and  the  other  was 
with  regard  to  the  gra?e  and  serious  charges 
against  Mr.  Caldwell  and  other  officials  in 
the  colony.  The  Governor  and  Executive 
Council  had  suspended  Mr.  Anstey  from 
the  office  of  Attorney  General,  and  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
had  confirmed  the  suspension.  No  doubt 
the  Government  had  refused  to  commu- 
nicate to  Mr.  Anstey  tho  grounds  upon 
which  that  decision  was  arrived  at,  because 
they  could  not  do  so  without,  in  fact,  corn- 
ier. Edwin  James 


municating  the  despatch  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  tho  Governor  of  Hong 
Kong.  If  Mr.  Anstey  had  remained  in 
the  colony,  no  doubt  that  despatch,  or 
its  substance,  would  have  been  communi- 
cated to  him  ;  but  he  had  left,  and  it  was 
thought  not  advisable  to  commuuicate  it  to 
him  in  tho  absence  and  behind  the  back  of 
the  Governor.  Sir  John  Bowriog  had, 
however,  now  arrived  in  this  country,  and 
his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colo- 
nial Office  was  now  ready  to  convey  the 
substance  of  the  despatch  to  Mr.  Anstey, 
and  to  receive  any  observations  which  he 
might  have  to  make  upon  it.  With  reapeel 
to  the  charges  brought  by  Mr.  Anstej 
against  other  officials  at  Hong  Kong,  and 
especially  against  Mr.  Caldwell,  the  late 
Government  were  of  opinion  that  thegraTer 
and  more  serious  portion  of  those  charges 
had  broken  down  before  the  Commission  of 
inquiry ;  but  at  the  same  time  they  felt  that 
quite  enough  had  been  disclosed  in  the 
course  of  the  inquiry  not  only  to  warrant, 
but  to  require,  a  strict  and  searching  !&• 
vestigation  to  be  conducted  upon  the  spot. 
In  that  view  the  present  Government  con- 
curred. A  new  Governor  was  ahout  to 
proceed  to  Hong  Kong — a  gentleman  who 
had  already  done  good  service  in  another 
colony,  but  was  entirely  unconnected  with 
Ilong  Kong  or  with  any  of  the  anarreb 
which  had  unfortunately  arisen,  and  a  new 
Attorney  General,  Mr.  Adams,  will  also 
soon  arrive  there.  The  Governor  woaM 
be  instructed  to  institute  a  rigorous  inquiry 
into  the  whole  system  at  Hong  Kong,  and 
into  the  conduct  of  the  parties  against 
whom  charges  had  been  brought*  He 
trusted  this  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  With  respeet 
to  the  papers,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  had  no  wish  to  keep  baek 
from  the  public  anything  which  oonU 
throw  a  light  upon  all  these  transactions, 
but'  his  noble  Friend  had  yet  found  it 
utterly  impossible  to  make  himself  master 
of  tho  whole  mass  of  correspondence.  Hia 
noble  Friend  was,  however,  prepared  to 
give  all  information  which  a  sense  of  puUio 
duty  would  allow,  and  he  (Mr.  Forteseoe) 
would  undertake  to  communicate  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  within  a  fort- 
night as  to  what  papers  should  be  prodneed. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  hoped  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  present. 

Mr.  EDWIN  JAMES  thought  the  re- 
quest  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  reason- 
able one,  and  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wMdrenon* 


i061 


CMl  Seririee 


{July  12,  1859  { 


Oommurion. 


1062 


MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  BILL. 
LEAVE.      FIRST   REDAING. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  moved  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  regulating  municipal 
corporations.  By  the  Municipal  Reform 
Act  all  advowsons  belonging  to  the  corpo- 
rations were  to  be  sold,  and  until  this  was 
done,  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  had  the 
appointment.  Notwithstanding  this  mem- 
bers of  corporajons  were  still  required  to 
make  the  ('ec^aration  that  they  would  do 
nothing  injurious  to  the  Church.  It  should 
be  left  to  their  fellow-townsmen  to  say 
whether  the  moral  character  of  men  en- 
titled them  to  become  corporators  without 
requiring  any  declaration  from  them. 

Mr.  BAINES  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  that  as 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  amend  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act, 
he  begged  to  call  attention  to  the  fact, 
that  the  municipal  franchise  had  to  a  great 
extent  fallen  into  the  hands  of  a  class  of 
persons  who  were  not  able  themselves  to 
pay  their  rates. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  in  as- 
senting to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  enter- 
tained serious  doubts  whether  the  altera- 
tions proposed  ought  to  be  made,  and  whe- 
ther there  would  be  sufficient  time  for  the 
consideration  of  any  material  change  in  the 
existing  law  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session.  As  he  understood  the  matter  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed,  first,  to  alter 
the  settlement  which  was  come  to  when 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts  were  re- 
pealed. When  the  Bill  came  to  a  second 
reading  the  hon.  Gentleman  might,  per- 
haps, be  able  to  show  ground  for  the 
change  he  proposed  ;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  it  involved  tho  alteration 
of  a  measure  which  underwent  much  con- 
sideration at  the  time,  and  was  in  the 
nature  of  an  agreement  between  different 
parties  in  the  State. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  with- 
draw from  the  Bill  the  clauses  relating  to 
that  subject. 

Sib  GEORGE  LEWIS :  In  that  ease 
he  would  only  say  that  the  other  part  of 
the  Bill  would  receive  the  oonsideratioti  of 
the  Government. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  for  the  Regulation  of 
Municipal  Corporations  in  EnffUnd  and  Wales, 
ordered  to  bo  brouffht  in  by  Mr.  Hadfixld,  Sir 
Morton  Pbto,  Mr.  Kieseaw,  and  Mr.  Bainbs. 

Bill  presented  and  read  1^ 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
ADDRESS  MOVED. 


Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  rose  to 
move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  ffraciously 
pleased  to  instruct  the  Civil  Service  Ezaminen 
that  all  penoni  who  entered  any  seryioe  or  pro- 
fession prior  to  the  21  at  day  of  Maj,  18^5,  to 
which  service  or  profession  the  present  system  of 
examinations  is  applicable,  shall  be  considered 
eligible  for  promotion  without  being  subjected  to 
any  examination ." 

He  trusted  that  a  proposition  so  just  and 
equitable  would  not  meet  with  any  opposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  House.  He  had 
fixed  upon  the  date  of  tho  21st  of  May, 
beeause  that  was  the  day  on  which  the 
Order  in  Council  was  issued,  which  ap- 
pointed the  Commissioners  for  conducting 
the  examination  of  young  men  who  were 
candidates  for  employment  in  the  public 
service.  Now,  so  much  hardship  haa  been 
occasioned  by  the  severe  manner  in  which 
the  principle  of  examination  had  been  car- 
ried out,  that  he  was  sure  that  when  the 
House  was  aware  of  the  facts,  they  would 
gladly  accede  to  his  Motion.  He  might 
state  case  upon  case  of  young  men  who 
had  entered  different  public  offices  as  tem- 
porary clerks,  three,  four,  or  ^ye  years 
previous  to  the  Order  in  Council,  and  who, 
subsequent  to  1855,  on  their  being  ap- 
pointed to  permanent  clerkships,  had  been 
put  in  competition  with  other  gentlemen 
who  had  the  advantage  of  having  recently 
left  school.  The  consequence  was  that 
they,  though  not  inefficient,  but  because 
they  had  a  smaller  number  of  marks  than 
the  gentlemen  they  were  put  in  competi- 
tion with,  lost  their  promotion  and  were 
compelled  to  leave  the  service  they  had  se- 
lected at  an  age  when  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  engage  in  a  new  profession.  It 
was  desirable  not  to  state  names  publicly, 
but  he  was  prepared  to  communicate  them 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  One 
case  had  been  brought  to  his  knowledge 
that  day.  It  was  the  case  of  an  officer 
who  had  conferred  very  great  and  eminent 
serrices  on  this  country,  and  whose  son 
had  been  put  into  one  of  the  public  offices 
about  nine  years  ago  as  a  temporary  clerk. 
Last  year  this  gentleman's  son  wont  up 
for  examination,  and,  having  three  or  four 
other  gentlemen  appointed  to  compete  with 
him,  he  was  defeated,  and  was,  he  believ- 
ed, out  of  the  profession  at  the  present 
moment.  He  had  received  yesterday  a 
letter,  in  which  the  writer  called  attention 
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be  bap|i;  to  coiiimuniciitc  to  i!iQ  C!i 
of  llie  Exchequer  privately,  if  it  were  re- 
([uired,  pressed  upon  him  the  vast  impor- 
tance of  his  present  Motion,  as  on  its  huo- 
cess  depended  the  hopes  of  mtmj  intelli- 
gent and  well-educated  jonth,  who  were 
well  fitted  for  and  tried  in  the  service,  and 
directed  his  attention  to  the  position  in 
which  those  joung  gentlemen  found  them- 
aelves  placed,  with  m&ny  others  similarly 
situated.  In  one  instance,  the  writer  pro* 
cecded  to  say,  a  gentleman  entered  the 
Admiralty  as  temporary  clerk  in  July, 
1854,  during  the  pressure  of  business  con- 
sequent on  the  late  war  ;  be  was  con- 
stantly employed,  and  in  some  months 
until  such  a  late  hour  of  the  evening,  that 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  devote  time  to 
the  stodies  which  tbe  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners required ;  and  now  he  found 
that  owing  to  the  competition  coming  into 
operation,  which  be  never  dreamt  of  when 
he  entered  the  service,  he  had  been  passed 
over  again  and  again,  simply  because  his 
school  knowledge  oould  not  be  so  rapidly 
displayed  in  examination  as  that  of  com- 
petitors. He  would  mention  another  case 
of  equal  hardship.  A  gentleman  had  been 
eight  years  in  one  office,  when  he  was  pro- 
moted to  another.  This  was  only  a  fair 
step  of  promotion  after  his  previous  period 
of  hard  work;  but,  not  having  had  the  op- 
portunity, like  his  competitors,  of  getting 
up  the  information  which  was  acceptable 
to  the  Commissioners,  ho  lost  in  the  com- 
petition, and  was  thrown  ont  of  the  pro- 
fession. It  might  be  said  that  temporary 
clerks  were  not  on  the  establishment ;  bnt 
if  that  were  so  it  ought  to  be  publicly 
stated,  that  people  might  know  on  what 
terms  their  relatives  entered  the  public 
service.  He  would  take  the  case  of  en 
unpaid  attachi,  whom  no  one  could  say 
was  not  in  the  public  service.  There  were 
among  the  class  of  unpaid  attachig  gentle- 
men who  had  worked  hard  for  seven,  eight, 
or  nine  years,  who  had  been  sent  to  un- 
healthy climates,  and  who  were  not  aware 
at  the  time  of  their  appointments  that  be- 
fore tliey  were  promoted  they  would  he 
subjected  to  a  stringent  examination.  Had 
they  beon  aware  when  they  entered  the 
service  that  they  would  bo  required  to  sub- 
mit to  such  an  ordeal,  they  might  have 
chosen  some  other  profession;  but  now,  if 
they  failed  in  passing  the  examination, 
they  would  bo  thrown  out  of  the  public 
ifr.  Bailtie  Cochraw 


to  adopt  any  other  profeuion.  Now, 
was  not  speaking  in  ft  spirit  of  hotti- 
lity  to  the  system  of  axamination  — od 
tho  contrary,  he  thought  it  moat  fortu- 
nate for  the  country  that — though  so  late 
as  1855 — a  system  of  publio  examinatioi 
should  at  length  have  been  inititnted  for 
tho  military  and  civil  servioes.  No  one 
who  read  the  Reporta  of  the  ExomiiMn 
could  fail  to  appreciate  tbe  eondnet  of 
those  gentlemen  who  had  maiDtained  iba 
necessity  of  a  system  of  ezaniiaatioo.  Oa 
the  first  examination,  in  anawer  to  some  of 
the  questions,  the  following  anawara  wen 
given: — That  the  Roman  walla  in  Eof- 
land  were  built  to  keep  the  Tortart  fnn 
invading  tho  oountry,  and  were  so  tliiek 
that  two  cai.iag'  :  ooald  be  driren abraoit; 
that  the  great  plot  whiob  waa  diacoTored  b 
the  year  1678  was  the  South  Sea  Kbenw; 
thatWilllam  Wallace  iaradedBnglandio  tho 
reign  of  Henry  YIII.  ;  that  tbe  battieof 
Baraet  was  between  Cromwall  and  Cbaihs 
I.,  Culloden  between  the  Earl  of  Leicester 
and  Edward  IT.,  and  Uarston  Hoar  be- 
tween Bmce  and  Edward  IV.  ;  that  Hu- 
seilles  is  a  town  upon  the  Bbiue ;  tlst 
Germany  is  in  the  Cfatpian  Sea ;  that  tba 
Thames  rises  in  the  German  Ooean  i  thai 
Zante  is  tbe  kingdom  moat  reoenti*  added 
to  Europe  ;  and  that  the  Isle  of  Wight  ii 
a  part  of  Scotland.  It  waa  quite  inaoe- 
ceivable  how  gentlemen  conld  hare  ventiu- 
ed  to  go  op  for  examination  to  give— udIsh 
in  joke — sach  extraordinary  answero.  Hi 
thought,  however,  that  manj  of  tbe  qscr 
tions  which  were  put  ware  seareolj  hu  la 
the  candidates.  He  would  read  to  dt 
House  some  of  the  question!  pnt  to  peniM 
who  were  applying  for  admiuioD  to  tba 
Irish  police  force : — 

"  Explain  fuUf  tho  mAODlnf  of  tbe  fcUownf 
googTKphicftl  terms : — ■  Pcniniala,'  ■  pmmoatMTi 
■estuary,'  'delta,'  'plateau,'  ■  watanhed,' sai 
giro  three  instanoM  i^eaoh.  Dsporibe  ths  po^ 
tion  of  the  following  plooet : — SL  HelMas,  8t 
Albace.  Corfu,  Toronto,  Sallibniy,  fliiiiwilms. 
Agri,  Vienna,  InToror;,  Singopora,  Stitlfil^CMtk 
Killali,  Mecmt,  EoitiDgs,  Owhr^M^  iMi  a 
geographical  descrfptiOD  of  onj  od*  Willi)  I J  tf 
Ancient  Europe,  italing  ita  boandatia^  plg«Hl 
fenturea,  product*,  nisnnfiwiturei,  dMMMt  sil 
principal  lowni." 

Now,  he  thought  it  would  be  admitted  itX 
thcBo  questions  were  scarcely  leas  absurd 
than  llio  answers  ha  bad  previously  read  i 
and  however  desirable  it  night  be  that  tfai< 
kind  of  knowledge  sboDKi  bjj  possessed  by 
a  police  constable,  he  doubted  whether  it 
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was  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  in  Ireland.  It  might  he  'so  that 
the  examinations  to  which  unpaid  aitachds 
were  subjected  were  such  as  gentlemen  in 
their  position  ought  to  be  competent  to 
pass,  but  ho  confessed  that  on  looking  over 
the  examination  papers  ho  did  not  think 
there  were  thirty  Members  of  that  House 
who  could  answer  mony  of  the  questions. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  candidates 
for  appointments  as  unpaid  attachis  were 
generally  lads  of  seventeen  or  eighteen 
years  of  age,  but  they  were  asked  such 
questions  as  these  : — 

"Explain  folly  the  nature  of  the  important 
change  that  was  introduced  in  the  tenure  of  land 
in  Prussia  in  1811,  and  its  efifects  both  present 
and  probable.  Write  a  geographical  description 
of  Dennoark,  mentioning  its  situation,  extent,  po- 
pulation, features,  mineral,  and  vegetable  pro- 
ducts. Explain  the  following  terms  : — '  Amter,' 
*  Stifler,  Folksthing  amtman,*  '  Tons  of  hardcom, 
Landsting.'  Discuss  the  most  important  political 
questions  which  have  agitated  Ireland  for  the  last 
thirty  years,  mentioning  the  enactments  they  may 
have  led  to,  and  the  eminent  men  who  have  taken 
a  prominent  part  in  connection  with  them.  What 
was  the  constitution  of  the  Ganadas  established  in 
1701  ?  Mention  the  most  important  alterations 
which  have  been  subsequently  introduced." 

Now,  though  he  himself  (Mr.  Cochrane) 
bad  studied  the  history  of  our  Colonies  to 
some  extent,  he  really  should  not  like  to 
be  called  upon  to  answer  such  questions  as 
these.  Candidates  had  also  been  required 
to  write  a  letter  to  a  friend  describing  how 
they  had  been  employed  during  the  last 
year,  and  what  were  their  hopes  of  entering 
the  civil  services.  Some  of  these  ques- 
tions really  seem  to  have  been  devised  in  a 
spirit  of  raillery  rather  than  seriously.  As 
he  had  before  said,  he  was  not  opposed  to 
the  system  of  examination,  but  he  thought 
that  if  next  year  some  hon.  Member  of  con- 
sideration and  influence  would  move  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  effect  of  these  examina- 
tions upon  different  branches  of  the  public 
services  the  investigation  might  not  be 
without  advantage.  He  thought  it  was 
very  doubtful  whether  the  result  of  these 
examinations  had  been  so  satisfactory  as 
they  were  led  to  suppose.  It  might  be  so 
that  the  Civil  Service  Examiners  were  not 
themselves  responsible  for  the  character  of 
the  examinations,  which  were  probably 
directed  by  the  Secretaries  of  State  ;  but 
he  thought  recent  circumstances  showed 
that  the  Secretaries  of  State  had  urged 
the  Examiners  not  to  render  their  exami- 
nations too  stringent  and  severe.  He 
foond  the  late  Secretary  for  War,  General 


I  Peel,  complaining  of  the  number  of  com- 
,  missions  vacant  in  the  Household  cavalry, 
the  Life  Guards,  the  cavalry  of  the  line, 
and  the  infantry,  and  stating  that  it  was 
evident  that  under  the  present  system  of 
examination  the  supply  would   not  keep 
pace  with  the  demand  ;  Lord  Malmesbury 
had  made  a  similar  complaint  with  regai^i 
to  the  Foreign  Office,  and  had  stated  that 
within  six  months  four  young  men   had 
been  rejected,  all  of  whom  he  believed  were 
fully  competent  for  the  duties  of  cUtachis, 
two  of  them  being  remarkable  for  general 
accomplishments,  and  especially  for  their 
knowledge  of  languages.     The  noble  Earl 
added  that  it  appeared  not  to  be  premature 
or    disrespectful    towards    the     Commis- 
sioners to  ask  if  they  were  not  straining 
the  cord  too  tightly,  and  if  not,  how  under 
such  a  system  the  Queen *s  service  in  di- 
plomacy was  to  be  recruited  and  carred  on. 
Although  he  (Mr.  Cochrane)  thought  some 
examination  was  necessary  for  these  posi- 
tions previously  to  1855,  he  feared  they 
had  rushed  into  an  extreme  in  the  opposite 
direction.     He  might  remind  the  House 
that,  under  the  old  system,  the  character 
of  their  diplomatic  agents  had  not  been  in- 
ferior to  that  of  the  diplomatists  of  any 
country.     He  need    only    mention    suoh 
names  as  those  of  Lord  Ponsonby,  Lord 
Stratford  de  Redcliffe,  Lord  Cowley,  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer,    Lord   Napier,   and    Lord 
Lyons.     They   could  not  forget,   either, 
that  previous  to  the  institution  of  exami- 
nations for  commissions  in  the   military 
service,  the  officers  both  of  our  army  and 
navy,  though  they  had  never  undergone 
this  examination,  had  never  failed  to  vin* 
dioate  the  national  honour.    He  only  asked 
the  House  and  the  Government  to  do  jus- 
tice to  a  most  deserving  class  of  young 
men  who  had  entered  the  public  service 
previously  to  the  introduction  of  examina- 
tions, by  agreeing  that  the  new  regulations 
should  not  nave  a  retrospective  effect. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleas- 
ed to  instruct  the  Civil  Seryice  Examiners  that 
all  persons  who  entered  any  senrico  or  profession 
prior  to  the  21st  day  of  May.  1S55,  to  which  ser- 
▼ioe  or  profession  the  present  system  of  examina- 
tions is  applicable,  shall  be  considered  eligible  for 
promotion  without  being  subjected  to  any  examin- 
ation." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  My  hon.  Friend  who  has  sub- 
mitted this  Motion  has  very  ingeniously 
stated  that  a  considerable  portion  uf  ids 
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'■  municating  the   despatch    of  tlie  Seen- 
Motion  niatle,  and  Question  proposed,—    ^^^y  ^f  5^1^^^  to  the   GoTemor  of  Donf 

"  Tlmt  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Ilcr    Kong.     If  Mr.   Anstey  had  remained  ia 
Majesty,  imiyiiiortlint  She  will  be ^naciously  pleas-    the    colony,  no    doubt    that    despatch,  or 

ed  to  give  direetions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  ;  ^^  gubstauce,  would  haTO  been  commom. 


House,  Copies  of  all  Correspondence,  Judge's 
Notes,  or  other  Papers,  on  tho  following  subjects, 
or  any  of  them  : — 

"  1.  The  resignation  of  the  Justiceship  of  the 
Peace  for  llong  Kong,  by  Mr.  Thomas  Chisholm 
Anstey,  sent  in  to  the  Local  Grovemment  on  the 
18th  day  of  May,  1858. 

**  2.  Ilia  suspension  on  the  7th  day  of  August, 
1858,  firom  tho  Attomoy  Generalship  of  the  Colony 
of  Hong  Kong,  and  from  tho  office  of  Gounael  to 
the  Superin tendency  of  Trade  in  China. 

'*  3.  The  case  of  the  Queen  v.  Tarrant  for  Libel, 
tried  at  the  Noyember  Sessions  ^1868)  of  the  Hong 
Kong  Supreme  Court  (Criminal  side). 

''  4.  The  charge  of  alleged  complicity  of  Mr. 
Caldwell,  J.  P.  and  Protector  of  Chinese  at  Hong 
Kong,  with  Hong  Kong  pirates. 

**  5.  The  charges  nuule  against  the  acting  Co- 
lonial Secretary  (Dr.  Bridges)  with  reference  to 
the  foregoing  subjects,  and  also  the  opium  farm 
monopoly. 

"  6.  The  charges  made  against  the  Lieutenant 
GoTcmor  of  Hong  Kong  (Colonel  Caine)  and  his 
Chinese  Comprador,  with  reference  to  extortion 
and  bribe-taking,  in  the  years  1846  and  1848. 

"  7.  The  proceedings  against  Mr.  May,  Super- 
intendent of  Police  at  Hong  Kong,  Mr.  Tarrant, 
Registrar  of  Deeds  there,  and  the  Police  Court 
Interpreter  Tong  Akou,  and  the  dismissal  of  the 
Police  Court  Interpreter  Assam,  for  having  seve- 
rally given  evidence  against  the  said  parties,  or 
any  of  them. 

"  8.  Tho  Imperial  regulations  (if  any)  by  which 
the  several  suspensions  or  removals  before  men- 
tioned were  authorized." 

Me.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  did  not  understand  it  to  be  the 
object  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  raise  any  discussion  on  tho  subject,  as 
that  could  only  take  place  satisfactorily 
after  the  papers  which  were  now  called  for 
had  been  placed  before  the  House.  The 
questiou  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  twofold  in  its  nature,  and  he 
thought  these  two  questions  ought  to  be 
kept  distinct.  One  was  with  regard  to  the 
propriety  of  Mr.  Chisholm  Anstey 's  sus- 
pension from  the  office  of  Attorney  Gene- 
ral of  Hong  Kong,  and  of  its  confirmation 
by  the  late  Goyernment ;  and  the  other  was 
with  regard  to  the  grave  and  serious  charges 
against  Mr.  Caldwell  and  other  officials  in 
the  colony.  The  Go?ernor  and  Executive 
Council  bad  suspended  Mr.  Anstey  from 
the  office  of  Attorney  General,  and  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonics 
had  confirmed  the  suspension.  No  doubt 
tho  Government  had  refused  to  commu- 
nicate to  Mr.  Anstey  the  grounds  upon 
which  that  decision  was  arrived  at,  because 
tbey  could  not  do  so  without,  in  fact,  com- 1 

Mr.  Edwin  James  ^ 


cated  to  him  ;  but  he  had  left*  and  it  wu 
thought  not  advisable  to  communicate  it  tt 
him  in  tho  absence  and  behind  the  back  of 
the  Governor.  Sir  John  Bowriog  kad, 
however,  now  arrived  in  thia  conntrj,  ud 
his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Cob- 
nial  Office  was  now  readr  to  convey  the 
substance  of  the  despatch  to  Mr.  Anstej, 
and  to  receive  anj  obaeirations  which  b 
might  have  to  Biake  upon  it.  With  nspset 
to  the  charges  brought  hj  ICr.  Anitaj 
against  other  offieiala  at  Hong  Kong,  uid 
especially  against  Mr.  Caldwell,  the  hte 
Government  were  of  opinion  that  thegnm 
and  more  serious  portion  of  those  ^iugH 
had  broken  down  before  the  CommiMiosrf 
inquiry ;  but  at  the  same  time  thej  Mt  tbit 
quite  enough  had  been  disclosed  in  tk 
course  of  Uie  inquiry  not  only  to  wsiis4 
but  to  require,  a  strict  and  aearehingifr 
vestigation  to  be  conducted  upon  the  wffH 
In  that  view  the  present  GoTenunent  e» 
curred.  A  new  GoTcmor  was  abost  ti 
proceed  to  Hong  Kong— -«  genilenMUi  ike 
bad  already  done  good  aerrice  ia  snoAer 
colony,  but  was  entirely  unconneeied  wiA 
Hong  Kong  or  with  any  of  the  ousmli 
which  had  unfortunately  arisen,  and  s  sat 
Attorney  Geuera1»  Mr.  Adams,  will  she 
soon  arrive  there.  The  GoTonor  wasU 
be  instructed  to  institute  a  rigorous  iaqvn 
into  the  whole  system  at  Hong  KcDg^  asi 
into  the  conduct  of  the  parties  sgsisrt 
whom  charges  had  been  brom;ht.  Bs 
trusted  this  would  be  satiafaetwy  to  tki 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  With  rsapert 
to  the  papers,  the  Seoretaij  of  Stats  iv 
the  Colonies  had  no  wish  to  ke^  bsdt 
from  the  public  anything  which  cssU 
throw  a  light  upon  all  tbeae  trsnssiitiMi 
but'  his  noble  Triend  had  yet  feaad  il 
utterly  impossible  to  Siake  himsolf  msiM 
of  tho  whole  mass  of  correopondeneeb  Hii 
noble  Friend  was,  bowever,  prqparsd  to 
give  all  information  which  a  sense  of  psUs 
duty  would  sllow»  and  he  (Mr.  fortssasi) 
would  undertake  to  commonieate  with  Aa 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  within  a  Mr^ 
night  as  to  what  papers  should  be  psdasai 
Under  these  ciroumstances  he  hoped  ha 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  prssesi 
Mr.  EDWIN  JA^"SS  thought  tbe  is- 


quest  of  the  hon.  G 
able  one,  and  woula  w    idraw  hki  MstiWi 
Motion,  by  leave. 
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MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  BILL. 
LEAVE.      FIRST  REDAING. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  moved  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  regulating  municipal 
corporations.  By  the  Municipal  Reform 
Act  all  advowBons  helonging  to  the  corpo- 
rations were  to  bo  sold,  and  until  this  was 
done,  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  had  the 
appointment.  Notwithstanding  this  mem- 
bers of  corporations  were  still  required  to 
make  the  ('ec^aration  that  they  would  do 
nothing  injurious  to  the  Church.  It  should 
be  left  to  their  fellow-townsmen  to  say 
whether  the  moral  character  of  men  en- 
titled them  to  become  corporators  without 
requiring  any  declaration  from  them. 

Mr.  BAINES  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  that  as 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  amend  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act, 
he  begged  to  call  attention  to  the  fact, 
that  the  municipal  franchise  had  to  a  great 
extent  fallen  into  the  hands  of  a  class  of 
persons  who  were  not  able  themselves  to 
pay  their  rates. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  in  as- 
senting to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  enter- 
tained serious  doubts  whether  the  altera- 
tions proposed  ought  to  be  made,  and  whe- 
ther there  would  be  sufficient  time  for  the 
consideration  of  any  material  change  in  the 
existing  law  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session.  As  he  understood  the  matter  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed,  first,  to  alter 
the  settlement  which  was  come  to  when 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts  were  re- 
pealed. When  the  Bill  came  to  a  second 
reading  the  hon.  Gentleman  might,  per- 
haps, be  able  to  show  ground  for  the 
change  he  proposed ;  hut  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  it  involved  the  alteration 
of  a  measure  which  underwent  much  con- 
sideration at  the  time,  and  was  in  the 
nature  of  an  agreement  between  different 
parties  in  the  State. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  with- 
draw from  the  Bill  the  clauses  relating  to 
that  subject. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS :  In  that  ease 
he  would  only  say  that  the  other  part  of 
the  Bill  would  receive  the  consideration  of 
the  Government. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  to  amend  tbo  Law  for  the  Regulation  of 
Municipal  Corporations  m  England  and  Wales, 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hadfixld,  Sir 
Morton  Pbto,  Mr.  Rsbshaw,  and  Mr.  Bainss. 

Bill  presented  and  read  1^ 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
ADDRESS  MOVED. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  rose  to 
move — 

"  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  instruct  the  Civil  Service  Ezaminen 
that  all  penoni  who  entered  any  seryice  or  pro- 
fession prior  to  the  21st  day  of  May,  18^5,  to 
which  service  or  profession  the  present  system  of 
examinations  is  applicable,  shall  be  considered 
eligible  for  promotion  without  being  subjected  to 
any  examination." 

He  trusted  that  a  proposition  so  just  and 
equitable  would  not  meet  with  any  opposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  House.  He  had 
fixed  upon  the  date  of  tho  21st  of  May, 
because  that  was  the  day  on  which  the 
Order  in  Council  was  issued,  which  ap- 
pointed the  Commissioners  for  conducting 
the  examination  of  young  men  who  were 
candidates  for  employment  in  the  public 
service.  Now,  so  much  hardship  haa  been 
occasioned  by  the  severe  manner  in  which 
the  principle  of  examination  had  been  car- 
ried out,  that  he  was  sure  that  when  the 
House  was  aware  of  the  facts,  they  would 
gladly  accede  to  his  Motion.  He  might 
state  case  upon  case  of  young  men  who 
had  entered  different  public  offices  as  tem- 
porary clerks,  three,  four,  or  ^ve  years 
previous  to  the  Order  in  Council,  and  who, 
subsequent  to  1855,  on  their  being  ap- 
pointed to  permanent  clerkships,  had  been 
put  in  competition  with  other  gentlemen 
who  had  the  advantage  of  having  recently 
left  school.  The  consequence  was  that 
they,  though  not  inefficient,  but  because 
they  had  a  smaller  number  of  marks  than 
the  gentlemen  they  were  put  in  competi- 
tion with,  lost  their  promotion  and  were 
compelled  to  leave  the  service  they  had  se- 
lected at  an  age  when  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  engage  in  a  new  profession.  It 
was  desirable  not  to  state  names  publicly, 
but  he  was  prepared  to  communicate  them 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  One 
case  had  been  brought  to  his  knowledge 
that  day.  It  was  the  case  of  an  officer 
who  had  conferred  very  great  and  eminent 
services  on  this  country,  and  whose  son 
had  been  put  into  one  of  the  public  offices 
about  nine  years  ago  as  a  temporary  clerk. 
Last  year  this  gentleman's  son  wont  up 
for  examination,  and,  having  three  or  four 
other  gentlemen  appointed  to  compete  with 
him,  he  was  defeated,  and  was,  he  believ- 
ed, out  of  the  profession  at  the  present 
moment.  Ho  had  received  yesterday  a 
letter,  in  which  the  writer  called  attention 
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odI;  id  a  ttBgfl  of  tranaition — tlimt  it  doM 
not  roBt  on  the  principle  of  pnre  competi- 
tion, nor,  indeed,  upon  an;  one  given  priii> 
ciple  which  is  bo  full;  and  fsirij  brought  to 
an  iasuo  that  jon  can  oondemn  or  thtiAn 
it  hj  that  prinoifle ;  bnt  tbkt  it  ii  >  mii- 
turo  of  manj  methodi,  *ppIiMl  cceordi^ 
to  the  rarying  opinione  of  tfae  Leadi  gf 
different  DeputmeDts,  and  not  accordiag 
to  anj  rigidlj  ooDeittent  or  abatraet  nilM; 
but  operating  an  the  whole  nMfiUlj  and  it 
the  manner  in  vbioh,  in  England  at  laut, 


speech  did  not  relate  to  it ;  and  it  ii 
tcrial  that  he  Bhould  liiniBolf  havo  admitted 
thii,  because  the  same  poition  of  bis  ad- 
dresB — if  it  bo  not  jnTidions  to  draw  a  diit- 
tiuction  bctneen  different  parts  of  it- 
the  one  tbat  iraB  most  eneotiTe  and  that 
seemed  most  to  amnse  the  Honso ;  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  vm  Bnccessful  in  prorok- 
ing  the  laughter  of  hon.  Members  when  he 
recited  certain  questions  put  in  certain 
examinations.  On  the  other  hand  it  - 
important  to  recollect  that  all  this  has 
connection  whatever  with  the  Motion  n 
before  us,  As  part  of  a  general  dii 
on  the  BjBtem  of  examination  citablished 
under  the  Civil  Service  CommiBsioncrB  it 
might  bo  well  to  qtiote  such  isolated  ques- 
tioDB.  At  the  same  time  I  venture  to  re- 
mind the  Eonae  that  we  havo  been  verj 
busj  of  late  years,  and  with  great  public 
advantage,  in  urging  and  even  oompelling 
the  Universities  to  adopt  examination  where 
they  hod  not  adopted  it,  and  to  extend  it 
farther  where  it  already  existed  ;  and  few 
indeed  of  the  examinations  in  tho  Univer- 
sities, if  tested  by  particular  questions 
picked  out  ingeniously  for  the  purpose, 
and  announced  before  an  andienac  which 
necessarily  has  not  had  time  to  look  at  the 
matter  in  all  its  bearings,  would  not  pro- 
bably lead  to  the  inference  that  those  who 
had  put  them  had  been  guilty  of  great 
vant  of  judgment  and  had  pushed  tlic  sys- 
tem to  excess.  The  truth  is,  when  the 
time  comes  for  inquiring  into  the  system 
now  in  operation,  it  must  be  inquired  into 
much  more  at  large  ;  and  then  these  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Qcntleman,  which  are 
irrelevant  to  this  particular  and  limited 
Motion,  moy  bo  perfectly  germane  to  the 
discussion.  It  seems  to  mo  that  ray  hon. 
Friend  has  very  exaggerated  ideas  of  the 
hardship  or  injustice  which  has  been  done 
to  any  one  under  tho  working  of  this 
scheme  ;  and  I  think  the  time  that  has 
elapsed  since  it  was  established,  and  the 
paucity,  or  tho  almost  total  absence  of  com- 
plaints to  which  it  has  given  rise,  may 
show  that  tho  Commissioners  have  not 
been  guilty  of  that  tendency  to  overstrain 
their  system  which  he  seems  to  impute  to 
them.  Indeed,  I  for  one  am  convinced 
that  if  it  bo  true  that  its  present  working 
is  imperfect,  it  will  deserve  cousidoration 
whether  this  imperfection  is  not  owing  to 
the  very  timid  and  hesitating  manner  in 
which  the  principles  on  which  tho  Com- 
missioners wish  to  found  it  havo  been  ap- 
plied. My  hon.  Friend  knows  very  well  of  May,  1855,  did 
that  in  its  present  position  the  system  is  subjected  to  exam 
The  Ckaneeltor  of  tlte  Exchequer        ' 


be  preMBted  to  Bir 
wiU  be  jnmdM4 
Serviee  Eiai^Mn 


!nt  are  usually  settled  with  gitatw 
satisfaction  to  the  pablio  tban  they  oUw- 
wise  would  be.  I  now  cMne  to  my  boa. 
Friend's  Motion  itself.     He  morea : — 

"  That  an  hamble  AddreM  be 
M.ijcitj,   praying  that  She 
ploued  to  inatnut  the  Civil 
that  all  persons  who  entered  anr  aervlee  or  in- 
fonioD  prior  to  the  Slst  da7  of  Haf,  185f.  to 

examioB^aas  Ii  ■ppUoaUe,  diaD.  be  <wisiiWrf 
eligible  for  prcmotion  witltoat  belD(  anbJMW 
to  BDf  examiution." 

In  the  first  place  I  do  not  tbink  mj  faoe. 
Friend,  in  the  limited  gronnd  be  bu 
chosen,  has  shown  ■nSotent  reaMini  hx 
any  interference  on  the  part  of  thia  Hanw, 
and,  in  the  second  plaee,  if  the  Home  > 
to  interfere  at  all,  I  tbink  it  is  anite  dew 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  bj  a  HolioB  like 
thia.  He  will  allow  me  to  rembid  him  that, 

mght  to  di  ' 
public  abuse  which  prerailt 
pendent  examinations  were  eatabliahed,  tha 
goncral  tendeney  of  speeohea  anob  as  ik 
is  much  more  to  disoredit  the  attanpti 
made  to  cure  that  abnie  than  to  diansoit 
the  abuse  itself.  Ko  donbt  hie  iilmiBina 
aa  to  tho  necessity  of  some  examinatioa  il 
perfectly  sincere  ;  bet  it  ia  morelj  jam- 
thetical,  all  bis  energy  and  fira  baiu  ifr 
served  for  the  suppoaed  eicenaaa  gf  tk 
Commissioners,  who  are  Isboniing  nadv 
circumstances  of  no  ordfinair  diffleiiltf  to 
introduce  a  purer  system  of  iilmiidiai  to 
iho  public  service.  What,  then,  an  Ui 
grounds  for  interference?  Ha  aaaowa 
that  fair  consideration  baa  not  bean  Aan 
the  application  of  the  new  rules  to  vest- 
ed interests,  And  how  doca  ho  show  Ihst 
particular  classes  of  perEons  require  pro- 
tection ?  He  cites  two  sets  of  cases :  tint, 
that  of  persons  who  were  employed  as  tem- 
porary clcrka  in  the  pr  lie  offices  at  the 
time  when  the  Order  in  '  runcil  of  the  3!tt 
iat,  and  who  are 
beA>re  thajcaa 
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MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  BILL. 
LEAVE.      FIRST  REDAING. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  moved  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  regulating  municipal 
corporations.  By  the  Municipal  Reform 
Act  all  advowBons  belonging  to  the  corpo- 
rations were  to  bo  sold,  and  until  this  was 
done,  the  Bishop  of  the  dioceso  had  the 
appointment.  Notwithstanding  this  mem- 
bers of  corporations  were  still  required  to 
make  the  ('ec^aration  that  they  would  do 
nothing  injurious  to  the  Church.  It  should 
be  left  to  their  fellow-townsmen  to  say 
whether  the  moral  character  of  men  en- 
titled them  to  become  corporators  without 
requiring  any  declaration  from  them. 

Mr.  BAINES  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  that  as 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  amend  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act, 
he  begged  to  call  attention  to  the  fact, 
that  the  municipal  franchise  had  to  a  great 
extent  fallen  into  the  hands  of  a  class  of 
persons  who  were  not  able  themselves  to 
pay  their  rates. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  in  as- 
senting  to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  enter- 
tained serious  doubts  whether  the  altera- 
tions proposed  ought  to  be  made,  and  whe- 
ther there  would  be  sufficient  time  for  the 
consideration  of  any  material  change  in  the 
existing  law  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session.  As  he  understood  the  matter  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed,  first,  to  alter 
the  settlement  which  was  come  to  when 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts  were  re- 
pealed. When  the  Bill  came  to  a  second 
reading  the  hon.  Gentleman  might,  per- 
haps, be  able  to  show  ground  for  the 
change  he  proposed ;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  it  involved  the  alteration 
of  a  measure  which  underwent  much  con- 
sideration at  the  time,  and  was  in  the 
nature  of  an  agreement  between  different 
parties  in  the  State. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  with- 
draw from  the  Bill  the  clauses  relating  to 
that  subject. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS :  In  that  ease 
he  would  only  say  that  the  other  part  of 
the  Bill  would  receive  the  consideration  of 
the  Government. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  for  tho  Regulation  of 
Municipal  Corporations  in  England  and  Wales, 
(ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hadvuld,  Sir 
MoBTON  Pbto,  Mr.  Ksbbhaw,  and  Mr.  Bainbs. 

Bill  presented  and  read  I^ 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
ADDRESS  MOVED. 


Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  rose  to 
move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  instruct  the  Ciyil  Serrice  Examiners 
that  all  persons  who  entered  any  service  or  pro- 
fession prior  to  the  31st  day  of  Maj,  18^0,  to 
which  service  or  profession  the  present  system  of 
examinations  is  applicable,  shall  be  considered 
eligible  for  promotion  without  being  subjected  to 
any  examination ." 

He  trusted  that  a  proposition  so  just  and 
equitable  would  not  meet  with  any  opposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  House.  He  had 
fixed  upon  the  date  of  tho  21  st  of  May, 
because  that  was  the  day  on  which  the 
Order  in  Council  was  issued,  which  ap- 
pointed the  Commissioners  for  conducting 
the  examination  of  young  men  who  were 
candidates  for  employment  in  the  public 
service.  Now,  so  much  hardship  haa  been 
occasioned  by  the  severe  manner  in  which 
the  principle  of  examination  had  been  car- 
ried out,  that  he  was  sure  that  when  the 
House  was  aware  of  the  facts,  they  would 
gladly  accede  to  his  Motion.  He  might 
state  case  upon  case  of  young  men  who 
had  entered  different  public  offices  as  tem- 
porary clerks,  three,  four,  or  ^ye  years 
previous  to  the  Order  in  Council,  and  who, 
subsequent  to  1855,  on  their  being  ap- 
pointed to  permanent  clerkships,  had  been 
put  in  competition  with  other  gentlemen 
who  had  the  advantage  of  having  recently 
left  school.  The  consequence  was  that 
they,  though  not  inefficient,  but  because 
they  had  a  smaller  number  of  marks  than 
the  gentlemen  they  were  put  in  competi- 
tion with,  lost  their  promotion  and  were 
compelled  to  leave  the  service  they  had  se- 
lected at  an  age  when  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  engage  in  a  new  profession.  It 
was  desirable  not  to  state  names  publicly, 
but  he  was  prepared  to  communicate  them 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  One 
case  had  been  brought  to  his  knowledge 
that  day.  It  was  the  case  of  an  officer 
who  had  conferred  very  great  and  eminent 
services  on  this  country,  and  whose  son 
had  been  put  into  one  of  the  public  offices 
about  nine  years  ago  as  a  temporary  clerk. 
Last  year  this  gentleman's  son  wont  up 
for  examination,  and,  having  three  or  four 
other  gentlemen  appointed  to  compete  with 
him,  he  was  defeated,  and  was,  he  believ- 
ed, out  of  the  profession  at  the  present 
moment.  He  had  received  yesterday  a 
letter,  in  which  the  writer  called  attention 
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speech  did  not  relate  to  it ;  and  it  is  ma- 
terial that  he  should  himself  hare  admitted 
this,  because  the  same  portion  of  his  ad- 
dress— if  it  bo  not  inyidious  to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  different  parts  of  it — was 
the  one  that  was  most  enectiye  and  that 
seemed  most  to  amuse  the  Hoaso  ;  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  successful  in  proYok- 
ing  the  laughter  of  hon.  Members  when  he 
recited   certain  questions  put  in  certain 
examinations.      On  the  other  hand  it  is 
important  to  recollect  that  all  this  has  no 
connection  whatever  with  the  Motion  now 
before  us.    As  part  of  a  general  discussion 
on  the  system  of  examination  established 
under  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  it 
might  he  well  to  quote  such  isolated  ques- 
tions.    At  the  same  time  I  venture  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  we  have  been  very 
busy  of  late  years,  and  with  great  public 
advantage,  in  urging  and  even  compelling 
the  Universities  to  adopt  examination  where 
they  had  not  adopted  it,  and  to  extend  it 
further  where  it  already  existed  ;  and  few 
indeed  of  the  examinations  in  the  Univer- 
sities,  if   tested   by  particular  questions 
picked   out  ingeniously  for  the  purpose, 
and  announced  before  an  audience  which 
necessarily  has  not  had  time  to  look  at  the 
matter  in  all  its  bearings,  would  not  pro- 
bably lead  to  the  inference  that  those  who 
had  put  them  had  been  guilty  of  great 
want  of  judgment  and  had  pushed  the  sys- 
tem to  excess.     The  truth  is,  when  the 
time  comes  for  inquiring  into  the  system 
now  in  operation,  it  must  be  inquired  into 
much  more  at  large ;  and  then  these  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  which  are 
irrelevant  to  this   particular  and   limited 
Motion,  may  be  perfectly  germane  to  the 
discussion.     It  seems  to  me  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  very  exaggerated  ideas  of  the 
hardship  or  injustice  which  has  been  done 
to   any   one   under   the   working   of  this 
scheme  ;   and  I  think  the  time  that  has 
elapsed  since  it  was  established,  and  the 
paucity,  or  the  almost  total  absence  of  com- 
plaints  to  which  it  has  given  rise,  may 
show  that   the   Commissioners    have  not 
been  guilty  of  that  tendency  to  overstrain 
their  system  which  he  seems  to  impute  to 
them.     Indeed,  I  for  one  am  convinced 
that  if  it  bo  true  that  its  present  working 
is  imperfect,  it  will  descrvo  consideration 
whether  this  imperfection  is  not  owing  to 
the  very  timid  and  hesitating  manner  in 
which  the  principles  on  which  the  Com- 
missioners wish  to  found  it  have  been  ap- 
plied.    My  hon.  Friend  knows  very  well 
that  in  its  present  position  the  system  is 
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only  in  a  stage  of  tranaitioii— that  it  does 
not  rest  on  the  principle  of  pare  competi- 
tion, nor,  indeed,  upon  any  one  given  prin- 
ciple which  is  so  fully  and  fairly  bronght  to 
an  issue  that  you  can  condemn  or  abw^ve 
it  by  that  principle ;  bat  that  it  is  a  mix- 
ture of  manv  methoda,  applied  according 
to  the  varying  opinions  of  the  heads  <2 
different  Departments,  and  not  according 
to  any  rigidly  consistent  or  abstract  roles; 
but  operating  on  the  whole  naefollj  and  ia 
the  manner  in  which,  in  England  at  leasti 
a  great  many  practical  problems  of  Go- 
vernment are  usually  settled  with  greater 
satisfaction  to  the  public  than  thej  other- 
wise would  be.    I  now  cmne  to  mj  hoBi 
Friend's  Motion  itself.     He  moTOS  :— 

"  That  an  hmnble  Addresi  bo  presented  to  flff 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graetcmi^ 
pleased  to  instruct  the  Civil  Servioe  ExamiiMn 
that  all  personi  who  entered  any  Mrvice  or  pro- 
fession prior  to  the  2lBt  day  of  May*  1805,  to 
which  service  or  profession  the  preeent  ^fstem  of 
examinationB  is  applicable,  shall  be  eomidend 
eligible  for  promotion  withovt  being  tobjeotod 
to  any  examination." 

In  the  first  place  I  do  not  think  mj  boa. 
Friend,  in  the  limited  ground  he  has 
chosen,  has  shown  sufficient  reaaoni  for 
any  interference  on  the  part  of  thb  Home; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  if  the  Home  if 
to  interfere  at  all,  I  think  it  la  quite  dear 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  by  a  Motion  like 
this.  He  will  allow  me  to  remind  him  that, 
where  it  is  sought  to  deal  with  a  great 
public  abuse  which  prevailed  before  inde- 
pendent examinations  were  eatahliahedy  the 
general  tendency  of  apeechea  Boch  as  hii 
is  much  more  to  discredit  the  attempts 
made  to  cure  that  abuse  than  to  discredit 
the  abuse  itself.  No  doubt  his  adnuisioa 
as  to  the  necessity  of  some  examination  is 
perfectly  sincere  ;  but  it  is  merely  paren- 
thetical, all  his  energy  and  fire  Minff  rs- 
serred  for  the  supposed  ezcenses  of  the 
Commissioners,  who  are  lahonring  nnder 
circumstances  of  no  ordinanr  diffioolty  to 
introduce  a  purer  system  of  admission  to 
the  public  serTice.  What,  theop  are  his 
grounds  for  interference?  He  aasmnes 
that  fair  consideration  has  not  been  shown 
in  tho  application  of  the  new  roles  to  Test- 
ed interests.  And  how  does  he  show  that 
particular  classes  of  persons  require  pro- 
tection ?  He  cites  two  sets  of  cases ;  finC, 
that  of  persons  who  were  employed  as  tem- 
porary clerks  in  the  public  offices  at  the 
time  when  tho  Order  in  Council  of  the  2l8t 
of  May,  1855,  did  not  exist,  and  who  srs 
subjected  to  examination  heibre  th^ 
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be  appointed  permaDent  clerks ;  and,  se-  operations  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  there 
condly,  the  cases  of  gentlemen  who  were  should  be  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
appointed  to  be  unpaid  attachis  prior  to  formal  and  careful  inquiry.  The  House 
the  same  Order  in  Council,  and  who  on  pass*  itself  is  the  proper  tribunal,  and  therefore 
ing  oyer  to  the  position  of  paid  serrants  of  this  cannot  be  made  the  subject  of  an 
the  public  have  to  undergo  an  examination  appeal  to  Her  Majesty.  1  am  not  pre- 
which  did  not  exist  when  they  hecame  un-  pared  to  admit  that  there  is  any  primd 
•paid  attachSs.  Now,  1  think  neitherof  these  facie  ground  for  supposing,  much  less  for 
instances  furnishes  any  ground  for  the  in-  asserting,  that  the  declaration  of  Lord 
terference  of  this  House.  1  shall  take  first  Clarendon  is  unreasonable.  Nobody  could 
the  case  of  the  attachis^  which  will  also  ha?e  taken  a  calmer  or  more  moderate 
illustrate  the  other  remark  1  have  to  make  view  of  the  whole  subject  of  these  exami- 
— namely,  that  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  nations  than  that  noble  Lord  ;  but  he  was 
Friend  is  hardly  suited  to  the  object  he  desirous  that,  although  not  unrestrictedly 
has  in  view.  He  desires  the  House  to  competitive,  the  system  should  be  a  reality, 
pray  Her  Majesty  to  be  pleased  to  instruct  and  no  longer  a  form  or  a  screen,  and 
the  Civil  Service  Examiners  to  protect  cer-  therefore  he  said  that  unpaid  attachis 
tain  persons  against  examinations  which  should  be  examined  in  a  particular  manner, 
are  supposed  to  do  them  injustice.  It  and  also  that  paid  (Utachis  should  undergo 
would  surely  be  strange  if  Her  Majesty  |  another  examination.  Is  there  any  break- 
were  to  instruct  those  Examiners  to  dis- '  ing  of  faith  with  a  man  in  requiring  him  to 
obey  the  orders  of  Her  own  Secretary  of  i  prove  that  he  is  fit  for  the  position  he 
State.  The  Civil  Service  Examiners  have  seeks  to  occupy  ?  It  appears  to  me,  then, 
no  independent  authority  whatever  in  this  that  this  part  of  the  case,  as  a  ground  for 
matter.  Whatever  authority  they  possess  this  Motion,  is  entirely  untenable.  I  think 
is  derived  either  from  the  heads  of  Depart-  j  all  fair  regulations  to  secure  competency 
ments  —  that  is,  in  the  case  of  the  at-  \  are  applicable  to  those  who  enter  the  per- 
taeMSf  from  the  Foreign  Secretary — or  manent  service,  even  though  adopted  after 
else  from  the  Order  in  Council  passed  by  ,  they  have  entered  that  permanent  service ; 
Her  Majesty  upon  the  advice  of  the  Go-  but  here  the  case  is  that  of  persons  who  had 
vemment,  and  for  which  the  Government,  not  entered  the  permanent  service  at  all. 
as  a  whole,  are  responsible.  And  all  that  We  all  know  it  is  not  uncommon  for  young 
the  Commissioners  are  bound  to  do  is  \  men  to  become  unpaid  attachis  in  order 
strictly  to  adhere  to  the  directions  they  that  they  may  secure  a  few  months'  resi- 
have  received.  If  they  receive  orders  from  dence  under  the  most  favourable  circum- 
the  Foreign  Secretary,  on  those  orders  stances  at  a  foreign  Court,  and  this  without 
they  must  act  until  they  have  been  altered  any  intention  to  enter  the  permanent  ser- 
or  retracted  as  formally  as  they  were  origi-  *  vice.  If,  however,  they  afterwards  wished 
nally  given.  If  they  are  acting  under  the  '  to  become  paid  attaches,ihej  have  to  tinder- 
provisions  of  the  Order  in  Council,  they  must  go  an  examination  as  to  their  competency ; 
continue  to  execute  those  provisions  even,  and  the  hon.  Member  has  not  shown  that 
if  need  be,  against  the  Secretary  of  State,  such  a  condition  goes  beyond  what  is  per- 
until  Her  Majesty  has  been  advised  to  i  fectly  reasonable.  My  hon.  Friend  also 
change  what  She  was  previously  advised  I  referred  to  the  case  of  temporary  clerks^ 
to  adopt.  In  regard  to  the  attachist  then, '  and  proposed  that  they  should  have  the 
the  Civil  Service  Examiners  have  simply !  same  rights,  as  far  as  examination  was 
carried  out  the  instructions  given  by  Lord  concerned,  as  the  members  of  the  per- 
Clarendon  in  December,  1855,  nearly  four  |  manent  service.  I  do  not  think  the  House 
years  ago  ;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  the  great  will  adopt  that  proposition.  A  temporary 
bulk  of  those  then  unpaid  attachis^  and  clerk  is  that  which  his  name  declares  him 
on  whose  behalf,  if  on  behalf  of  any  one,  |  to  be.  He  has  no  right  of  succession 
complaint  might  have  been  made,  have  be-  whatever ;  he  is  employed  from  time  to 
come  paid  attaches  and  underwent  an  ex-  time  ;  the  conditions  of  the  public  com- 
amination  before  their  promotion.  The  pact  with  him  are  amply  and  literally  ful- 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  shown  that  there  filled,  and  we  are  perfectly  entitled  to  ask 
is  anything  unreasonable  in  the  direction  before  he  is  allowed  to  cross  the  threshold 
given  by  Lord  Clarendon,  nor  is  it  likely  '  of  the  permanent  service  that  he  should 
that  any  one  else  will  be  able  to  prove  it .  be  subjected  to  an  examination  in  order  to 
so.  The  matter  is  obviously  one  in  which, ;  test  his  competency.  My  hon.  Friend  al- 
before  this  House  interferes  to  qualify  the   luded  to  one  or  two  particular  cases,  bul 
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who  WM  not  responsible  for  the  delay  in 
correcting.  If  the  Motion  was  withdrawn 
he  would  be  glad  to  communicate  with  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  roebuck  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  question.  Many  most 
useless  Returns  and  Reports  were  printed 
at  a  great  expense,  and  he  would  suggest 
that  a  check  might  be  put  upon  such  ivaste 
hj  endorsing  on  each  printed  Return  the 
cost  of  the  printing. 

Mr.  WILSON:  No  doubt  such  infer- 
mation  would  be  extremely  desirable,  and 
he,  as  a  member  of  the  Printing  Commit- 
tee and  of  that  House,  would  be  very  glad 
if  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  could  be  adopted  ;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  until  it  was  known  how  many 
copies  of  a  Return  were  to  be  printed  the 
printer  would  not  bo  able  to  state  what  the 
cost  would  be. 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  said,  that  if  tlio 
Motion  stood  '*  corrected  Return,**  no 
blame  could  attach  to  the  printer. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  he  would 
withdraw  the  Motion  for  the  presentf  and 
communicate  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  subject. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toUhdraton, 

ENDOWED  SGUOOLS  BILL. 
NOMINATION  OF  CGMHITTEE. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  nominated  the  Mem- 
hers  to  serve  on  the  Select  Committee  on 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
had  endeavoured  to  select  such  names  as 
would  be  agreeable  to  both  sides  of  the 
House. 

On  the  name  of  Mr.  Dillwyn  being 
proposed. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  although  the 
Bill  extended  to  Ireland  not  a  single  Irish 
Member  was  put  on  the  list  first  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman;  and  in  his  amend- 
ed Hat  there  were  only  two  Irish  Members. 
This  objection  applied  not  only  to  this 
Committee  but  to  all  Committees,  the  Irish 
Members  not  being  fairly  represented.  On 
the  Committee  relating  to  Government  con- 
tracts with  Steam-packet  Companies  Ire- 
land was  not  fairly  represented,  much  as 
she  was  interested  in  that  question. 

Mr.  speaker  severally  put  the  names 
of  Mr.  DiLLWTN,  the  Attorney  General, 
Lord  Stanley,  and  Sir  James  Graham, 
which  were  agreed  to.  The  name  of  Mr. 
Lowe  having  been  put, 

Colonel  DUNNE  proposed  to  substitute 
the  name  of  Lord  Naas. 

Mu  Wihcn 


Mr.  DILLWYN  said*  he  bad  no  wish 
to  make  the  Committee  ezolnsiye.  At  be 
was  informed  by  a  report  of  what  took 
place  elsewhere  last  eTening  that  a  Com- 
mittee was  now  considering  the  qneatioB 
of  endowed  schools  in  Ireland*  he  should 
meet  the  objection  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  by  confining  the  operation  of  tbb 
Bill  to  Great  Britain. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  begged 
to  assure  the  Hoase  that  in  its  presest 
shape  the  Bill  did  not  extend  to  Ireland, 
and  did  not  affect  any  school  in  that  eoon- 
try  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Mb.  LONGFIELD  contended  that  Iiiak 
interests  were  distinotlj  cmbraeed  in  thii 
measure — first,  because  that  portion  of  the 
kingdom  was  not  distinctlj  ejcempted ;  se- 
condly, because  the  question  of  endowed 
schools  was  one  in  which  she  was  fitally 
interested ;  and  thirdly,  heeaase»  though 
the  operation  of  the  present  Act  might  not 
immediately  extend  to  Ireland*  it  wonld  be 
impossible  that  its  principle  oonld  long  be 
confined  to  this  country. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  inclined  to  the 
opinion  that  the  Bill,  as  at  present  worded, 
would  apply  only  to  England,  because  the 
Church  of  England  was  mentioned.  Al- 
though tho  phrase  was  not  a  legal  one,  it 
was  clear  that  the  Church  of  Bnglsnd  wai 
not  the  Church  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  LEFROY  thought  the  Bill  ss  it 
stood  would  be  general  in  its  operation ; 
and  if  it  were  to  extend  to  Ireland  he 
should  certainly  ask  for  the  same  estes- 
sion  in  favour  of  Trinity  College,  DaUai 
as  had  been  already  extended  to  OxfM 
and  Cambridge  Uniyersities. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  the  House  wodd 
easily  get  out  of  the  diffioultj  by  insertiDg 
a  clause  at  the  end  of  the  BiU,  as  was  fciy 
frequently  done  in  other  cases,  deelsn^ 
that  it  should  not  extend  to  Irdaod, 

Mr.  MMAHON  thought  that  if  thsBitt 
was  good  for  England  it  must  be  good  fa 
Ireland.  He  protested  against  this  exeep- 
tional  legislation,  and  regretted  that  tos 
hon.  Member  should  haye  consented  to  cs^ 
tail  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  get  off  the 
difficulty  of  altering  a  few  names* 

Mr.  butt  concnrred  in  thinkmg  it  ia- 
convenient  and  anomaloos  to  exelode  Irs* 
land.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  was  to 
alter  the  law  which  assumed  that  "  hooast 
and  godly  men"  meant  members  of  tbs 
Established  Church.  It  wonld  be  impos- 
sible to  sustain  a  priyileffc  in  favoor  of  tbs 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  if  Jl 
given  np  in  Bnglaadt    He 
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tho  Committee,  as  now  proposed,  should  be 
nominated,  and  two  or  three  Irish  Mem- 
bers added  on  a  future  occasion. 

Colonel  DUNNE  was  quite  ready  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  if  four  Irish  Members 
were  added. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  that  on  a  future 
day  he  would  move  the  addition  of  two 
Irish  Members. 

Colonel  DUNNE  :  Four. 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  said,  that  as  the 
Irish  Members  were  only  one-sixth  of  the 
House,  four  in  a  Committee  of  sixteen 
would  be  more  than  a  due  proportion. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  that  in  the  pre- 
sent inadequate  state  of  Irish  representa- 
tion he  would  assent  to  three  Members 
being  added. 

Select  Committee  nominated  : — 

Mr.  DiLLWTN,  Mr.  Attobnist  Gbnkbal,  Lord 
Stanley,  Sir  Jamss  Geaham,  Mr.  Lowe,  Sir  Hugh 
Cairns,  Sir  Staffobd  Nobthcote,  Mr.  Pulleb, 
Sir  Ebskike  Pebbt,  Mr.  Addeblet,  Lord  Robert 
Cbcil,  Sir  John  Pakington,  Mr.  Henbt  Aubtiv 
Bbuob,  Mr.  Hope,  and  Mr.  Baines  : — Five  to  be 
the  quorum. 

PACKET  AND  TELEGRAPHIC  CONTRACTS 

COMMITTEE. 

NOMINATION  OF   COMMITTEE. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Committee 
on  Packet  and  Telegraphic  Contracts  do 
consist  of  nineteen  members  ;  and,  in  jus- 
tification of  so  large  a  number,  I  can  only 
Baj  that  it  was  found  it  would  be  very  dif- 
ficult to  compress  this  Committee  into  the 
number  of  fifteen.  Where  various  Goyem- 
ments  have  for  a  series  of  jears  been  con- 
nected with  the  formation  of  these  con- 
tracts, it  appeared  impracticable  entirely  to 
exclude  those  who  have  been  connected 
with  office ;  and  if  they  were  to  be  in- 
cluded, it  seemed  desirable  on  the  one 
hand  to  give  them  a  representation  which 
would  be  adequate  for  a  full  elucidation  of 
the  facts,  and  on  the  other  hand  this  in- 
Tolved  the  necessity  of  a  strong  represen- 
tation of  the  independent  Members  of  the 
House.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  hope 
tlie  House  will  agree  to  the  number  which 
I  have  proposed. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  this  was  a  very 
important  inquiry,  and  ho  feared  it  was 
going  to  degenerate  into  a  party  contest. 
Nevertheless,  he  would  beg  of  the  House, 
and  especially  of  tho  members  of  whom  the 
Committee  was  about  to  bo  composed,  to 
take  iBto  its  aeriouB  eonaideration  the  Yery 
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important  principle  which  was  involved  in 
the  proposed  inquiry.     Parliamentary  Go- 
vernment was  by  some  looked  upon  as  ope- 
rose,  and  it  certainly  would  be  so  if  the 
House  of  Commons  were  to  diverge  from 
its  proper  functions  into  the  performance 
of  the  duties  of  an  Executive  Committee. 
There  were,  he  believed,  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  desired  that  this  should  be  the 
case,  and  that  tho  Committee  in  question 
should  not  merely  inquire  into  the  conduct 
of  the  lata  Administration,  but  should  call 
in  question  the  validity  of  its  acts.     If  the 
latter  oourse  were  taken,  then  would  the 
House  of  Commons  be  constituting  itself 
an  Executive  Committee,  and  for  the  pur- 
poses of  such  a  body  no  assembly  could  be 
so  entirely  unfit.     There  had  been  of  late 
in  that  House,  as  well  as  elsewhere,  avast 
outbreak  of  what  he  might  term  *'  virtue," 
and  there  was  a  bench  opposite  to  him  (the 
Treasury  Bench)  which  had  become  pecu- 
liarly distinguished  for  the  production  of 
that  article.     Its  occupants  had  all  of  a 
sudden  discovered  that  in  the  interests  of 
public  morality  the  proposed  inquiry  was 
absolutely  necessary.     Now,  he  had  no  ob* 
jection  to  that  inquiry  ;  but  he  would  put  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Qentlemanthe  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  with  whom  the  Motion 
had  originated,  what  was  really  proposed 
by  it  ?     He  put  it  to  him  as  a  statesman 
of  great  importance  and  weight,  and  as 
one  whose  opinions  about  constitutional 
government  would  hereafter  as  well  as  now 
have  great  influence,  whether  he  was  not 
doing  great  damage  to  the  cause  of  con- 
stitutional government  by  lending  the  sanc- 
tion of  his  high  authority  to  the  course 
which  was  being  taken.     It  had,  indeed, 
been  said  distinctly  that  the  object  of  the 
Motion  was  to  ^x  upon  the  late  Govern- 
ment tho  responsibility  of  their  own  acts. 
So  far  he  could  very  well  understand  its 
scope  ;  but  there  were  those  who  went  be- 
yond that,  and  who  contended  that  the  end 
sought  to  be  attained  was  to  call  in  ques- 
tion and  to  jeopardize  the  existence  of  a 
contract  to  which  the  late  Government  had 
lent  its  sanction.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Card- 
well)  appeared  to  have  seen  the  difficulty 
which  was  involved  in  the  subject,  for  in 
answer  to  a  question  which  was  put  to  him 
he  stated  very  clearly,  and,  as  he  thought, 
very  satisfactorily,  that  the  validity  of  the 
determination  of  no  Government  with  re- 
spect to  any  contract  should  be  made  a 
matter  of  discussion.     That,  however,  did 
not  seem  to  be  the  ondentanding  on  the 
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pKTt  of  the  whole  of  thoia  wlio  sat  on  thftt '.  warn  liini  sgvnct  taking  a  step  wbicb,  mik 
remarlcable  bench  whoae  momben  were  lo  |  ftll  the  ability  which  distingnialied  him,  lie 
iliBtinguiBbed  for  their  public  virtue.  Thej  :  might  not  be  able  to  ratriave.  To  pouoi 
appeared  to  call  in  queation  not  merely  iho  ,  the  splendid  qanlttiea  of  s  rheloririan  w 
conduct  of  the  previous  Government,  but ;  one  thing,  hot  to  be  a  gramt  atatesmao  * 
their  very  acts  in  that  capacity.    He  would  '  -"     •  ■ 

make  himself  understood  by  a  reference  to 
that  on  which  the  vials  of  wrath  of  these 
Tirtuous  gentlemen  had  been  ponred — the 
Galway  contract.  He  wanted  to  know 
wliether  the  occupanta  of  the  virtnona 
beach  opposite  did  not  desire,  and  intend 
locall  in  question  that  very  contract  itself? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to  adopt 
auch  a  conrse  ho  shouIO  tell  him  that  he 
was  about  to  enter  on  a  discussion  which 
would  tend  to  bring  disgrace  on  thatHouse, 
and  which  would  render  constitutional  go- 
vernment impossible.  He  could  understand 
a  policy  which  would  make  a  Ministry  re- 
■ponsihle  for  its  acts;  but  if  the  House 
were  to  proceed  to  the  extent  of  i^Hying 
that  SQch  acts  were  not  binding  until  they 
had  received  the  sanction  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, the  action  of  the  Executive  would  bo 
paralyzed,  and  to  paralyco  that  action 
would,  he  should  remind  hon.  Uembers,  be, 
at  a  time  like  the  present,  to  pursue  a  lino 
of  conduct  haiardous  to  the  country,  We 
were  entering  on  a  period  of  no  ordinary 
sravity.  Was  it  the  wish  of  hon.  Uem- 
bers that  the  Government  should  wait  to 
enter  into  contracts  to  provide  for  the  na- 
tional defence  until  they  had  first  received 
the  approval  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
If  not,  where,  he  would  ask,  was  the  line 
to  be  drawn  ?  To  make  provision  for  the 
defence  of  the  country  required  money, 
and  it  would  appear  thai  it  was  the  opinion 
of  those  who  sat  on  the  Treasury  benches 
thet  that  money  should  not  be  expended 
until  the  opinion  of  Parliament  as  to  tho 
propriety  of  that  expenditure  had  been  first 
taken.  If  that  was  tho  principle  on  which 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Bichccuer  was  prepared  to  proceed  bo 
should  tell  him  that  it  was  of  extreme 
danger  to  the  State.  Ho  should  therefore 
call  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
whether  it  was  liis  intention,  in  moving  for 
the  proposed  Committee,  to  call  in  question 
the  acts  of  tho  late  Government,  or  to 
throw  on  their  shoulders  the  responsibility 
of  a  proceeding  for  which  they  might  be 
liable  to  the  censure  of  that  House.  If 
tho  latter  were  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
object,  then  he  wos  not  disposed  to  doubt 
the  propriety  of  tho  course  which  he  had 
pursued  ;  but  if  the  former  were  the  end 
which  he  aought  to  attain,  thea  he  ahonld 


another.  For  his  own  part,  it  waa  by  the 
wisdom  of  the  atateanian,  and  not  by  the 
trumpery  sria  of  the  rhetorician  that  Im 
deaired  to  aee  the  proceedings  of  that  Hodm 
directed- 

Mr.  H'HAHOH  amid,  there  were  oalj 
two  Iriah  Hemben  on  the  list  of  the  Con- 
mittee,  while  there  wore  three  Scotch.  TIm 
aubjeot  waa  one  of  the  greatest  importaon 
to  Ireland,  and  ahe  ooght  to  bafairiyn- 
proaented.  He  traated  the  right  hon.  Ota- 
tloman  would  eonient  to  omit  at  leaat  tn 
of  the  names  in  tho  liat  and  to  aubatitiili 
for  them  the  namea  of  two  other  Iriik 
Members. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  m 
Packet  and  Telegraphic  Coatracta  do  cob. 
siat  of  nineteen  membera. 

Mb.  speaker  having  pnt  the  QneriitB 
that  Mr.  Cohden  be  one  member  of  tlw 
Committee, 

The  GHANCBLLOK  or  ths  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Men- 
ber  for  Sheffield  bad  asked  vbetlur, 
in  propoaing  the  Committee,  OoTenmoit 
meant  to  queatjoa  the  acta  of  the  late  6o- 
vernment  as  contradistinguished  tram  As 
acta  of  former  Oovemmenta.  In  teply  hi 
must  inform  the  hon.  and  learned  Uanbc 
that  he  waa  not  prepared  to  |Jace  i^ 
limitation  whatever  on  the  fuBDtiona  of  tu 
Committee,  either  as  to  the  past  or  fittn^ 
except,  of  courae,  that  which  oi^t  t* 
be  taken  for  granted,  that  they  wonid  lit 
with  the  atrioteit  rward  to  the  oblimliHi 
of  public  faith.  With  reapeet  to  the  dift- 
cult  queation  of  the  proportion  of  BcotA 
and  Irish  Membera  who  ahonld  dt  ca  As 
Committee,  he.  could  only  say  that  b« 
tliought  botli  cuuntrica  were  adequatdj 
represented.  Tliero  were  three  Scotch  atn 
two  Iriah  Mombcra  upon  it.  [An  boa. 
Membkk;  "  Only  one  Irish  Member."]  Bii 
arithmetical  faculty  seemed  to  be  already 
at  fault,  but  he  bclrcvcd  be  was  right,  aM 
he  could  assure  tlio  House  that  when  the 
Comniittoe  was  chosen  ho  hod  laboanl  | 
under  the  iinpressiou  that  thcro  won  Hut*  I 
Irish  Members  noniin.-ited.  U  might  !>»(  ! 
perhaps  be  thouglit  uiinihtuml  that  sadi 
was  the  case  t'^  -  '  d  thai  one  of  If  ~ 
names  which 
Committee  ' 
Mambec 
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whom  he  had  a  strong  recollection  in  con- 
nection with  discussions  in  reference  to 
the  distillation  of  spirits  in  hond  and  other 
questions  relating  to  Ireland,  and  though 
the  nohle  Lord  might  not  strictly  he  an 
Irish  he  might  reasonahly  he  taken  for  one. 
And,  although  he  should  not  for  a  moment 
presume  to  douht  the  affection  which  that 
nohle  Lord  entertained  for  Cockermouth, 
jet  he  was  disposed  to  helieve  that  it  was 
one  which  his  regard  for  Ireland  completely 
transcended.  He  might,  therefore,  he  re- 
garded as  effectually  representing  on  the 
Committee  the  interest  of  that  portion  of 
the  kingdom.  It  was,  he  could  assure  the 
House,  a  matter  of  no  ordinary  difficulty 
80  to  frame  the  Committee  as  that,  while 
the  opinions  of  the  different  Governments 
which  were  interested  should  have  full  ex- 
pression, adequate  provision  should,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  made  for  the  defence  of  the 
puhlic  interests.  For  his  own  part,  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  disproportion  in 
the  number  of  Members  on  the  Committee, 
representing  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land, respectively,  of  which  complamt  could 
justly  be  made  ;  and  he  trusted  that  the 
Tiews  and  opinions  of  all  parties  would  ob- 
tain a  fair  hearing,  while  there  would  be 
enough  of  independent  force  and  weight  in 
the  Committee  to  preclude  it  from  being 
regarded  as  useless,  or  its  appointment 
looked  upon  as  an  insult  to  the  public  feel- 
ing. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  that  everybody 
knew  that  this  question  had  been  brought 
forward  in  consequence  of  the  Gal  way  con- 
tract, which  many  persons  believed  to  he 
a  purely  party  transaction.  Therefore,  to 
exclude  Irish  Members,  who  were  chiefly 
interested,  would  be  unjust.  Ho  was  com- 
petent to  give  a  fair  opinion,  because  he 
represented  an  antagonistic  port  to  Galway, 
and  he  claimed  justice  for  the  whole  coun- 
try when  he  protested  against  the  syste- 
matic exclusion  of  Irish  Members  from  the 
Committee.  He  thought  there  ougiit  to 
be  fewer  Scotch  and  more  Irish  Members 
upon  it. 

Mr.  BRADY  said,  that  when  an  Irish 
subject  was  to  be  inquired  into  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  excluded  because  they  wei*e  in- 
terested, and  when  the  subject-matter  to 
be  inquired  into  related  to  England,  they 
were  excluded  because  they  were  not  in- 
terested. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  this  Committee  never  would  have 
been  called  for  if  the  Galway  guarantee 
had  not  been  granted.  There  was  a  small 
and  contracted  feeling  in  this  House  re- 


lative to  Ireland,  for  he  knew  that  there 
was  an  arrangement  whereby  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  excluded  from  Committees,  which 
was  highly  discreditable  to  the  House. 

Mr.  BEAMISH  thought,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  deal  fairly  by  the  Irish 
Members  and  place  an  equal  number  on 
the  Committee.  They  had  a  very  deep  in- 
terest in  the  question,  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  re-consider  their  de- 
cision, and  introduce  one  additional  Irish 
Member  at  least. 

Mr.  GEORGE  said,  although  there 
ought  not  to  he  any  such  number  of  Mem- 
bers interested  in  the  contract  so  as  to  in- 
fluence the  decision  of  the  Committee,  yet 
it  would  he  highly  advantageous  if  they 
had  Members  on  it  who  were  fully  acquaint- 
ed with  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
competent  to  call  witnesses  on  the  various 
points. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Mr.  GoBDBK,  Sir  Francis  Baring,  Sir  STArroRD 
NoRTHcoTB,  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr.  Corrt, 
Sir  Hbnrt  Willouohbt,  Mr.  Scholbfueld,  and 
Mr.DuNLOP  nominated  Members  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee. 

On  Motion  that  Mr.  Baxter  he  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee, 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  moved  the  omission  of 
the  hon.  Member's  name,  and  that  Mr. 
Hennessy  should  be  put  in  his  place.  He 
objected  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  because  he 
had  been  known  to  express  very  strong 
feelings  in  reference  to  the  most  important 
questions  that  would  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BRADY  seconded  the  Motion. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  Motion  could  only  he 
for  the  omission  of  the  name,  and  notice 
must  be  given  of  the  substitution  of  any 
other.  He  hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Baxter)  would  not  withdraw  his  name.  It 
was  true  he  might  have  expressed  an  opin- 
ion with  regard  to  the  Galway  contract, 
and  if  that  were  a  reason  for  taking  oif 
his  name  they  would  have  to  strike  off  the 
names  of  several  hon.  Members  who  had 
already  been  nominated.  If  the  House 
were  to  strike  off  gentlemen  who  had  ex- 
pressed such  opinions  what  were  they  to 
say  as  to  placing  upon  the  Committee  gen- 
tlemen who  were  officially  responsible  for 
having  entered  into  the  Galway  contract  ? 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  regard  the 
omission  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  name  as 
taking  away  one  of  the  titles  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  public  confidence. 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  he  was  not  aware 
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that  in  consequenco  of  having  entertained 
certain  opinions  connected  with  our  ocean 
packet  serYice  ho  was  thereby  disqualified 
from  serving  on  this  Committee.  He 
thought  the  time  had  now  oome  when  there 
was  no  necessity  whatever  for  subsidizing 
the  Galway  or  any  other  lino.  If,  how- 
ever, the  House  felt  that  having  formed  an 
opinion  against  the  system  of  larse  subsi- 
dies ought  to  prevent  a  Member  being  on 
a  Committee,  he  at  once  admitted  his  name 
had  better  be  withdrawn. 

MB.WUITESIDE  said,  he  admired  the 
candour  with  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  had  admitted  that 
his  mind  was  made  up  on  the  subject  about 
to  be  investigated.  He  complained  that 
though  every  man  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
was  in  favour  of  Galway  as  a  packet  sta- 
tion, there  was  only  one  Member  on  the 
Committee  from  that  part  of  the  country. 

Colonel  DICKSON  said,  ho  looked 
with  great  suspicion  on  this  proposal  for 
inquiry,  for  at  the  first  blush  it  appeared 
to  him  as  a  party  move  of  the  most  un- 
mistakeable  character.  He  thought  the 
late  Government  was  entitled  to  credit  for 
having  given  a  packet  station  to  Galway, 
though,  as  an  individual,  ho  held  that  they 
might  perhaps  have  sccleoted  a  more  desir- 
sble  port  in  a  part  of  the  country  with 
which  he  was  connected.  He  submitted 
that  great  injustice  had  been  done  to  Ire- 
land by  not  placing  a  fairer  proportion  of 
Irish  Members  on  the  Committee. 

Mr.  M'ldAHON  hoped  that  Mr.  Baxter 
would  assent  to  the  withdrawal  of  his  name 
from  this  Committee,  seeing  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  go  into  the  Committee  with 
his  mind  made  up. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  thought  it  very  un- 
fair that  a  Gentleman  should  be  put  upon 
this  Committee  who  had  told  them  that  his 
mind  was  made  up  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  subsidizing  these  companies. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Montrose  advocated  a  distinct  prin- 
ciple, and  that  was  wlicther  the  postal  ser- 
vice of  the  country  could  not  bo  carried  on 
without  subsidies  at  all ;  and  therefore  he 
thought  that  ho  would  be  a  very  valuable 
member  of  the  Committee  to  cross-examine 
the  witnesses  with  a  view  to  illustrate  the 
principle  he  advocated.  The  Committee 
was  not  confined  to  the  Galway  packet  con- 
tract, but  extended  to  the  general  ocean 
packet  service. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  one  charge  brought 
against  the  late  Government  was  tliat  when 
in  office  they  employed  their  power  to  sub* 
Mr.  Baxter 


sidiio  a  particular  oomfianj— or  rather  it 
was  very  broadly  insinuateu  that  they  eor- 
ruptly  exercised  their  power  for  that  par- 
pose.  Now,  the  Galway  oontract  was  not 
the  only  mail-packet  contract ;  and  he 
would  press  on  the  Committee  now  beiog 
nominated  that  there  were  other  eoDtraeti 
made  by  former  Governments  which  eoald 
also  be  inquired  into,  and  in  which  eomp- 
tion  had  been  imputed.  If  the  Committee 
should  be  at  a  losa  to  find  indiridnal  ia- 
stances  he  would  undertake  to  find  aone 
for  them.  He  trusted  that  the  Committee 
would  go  over  the  whole  of  the  contneii, 
and  that  they  would  not  confine  themielfci 
to  the  contracts  either  of  the  late  or  tbo 
present  GovernmeDt. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  that  when  he  mi 
the  first  list  of  names  it  oecnrred  to  \m 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  \»i 
made  an  unfortunate  sdeoiion.  One  d 
the  most  unsatisfactory  things  in  the  M* 
ness  of  that  House  was  that  so  smsll  a  re- 
sult followed  from  the  appointment  of  % 
Committee.  So  strong  had  been  hb  M* 
ing  on  this  subjeet  that  he  had  on  everf 
possible  occasion  abstained  from  serriBf 
on  Committees  as  much  aa  he  eonld  from 
the  belief  that  his  labour  and  time  wosM 
be  almost  thrown  awaj.  When  the  Corn- 
mil  tee  was  first  nominated  he  felt  that  it 
would  not  give  satisfaction  to  the  HoasSb  ke- 
cause  it  contained  too  manj  membeis  vbo 
were  now  in  office,  or  who  had  been  in  oiEee 
under  the  late  Government,  and  they  wosU 
both  go  into  the  Committee  Room  with  s 
disposition  to  Justify  CTery  thing  that  hil 
been  done.  The  officials  of  Ae  prasest 
Government  were  equally  well  disposed  to 
support  everything  which  had  been  dosa 
by  their  predecessors,  and  the  few  MesH 
hers  on  the  Committee  who  might  be  ssIU 
independent  would  find  themselTCS  cfsr 
borne  by  the  votes  of  those  who  wers  oas- 
ccrned  in  the  very  things  the  CoflMnittes 
had  to  inquire  into.  For  these  zeasons  k 
had  intended  to  object  to  the  ncminitiw 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the Cbsncel- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  had  proposed.  Lh 
deed,  he  believed  that  right  hon.  Gsade- 
man  had  found  out  tliat  the  Committes^ « 
ho  had  originally  composed  it,  weaUMt 
bo  agreed  to,  and  he  had  therafore  sddai 
fuur  more  names,  making  io  all  ninstaes 
members ;  and  by  so  doing  he  had  msda 
the  Committee  too  large  and  combsfsomo; 
there  would  be  twice  as  many  qaastiesi 
asked  than  necessary  for  the  pnrpoios  rf 
the  inquiry,  the  whole  thing  woold  fidi  iiii 
confusion  and  would  tam  out  a»] 
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as  the  labours  of  a  Committee  usually  were. 
If  he  (Mr.  Bright)  might  recommend  a 
course  to  be  pursued — and  which  he  should 
pursue  if  he  had  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee — it  would  be  that  the  whole 
list  should  be  rubbed  out,  and  then  that  a 
Committee  should  be  proposed  which  should 
have  upon  it  no  more  official  Members  than 
were  absolutely  necessary  for  the  complete 
elucidation  of  the  general  principles  which 
had  been  laid  down  and  acted  upon  by  the 
Treasury  in  respect  of  contracts.  He  did 
not  agree  in  thinking  that  it  was  necessary 
to  have  upon  the  Committee  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way,  or  one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Liverpool ;  indeed,  he  thought 
those  hon.  Members  ought  not  to  be  upon 
the  Committee,  because  they  knew  well 
that  they  represented  constituencies  that 
bad  a  great  interest  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  and  it  was  well  known  that  constituen- 
cies expected  their  Member  to  take  a  very 
favourable  view  of  what  promised  to  be  for 
their  interest,  and  therefore  hon.  Members 
in  such  a  position  were  indisposed  and  in- 
capacitated from  acting  honestly  and  in- 
telligently on  a  question  of  this  nature. 
He  thought  therefore  that  in  forming  a 
Committee  two  classes  of  Members  should 
always  be  avoided — Members  holding  offi- 
cial appointments  and  Members  repre- 
senting local  interests ;  and  he  felt  sure 
that  Gentlemen  belonging  to  both  sides  of 
tbe  House,  and  who  were  not  in  such  posi- 
tions, could  be  found  who  were  capable  and 
intelligent  enough  to  serve  upon  this  Com- 
mittee ;  and  the  Report  of  such  a  Com- 
mittee would  have  infinitely  more  influence, 
both  in  the  House  and  throughout  the  coun- 
try, than  a  Report  prepared  or  passed  by 
a  Committee  having  local  and  official  in- 
terests. With  regard  to  the  name  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  he 
could  not  object  to  it,  and  he  would  under- 
take to  say  that  that  hon.  Gentleman  was 
of  the  average  ability  of  the  House ;  and 
though  he  (Mr.  Bright)  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  passing  compliments,  he  would 
state  that  he  was  as  fit  to  serve  on  the 
Committee  as  most  other  men.  That  hon. 
Gentleman  had  travelled  through  America, 
and  he  had  written  a  useful  book.  He  was 
in  his  opinion  just  the  man  to  be  appointed, 
and  therefore  he  should  not  vote  for  his  ex- 
clusion. The  official  and  local  Members 
might  be  supposed  to  take  a  partial  view  of 
the  question,  and  therefore  he  should  omit 
their  names  altogether.  In  1853  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  proposing 
the  budget,  expressed  very  great  doubt 


upon  the  wisdom  of  the  enormous  expendi- 
ture incurred  in  this  subsidizing  system, 
ar.d  he  had  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  willingness  to  in- 
quire whether  it  might  not  be  reduced.  It 
was  well  known  that  they  could  not  go 
among  commercial  men  without  hearing 
something  about  these  contracts  ;  there 
was  a  universal  suspicion  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  expenditure,  if 
not  jobbing,  about  them  ;  and  to  prevent 
suspicion  arising,  the  House  ought  to  select 
a  Committee  which  should  be  as  indepen- 
dent and  as  intelligent  as  both  sides  of  the 
House  could  make  it. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  8aid,he 
he  should  certainly  urge  the  House  to  retain 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
upon  the  Committee,  and  he  did  so  for  this 
reason — this  Committee  was  to  be  appoint- 
ed for  the  wise  object  of  looking  into  the 
whole  subject  of  the  packet  contracts, 
which  was  one  that  required  the  full  atten- 
tion of  those  hon.  Members  who  might  be 
selected;  and  in  the  interest  of  the  late 
Government,  whose  conduct  had  been  at- 
tacked, he  should  demand  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  should  be  placed  on 
the  Committee.  This  inquiry  ought  not 
to  be  skin- deep,  but  fully  and  properly 
gone  into,  and  he  believed  the  more  the 
subject  was  inquired  into,  the  more  it  would 
redound  to  the  credit  and  not  discredit  of 
the  late  Government.  The  subject  was 
one  which  could  not  properly  be  discussed 
in  that  House,  but  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee;  and  if  it  were  discussed 
without  the  assistance  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Montrose,  it  might  be 
said  that  the  Committee  had  not  been  ap- 
pointed fairly,  nor  the  subject  properly 
gone  into.  This  Committee  would  have  to 
go  into  the  whole  question  as  to  what  were 
the  principles  upon  which  the  packet  con« 
tracts  were  founded,  and  they  would  have 
to  state  whether  the  Gal  way,  Dover,  and 
other  contracts  were  right  or  wrong.  He 
quite  agreed  that  the  Committee  would  be 
best  if  it  were  composed  entirely  of  non- 
official  Members;  but  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  whole  truth  was  to  be  got  out, 
they  must  have  a  certain  number  of  gen- 
tlemen who  could  bring  out  the  points  of 
the  case;  and,  therefore,  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  they  should  have  two  or  three 
Members  on  the  Committee  who  were  ac- 
quainted with  official  proceedings.  He 
felt  satisfied  with  the  appearance  of  this 
Committee  as  it  now  stood,  and  thought 
that  a  fair  inquiry  wonld  be  inBtituted» 
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which  was  all  that  the  late  Goyerument 
required. 

Sir  EDWARD  6R0GAN  wished  to 
point  ont  that  these  contracts  had  heen 
going  on  in  various  ports  and  towns  of 
England.  Up  to  the  present  momer.t  not 
one  shilling  had  been  giyen  to  Ireland,  and 
until  it  was  proposed  that  Ireland  should 
benefit  by  one  of  these  contracts  no  inquiry 
had  been  demanded.  As  soon»  however, 
as  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  assist  pri- 
vate energy  in  Ireland,  the  whole  power 
and  weight  of  English  Members  were 
brought  to  bear  against  them.  It  might 
be  prudent  that  neither  the  Members  for 
Gal  way,  Limerick,  nor  Liverpool  should 
serve,  on  the  ground  of  private  interest, 
but  the  same  objection  could  not  apply  to 
the  whole  commercial  community  of  Ire- 
land. Why  should  not  a  Member  for  Bel- 
fast and  Dublin  serve  on  the  Committee  ? 
It  was  a  matter  peculiarly  interesting  to 
Ireland,  but  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  not  such  as  to  give  satisfaction 
to  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Question  put,  **  That  Mr.  Baxter  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  said  Committee." 

The  House  ditnded  : — Ayes  135  ;  Noes 
34:  Majority  101. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Baxter  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Leicester  Vernon,  Captain  Glad- 
stone, Lord  Naas,  Mr.  Hubbard,  Mr. 
Hope,  nominated  other  Members  of  the 
said  Committee. 

On  Motion  that  Mr.  Wilson  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee, 

Mr.  HENNESSY  moved,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  name  bo  omitted,  in  order 
to  insert  the  name  of  some  Irish  Member, 
who  should  be  connected  with  Galway. 

Mr.  SCULLY  seconded  the  Motion,  de- 
claring that  the  Committee  was  not  at  all 
fairly  constituted.  There  wore  only  two 
Irish  Members,  for  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  (Lord  Naas), 
although  an  Irishman,  was  an  English 
Member.  As  well  might  the  prcsout 
Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  Fermoy) 
be  called  an  Irish  Member,  but  he  was 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Ireland  was  not 
fairly  treated,  either  in  this  Committee  or 
in  the  Cabinet,  where  there  ^vas  not  a 
single  Irishman.  The  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  although  bearing 
an  Irish  title,  was  no  more  an  Irishman 
than  the  Marquess  of  Douro  was  a  Portu  • 
guese.  He  would  reserve  for  another  oc> 
casion  remarks  on  the  constitution  of  the 
Sir  Staford  Northcote 


Irish  Government^  bat  he  iroakl  now  ob- 
serve that  the  Lord  Lieutenant*  the  Chief 
Secretary,  the  Under  Seeretarj,  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Irish   Police*  the  Chief 
Commissioner  for  the   Irish   Poor  Lawi, 
and  even  the  Commander  of  the  Foreei, 
were  none  of  them  Irishmen.     There  wii 
not  an  Irishman  at  the  hemd  of  anj  depart* 
ment  in  the  country.     He  did  not  Uame 
the  Government*  that  House*  or  Engliib- 
men  for  this  state  of  things;  hut  he  blaoMi 
Irishmen,  who  ooght  to  assert  their  on 
position  and  be  true  to  themselves.    He 
was  glad  to  think  that  there  was  a  sonoder 
feeling  springing  up  ani6ng  Irish  Memben, 
and  if  it  grew  stronger  there  would  sooi  be 
two,  three,  or  four  Irishmen  brought  inte 
the  Cabinet.      There  were  always  at  lent 
three  Scotchmen  in  the  Cabinet*  and  Seot* 
land  was  a  much  smaller  and  more  mng- 
nificant  country  even  than   Ireland;  bat 
the  Scotch  Members  nmde  their  potitioi 
felt. 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  said*  that  he*  like 
every  Member  in  the  House*  felt  great  re- 
spect for  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  wfaoee 
name  was  now  proposed*  but*  if  the  Be> 
port  of  the  Committee  was  not  to  be  i 
nullity,  the  House  should  endeavour  to  get 
a  non-offioial  and  independent  Committea 
The  Government  were  the  assailants  in  thk 
matter,  and  partly  with  a  politieal  objeet; 
and,  however  fair  Mr.  Wilson  might  be^ 
there  were  fairer  men*  as  that  ri|^t  bos. 
Gentleman  had  a  strong  politieal  and  psrtf 
bias.  Let  some  Independent  Member  be 
appointed  who  would  not  regard  the  isle* 
rests  of  faction  on  either  side^  but  only  the 
interests  of  the  empire. 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  thought  H 
of  the  utmost  importanoe  that  this  Cen- 
mittee  should  be  fairly  and  impartisDy 
constituted.  It  was  thought  desirable  to 
have  on  the  Committee  one  or  two  Meoh 
hers  connected  with  the  late  and  prasenk 
Governments,  who  might  be  able  to  dinel 
attention  to  what  those  Governments  might 
bring  before  the  Committee.  Sneh  HsM- 
hers,  however,  should  he  put*  not  on  die 
Committee,  but  in  the  witnesa^boZf  and 
then  they  could  bring  before  the  Commit- 
tee all  the  points  they  might  think  it  ds* 
sirable  to  direct  attention  to.  He  weuU 
suggest  whether  it  would  not  be  fisir  that 
the  name  of  one  of  the  Government  Hsm- 
bers  should  be  withdrawn*  and  some  Inds- 
pendent  Member  appointed  instead. 

Lord  FERMOT  said*  he  would  not  ob- 
trude himself  on  the  House ;  but  in  esMS* 
quence  of  the  observation  made  e«  UftTele 
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in  the  last  diyision  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork,  it  was  only  right  to  say 
in  reference  to  that  observation  that  there 
were  no  national  prejudices  in  the  borough 
he  had  the  honour  of  representing,  and  it 
was  an  injustice  to  his  constituents  to  say 
that  he  gave  that  vote  in  consequence  of 
their  national  prejudices.  The  vote  was 
on  the  question  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  should  be  one 
Member  of  the  Committee.  On  that  ques- 
tion he  had  voted  "  Aye/'  because  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  known  to  represent 
in  a  very  decided  manner  the  views  which 
many  persons  in  the  House  and  in  the 
country  entertained  on  this  subject.  He 
did  not  mean  by  that  vote,  however,  to  say 
that  he  approved  of  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee.  On  the  contrary,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
that  it  was  not  a  Committee  constituted 
in  a  manner  to  be  approved  of.  He  gave 
Iiis  vote  precisely  the  same  as  if  he  were 
Member  for  the  county  of  Cork,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  would  submit  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  it  was  very  invidious  that 
hon.  Members  should  be  called  on  to  vote 
for  or  against  a  particular  Member,  and  he 
thought  the  general  question  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Committee  should  be  brought 
forward.  He  would,  therefore,  recommend 
that  the  Government  should  reconsider  the 
question. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that  if 
there  was  a  sentiment  of  dissatisfaction  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  in  respect 
to  the  constitution  of  the  Committee  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  raise  that 
point  by  a  separate  Motion  rather  than  upon 
the  question  being  put  on  particular  names. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  Mr.  Wilson's 
or  Mr.  Laing's  name  should  b^  omitted  ; 
but  he' thought  it  necessary  to  point  out 
that  the  House  had  now  appointed  fourteen 
members  out  of  nineteen,  and  among  the 
fourteen  were  four  official  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  late  Government.  Under 
these  circumstances/  it  was  not  an  unfair 
or  immoderate  proposition  that  two  gentle- 
men in  office  connected  with  the  present 
Government  should  be  put  upon  the  Com- 
mittee. It  was  his  business  to  come  into 
some  £ort  of  relation  with  the  Committee, 
and  this  would  be  effected  through  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Laing),  who 
belonged  to  the  same  Department  as  him- 
self, and  with  whom  he  was  in  constant 
communication  with  respect  to  all  matters 
of  the  Department.     The  Vice-President 

VOL.  CLIV.  [third  series.] 


of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Wilson)  was 
nominated  for  the  Committee,  for  the  same 
reason  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Stamford 
(Sir  S.  Northcote)  had  been  nominated, 
because  for  many  years  he  had  been  per- 
fectly conversant  with  the  affairs  of  the 
Treasury.  The  House  did  not  seem  to 
think  that  all  official  persons  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  Committee,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  wise  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HORSFALL  quite  concurred  that 
it  was  undesirable  the  Members  for  Liver- 
pool or  for  Galway  should  be  on  the  Com- 
mittee, although  if  placed  on  it  himself  he 
should  have  endeavoured  to  do  his  duty ; 
and  he  might  observe  that  if  he  had  any 
bias  in  the  matter  it  was  in  favour  of  Ire- 
land. He  was  anxious  to  bear  his  testi- 
mony to  the  great  importance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Wilson)  being  on  the 
Committee,  as  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  better  acquainted  with  matters  of  this 
kind  than  any  other  Gentleman,  and  he 
hoped  therefore  his  name  would  be  re- 
tained. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  also  supported 
the  retention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  suggested  that,  if  hon.  Members  were 
objected  to  in  consequence  of  having  be- 
longed to  one  Government  or  the  other, 
some  hon.  Member  would  move  the  omis- 
sion of  his  name,  which  had  been  placed 
on  the  Committee  without  his  knowledge. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Mr.  Wilson  to  be  one 
other  of  the  Committee. 

On  Motion  that  Mr.  Laing  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee, 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  hoped  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  would  be  adjourned 
till  to-morrow.  The  reason  why  the  last 
Motion  was  not  opposed  by  a  vote  was  that 
he  and  some  of  his  friends  hoped  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  might  reconsider 
the  question,  and  be  ready  to  agree  to  some 
improvement  of  the  Committee  to-morrow. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  did  not  see,  considering  the  pro- 
gress they  had  made  in  appointing  the 
Committee,  in  what  way  they  could  im- 
prove it  in  the  sense  understood  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought  they  ought 
to  proceed  with  the  nomination.  The  next 
name  was  that  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  after  him  came  an  Irish 
gentleman,  to  whom  there  could  hardly  be 
any  objection. 

Mr.  SCULLY  did  not  see  any  such  dif- 
ficulty in  the  way  of  reconsidering  the  mat- 
ter as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

2  N 
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supposed.  [*<  Diriac,  diTidc  !**]  He  was  j  chequer  aueDied  to  the  M^gettioa  of  th« 
determiuod  not  to  be  slopped  \y  ike»c  in-  {  lion.  Member  for  Tooghal. 
torruptions,  wliich  nil  fame  from  the  ncigli-  i  The  CIIAXCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
bourhood  of  lh«  bar.  He  would  tnke^all  \  QUEU  said,  the  most  eoomiieiit  eoww 
sueh  interruptions  as  an  indication  I'f  a  would  be  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  cm- 
desire  to  hoar  him  at  conaiderablo  length.  ;  plain  that  there  was  an  insufieient  rep» 
Tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  eould  not  sentation  of  Irish  Members  on  the  Cm- 
see  how  it  was  possible  to  iaiprorc  the  '  niittec  should  giro  BOtico  of  a  Motioa  m 
Commit  too;  but  he  mischt  do  so  bj  addin^r  tlie  subject.  He  wonid  tken  have  tine  to 
Irish  MomlHsrs  to  it.  [**  Divide!'*]  There  reflect  upon  the  general  bearing  of  tliepn- 
ought  to  be  a  preponderance  of  non-ofiicial  \  position,  and  he  eoald  afterwards  isfam 
men  upon  the  Committee,  and  its  constitu-  .  the  Ilouse  of  the  decision  of  the  GofOfr 
tion  would  then  be  satisfactory,    lie  would  ;  ment. 

au£r9e«t  tho  addition  of  twelve  members  to  >  Motion  agreed  to;  Mr^  CmAWfom,  to 
the  Committoo.  as  it  was  one  of  great  im-  '  be  one  other  Member  of  tko  mid  Ca^ 
portanee,  and  he   remembered  tii.u  Com   |  mi t tee. 

mi t toes  upon  subiocts  of  less  impor lance  \  Motion  made,  and  Question  proponi, 
bad  been  composed  of  as  mauv  as  thirty-  \  *'  Tliat  Mr.  BAZunr  bo  c»o  other  McsdMi 
one  mcml>ers.  '  of  the  said  Committee." 

Motion  ajf^uJ  fo:  Mi.  La:ng  to  be  one        Mb.  MOXSELL  eznressed   his  reml 
othor  member  of  tho  i.*«>mn:itsee.  that   Irelscd  was   not  moro  fairlj  rept* 

Mr.  H&NUY  lly.RRr.KT  wa$  rioniin;.ted  oiic    seated  uf-on  this  Committee.     Thmcw 
other  member  of  the  snid  l  ommiiiee.  be   no   doabt  that   tho   Galway  eonOait 

On  Motion  that  Mr.  C&AWi\<S3  be  one    woidd  be  the  first  snhject  of  iu  isfssj; 

and  he  was  dcsiroos  that  the  snljectihitf 
be  fairly  and  impsrtiany  inrmtigstsd     If 


other  Member  of  the  said  Commiiieo, 

Mr.  VAXCE  <yi"J.  :!;e  Cniaj'.itee  in- 
cluded tho  ropr^-scn:axiTes  of  t«o  of  tl.c 
gnfisi  commenc'jil  eitios  ef  Enpasd.  but 
the  ct'^mmonria'.  eiiies  c:  I  re' as  J  hai  been 
ent ! nc3 V  e^e rliw/t^i .  7  iiero  w  ^  re  o: : W  i w  o 
Irish  MoxSo-'-s  on  u:e  Coaiu.ine^.  azri 
neither  o:  :*»;c:a  was  t':e  nprre*c::;ai  *e  oi 
a  crOkAt  Tvn,  or  c<:  a  itr^  m&nu:£c:cTini: 
town.  There  w*re,  :  o«-eTec.  T:T^-a  \\t 
Coaim'.su>p  ncprc>eTiUi.rcs  m'  LcsicQ  si  I 
Mj:r:C>o*:<r.  He  d«ii  k-i  c:wx  1-"»  lite 
h<«.  M^^r.ber  fee  M£scl'-.e»:e*.  iss  t^e  •>- 
t^-^rcfs*  .•:  ;"  a;  c:;r  wee*  k»  cii"tfc'v  e.:i..f-r:- 
^  w  t '.  :bc»  *i  L>env»:'.  ;r.ii  :s  it:.* 
sia»wt  i>.e  f^a»e  1*1  vj:  a*  r  ir-  r  -  ere  e-: 
the  M<r.r>f r?  :\>r  L  Terri.'. ".  cta  u^  1  .m.:- 
miuee.  lie  ";«e-.-suxi  ;:*"  a  v.\ML::i:!::oc 
cam;its?<Na  a*  :i:  s  w-w  Tr:-Tv*fv:  :.■»  l-i, 
w<«>a  i*e  vc:t  x:r.«;.*:'j*::.vT  \^  ;r^-^  J*^-*:  •• 
of  irc-kiM,  iL:'i  irjii  •:  lic  r  r: :»."<«  i^:r- 
^h«si>oa   i>e   v^aIw,'.!  i^»-.r;-i^s    3  •»■.■-  'u* 

Ms.  'B V T T  *a: .\  : \s;  -.:  ; . •?  -J : iJi^'v 'J .^r 
of  l)ie  F si^i>*iqrt-:  •,'«■•:  <*:r.5»iT:  ::  :rrj^:A« 
the  C^acwuetr  :.\Mr  ;.  rezivr. ::  ;r-M:roTf 
momberts  **«»  M  r.  1^ s : :  •:«■£< r :: r«-:  :.-£.: 
one  ^'  the  Vontiyi^  frc  ::  e  r  ;•  .•:  7  .:•  .: 
mul  «>e  *v  iht  Mcn-x^rs-  •»r  7  T.Tv»-i-x  ;^ 
oMM  ;i»  i4*e  vw«T.'  T.,;;..:  ::  e  ir  .■^..«s,st 

Cmsmiu^'^  jur^^v  ;^  a  Kf-\»"^  /.  «-f  t*^  :, 
tho  Qaywav  ciM ^.-^M'U  ; i>c  trtf-  r^  r  ',t.%lzh. 
%imt£  W  :ivs:  ,"i ,'  .-.,-•-;>.*  ,-:  :xj:i  ,■*.-.»  n-i 
hod  OM  V««  ii^-:y  nv^v>?f-;  u>iV 

teoMMfioi  if  UN-  viiaaNO'*%v  <c  iht  V-x- 


Lie  i2ee»ion  of  the  Conunittoe  shssU  k 
uiifaTosriUo  to  tho  Galwaj  csntfsst  il 
trculd  nadonbicdij  ho  tho  opinion  sf  tb 
IrLbh  pc^ople  thst  the  qnesdon  hsd  sil 
been  ceiemiaed  hjafair  iiilionsl  Uain 
uitfe  cixvaasunem  he  ihonght  the  icfsnt 
:f  ilie  ben.  Member  for  Dongai tsa  sm 
CM  uarmsonsbfe.  and  ho  motoi  ihs  a^ 
v^ras^eat  of  the  dshste. 

M:ooB  made,   snd  Qi 
**  Tnat  :Le  lAehaie  he  now 

V:scx.ryT  rALME&STON  ssid,  ki 
c-t'^.i  Tk<4  a£K«  with  those  heaL  Gcntlma 
vr.^  r  m'lira  ihit  thr  TsmmiHsii  M ■■! 
^cztLia  a  fair  aad  iaiportiBi  admCim  d 
ILi.zLi'er^  ts  ur  ibs  psiinnlsi  qnmlim d 
i:.c  0^ WLT  ccsnaetp  if  that  wmo  ths  ml^ 
f^Lt,>n  ::*:«  iaims^sted  ;  hnt  ^lilsthif 
:>.-:7:e.\  c«t  tLai  there 
:^-iT  Irisii  Mm 

•«  MX.3  ::« 

\.  £':L'i<:'r»  :c  il'tc  late  Gswenanen^  hj 

::-*    :-:iirLrt   was 

re     :i'f    7ffW'rJe«ir  of 
iJisT  ':,bi  sna^i 

o*  <     HiTii.Tr  t>e  oehsse  ;  hot  evm  if  siu 

.ML   jufjDKf  wishoE  on  a  sdhmfnsnt^J 

':  :«-i:«i«M  a^  nailcanai      "     " 

•  _ 

7tc  laat  mi^iw .    Bo 


MM 


AAa^titg 
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that  tbo  Q*MtM  wottlil  now  Kuent  to  the 
Comoiittea  nominnUil  bj  Lm  right  kon. 
FricDd  llie  ChaBcellar  of  the  Eiahcquar. 

Mh.  DISRAELI  laid,  he  had  Bepported 
the  Goveraraent  in  the  nomination  «£  tbie 
CoDimittce,  anil  he  need,  therefore.  Bcarce- 
1/  Bdj  that  ho  was  not  disposed  to  put 
t^iBDi  to  an;  unnccesBarj  trouble ;  but  he 
thought  tho  obsei'vntions  of  the  noble  Lord 
were  not  alcogethei- just.  The  noble  Lord 
bftd  saiil  tlint  the  Coiumittee  conipriied  tha 
saraot  of  some  three  or  four  Member*  of 
the  late  AdtuiniBtvation  who  were  enlirclj 
comiiiitled  to  tho  Golwaj  conlraet  and  wIm 

-  would  take  care  that  that  subject  iras  pro- 
perly dealt  witli.  It  must  be  remembered, 
kowover,  that  those  Members  of  tlia  late 
QoTeFoment  who  wero  upon  tho  Committee 
bad  a  special  duty  to  perform.  The;  hnd 
to  take  cave  that  the  question  wns  fairl; 
placed  before  the  Committee — that  there 
was  110  ivnnt  of  information — and  that  the 
Committee  ehould  bo  acquainted  sol  onl; 
with  tlie  facts,  but  with  the  opinioH  whieli 
kad  induced  the  late  CioTeniment  to  Bsnc- 
tien  the  arrangement.  Now  what  was  re- 
ytired  was  a  Committee  which  would  iu' 
Testigate  this  and  similar  tranuatioaa  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  entiBfy  the  couBti; 
that  the  inquiry  had  been  condacted  by 
impartial  persons.  The  argument  of  the 
soble  Lord  therefore  amounted  t«  nothing, 
unless  they  were  satisfied  that  there  were 
OK  the  Committee  a  certaia  number  af  in- 
dividuals who  could  not  bo  biased,  or  sup- 
posed to  be  biaBed,  by  an;  predilectione 
irhutever,  either  with  referouce  to  tho  late 
Administration,  or  any  foregone  couclu' 
sion  as  to  this  pai  ticalav  scheme,  but  who 
had  no  other  object  than  lo  arrlte  at  an 
in^artuil  and  just  concKiBion  upon  the 
merits,  lie  must  say  ho  thought  it  would 
have  been  more  sntisfactory  if  there  had 
bwQ  a  stronger  re  pre  sen  tat  ion  of  Irish 
Uembers  upon  the  Committee.  Ho  al- 
together acquittei!  the  Goveinmcnt  of  hav- 
isg  been  actuated  b;  ati;  but  the  most  fair 
aod  impartiol  iuteatlons  In  the  constitution 
of  the  Committee  ;  for  lio  know  from  ex- 
porieDCO  how  difficult  it  was  to  form  a 
Committee,  cspeclall;  upon  a.  subject  of 
this  kind,  which  could  give  entire  satisfac- 
tion.  After  tho  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  however,  he  thought  it  was  impos- 
sible lo  deny  that  there  wns  not  a  salisfoc- 
torj  representation  of  Irish  Interests  upon 

'  the  Committee,  lie  was  unnrilling  to  see 
the  names  of  any  member  of  Committee 
superseded  by  others  merely  on  tho  ground 
that  they  were  Irish  Mcmbcrst  and  he  had 


supported  the  Munes  of  the  two  hen.  Gcn- 
(lemen  who|M  name»  had  been  opposed. 
Ho  tlioBght  tfte  Comraittee  was  already 
largo  ;  but  jf,  fur  eiample,  tb*  M«k- 
ber  for  the  City  of  Doblin  nnd  a  Menber 
oue  important  port  in  the  west  of  Ire- 
land wore  also  placed  upon  it.  It  would,  he 
believed,  oa  tlia  whole  be  more  satisEaetory 
to  tho  House  and  the  country.  If  ft  pro- 
position of  that  kind  wore  made  oh  a 
proper  occasion  he  should  be  disposed  to 
ipport  it. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  what  hod  fallen  from  tho 
'^ht  hon.  Gentleman  nearly  coincided  with 
what  he  hod  liimself  snggestod  and  been 
taken  lo  task  for  mentioning.  Ho  had 
■ '  it  wouhl  ho  open  to  any  Gentleman  en 
ure  ooeasion  to  propose  an  increase  to 
the  Committee  i  and  (he  {[uarrel  with  him 
not  that  he  wonM  not  assent  It  tfa« 
lOnt  to  Biioh  an  addition  (o  its  nwn- 
,  bat  that  he  would  net  accede  to  the 
precise  proposal  and  the  particulai'  ntURes 
hich  had  been  put  before  him.  In  asking 
lor  time  he  hod  conveyed  the  Impr«mi9n 
that  he  was  acting  precipitately.     To  be 

idid  with  the  House  ho  wosM  tell  them 
fairly  where  the  diffionky  originated.  It 
origlHted  in  tho  large  official  repreamt*- 
tion  of  the  Inte  Qovemment  on  the  Oom- 
mitlee.  If,  therefore,  the  right  hon.  Ovth 
tlem«i  eppoailo,  witk  bn  strong  aense  rf 
the  neeesaity  of  adding  te>  the  Ii^sh  ele- 
meiit,  would  reduce  the  number  of  MeBri> 
hers  of  the  Isle  Goremment  from  fwB  to 
two,  then  there  would  be  two  vncftncieS) 
which  the  Gereromcnt  wowld  not  hnvo  ths 
ilighteat  objeotlon  to  fill  np  with  Irish 
Members. 

Mn.  BUTT  hod  not  a-tkcd  tho  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  lo  accede  (o  any  two 
particular  names.  He  had  given  notrce  of 
his  intention,  in  which  he  meant  to  per- 
severe, to  more  on  Thursday  that  the 
members  of  the  Committee  bo  Increased 
to  twenty-ono. 

Question,  "  That  the  Debate  he  now  ad- 
jouracd"  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Power  to  sesd  for  petBons,  papeaa,  ami 
reoords  ;  five  to  be  the  quorum. 

ADMIRALTY  COUKT  BUt. 
COHUITTEE. 

Order  for  Commltteo  read. 
Mr.  HADFIELD   moved.    That  Mr. 
Sfhaxeh  do  BOH  le«T«  the  CluHr. 
2  N  2 
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Mb.  UALINS  hoped  tliat  tho  hon.  Qen- 

tlomon  would  not  go  on  witb  tlio  Bill  at 
that  hour,  end  suggested  that  it  should  be 
postponed  for  a  week. 

M&.  UADFIELD  said,  tba  Bill  wu  in 
traduced  lost  year  and  read  a  second  time 
and  was  reintroduced  this  Session  at  tbi 
earliest  possible  period.     He  shoald  taki 
the  sense  of  the  Uouae  upon  the  Motion, 
Motion  agreed  to. 
House  in  Committee. 
Clause  1,  Provides  for  the  opening  of 
the  Admiraltj  Court  to  barristers,  Serjeants, 
and  attorneys- at -laiT. 

Mh.  MALINS  said,  thatit  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  House  had  Inst  Parliament 
agreed  to  tho  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  it  was  upon  the  nndorstanding  that 
QoTemment  would  add  claases  providing 
eoropensation.as  had  been  done  on  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Act,  for 
the  proctors  practising  in  the  Court.  [A. 
laugh.]  The  House  might  iaugh,  but  the 
principle  had  been  adopted  both  hy  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  of  the  present  and  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  late  Goveranient, 
and  was  founded  upon  justice.  If  it  was 
right  that  tho  proctor  should  be  compen- 
sated for  the  loss  of  his  huaineu  in  one 
Court,  be  ought  to  be  compensated  for  his 
loss  of  business  in  the  other.  A  proctor 
might  have  bad  bis  business  mainly  in  one 
Court  which  had  been  abolished,  and  he 
got  compensation  ;  another  proctor  bad  his 
business  mainly  in  the  Admiralty  Court, 
and  Barely  when  he  lost  his  privileges,  he 
was  also  entitled  to  compensation.  Ho 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  progress. 
The  attorney  GENERAL  thought 
that  tho  House  and  the  country,  which  were 
paying  £69,000  a  year  to  the  praetors, 
had  had  enough  of  oompensation.  He  also 
thought  that  the  gentlemen  who  were  re- 
ceiving that  sum  had  enough  of  compensa* 
tion.  When  the  Divorce  and  Probate  Bills 
wera  before  the  House,  ho  yielded  to  the 
claims  for  compensation  ;  but  it  was  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  the  Admiralty  Court 
should  likewise  he  thrown  open,  and  that 
there  should  be  no  further  demands  for 
eompensation.  The  prasent  Bill  was  only 
the  complement  of  tho  Divoreo  and  Pro- 
bate Acts  ;  it  dealt  with  an  old  and  fami- 
liar subject,  and  be  trusted,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  not  allow  it  to  be  further 
delayed,  oapecinilj  for  the  purpose  of 
affording  the  proctora  an  opportunity  of 
getting  up  petitions  for  compensation.  i 

Mr.  MALINS  vemioded  tho  Committee 
Afr.  Hadfitld  I 


that  it  wot  tho  Attoraey  Qeneral  faimiclf 
who  stated  last  Seaaioti  tfaftt  the  £69,000 
a  year,  paid  as  compensation  to  the  proc- 
tors, did  not  come  oot  of  the  pablic  pune ; 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then 
corroborated  the  statement  which  he  (Mr, 
Ualins)  had  made  that  the  fund  which  ha 
had  provided  hj  the  Act  of  Parliament  m 
abundantly  snmoient  to  paj  it  without  eott- 
ing  the  country  anything.  That  fond  ni 
provided  simply  by  eontiniting  aome  snuQ 
fees  apon  probates  which  were  paid  bdos 
the  Act,  and' which  the  hon.  and  leamsd 
Gentleman  stated  was  only  a  messnn  sf 
jnstioc,  and  should  be  oontinned,  in  otdec 
to  prevent  that  body  of  men  being  rnintd 
by  the  passing  of  the  Act.  He  denied  Ibil 
there  was  any  bargain  or  eompaot  sneh  u 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  hadhiDltd 
at,  precluding  the  prootora  from  asking  Ac 
compensation  for  loss  of  busiaesa  in  ths 
Admiralty  Court. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY :  Although  the  Attow 
ney  General  had  obserred  thai  the  Hobn 
had  had  enough  of  compensation,  he  had 
understated  the  amount  whioh  the  ooimtij 
hsd  to  pav.  The  amoant  was  in  rea% 
not  £69,000,  but  between  £120,000  aiid 
£130,000  a  year.  His  hon.  and  leamtd 
Friend  (Mr.  Holins)  appeared  to  think  tbit 
an  arrangement  had  Men  made  by  whiek 
the  country  was  to  reeonp  thia  som ;  bit 
so  far  from  that  haTing  been  the  ttm 
£56,000  for  stampi  was  all  that  had  yet 
been  received  against  the  £120,000  a  yew. 
If  compensation  olausei  were  brought  ap 
he  would  suggest  that  they  sfaomd  bt 
based  upon  the  principle  that  eompaut- 
tion  should  be  limited  to  the  diffiBrenee  be- 
tween the  income  npou  whieh  the  proc- 
tors hod  received  compensstion,  ana  dw 
amount  which  they  had  retorned  to  tbi 
'ncome  Uz. 

The  attorney  qeneral  nmark- 
id  that  the  compensation  olauaoa  in  Iha 
Divorce  and  Probate  Acta  wereforoed  apoa 
tho  Government  by  the  other  side,  and  U 
a  particular  manner  by  the  hon,  Hambv 
Tor  Durham  (Mr.  Mowbray), 

Mr.  MOWBRAT  aUted  that  the  daam 
in  question  were  supported  by  GentheMi 
Dn  both  sides  of  the  Honse ;  indeed,  tie 
Member  to  whom  the  proctora  intnuted 
petition  was  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London. 

CInuflo  agTMd  to;  M  were  the  reoinin- 
ing  clauses. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported. 


DEBATE  RESUMED.   SECOND  READING. 

Order  read  for  resuming  adjourned  De- 
bate on  Question  [7th  July],  "That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 
*  Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said  :  Sir,  I  have 
Tentured  to  gi?o  notice  that  I  shall  move 
as  an  Amendment  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
Beoond  time  on  this  daj  three  months;  and 
I  hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  explain, 
in  as  few  words  as  possible,  my  reasons  for 
BO  doing.  The  House  will  recollect  that 
when  this  Bill  was  last  under  conBidera- 
tion,  and  just  before  the  right  hou.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Canterbury  moved 
the  second  reading  of  his  Bill,  a  question 
was  put  to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, as  to  whether  the  Government  would 
introduce  a  measure  for  an  alteration  of 
the  oath  taken  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Members  of  this  House,  and  by  various 
officers  of  State  being  Roman  Catholics, 
which  is  prescribed  by  what  is  termed  the 
Belief  Act  of  1829 — that  great  settlement 
by  which  members  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  or  rather  persons  who  profess  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion,  were  admitted  to 
Beats  in  the  Legislature.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  then  stated,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  that  they  would, 
during  the  recess,  consider  this  question. 
Now,  the  terms  of  that  oath  comprehend 
all  the  principles  of  the  Relief  Act.  They 
comprehend  not  only  the  terms  upon  which 
Roman  Catholics  should  be  admitted  to  the 
Legislature  and  to  high  offices  of  State, 
but  provide  that  nothing  shall  be  done  by 
the  Roman  Catholics  to  the  detriment  of 
the  Established  Church,  or  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  Protestant  Government  of  the 
United  Ejngdom  as  established  under  the 
Act  of  Settlement.  Now,  it  appears  to 
me  to  bo  somewhat  strange  that,  when  the 
Government  had  decided  that  they  would 
take  the  period  of  the  recess  to  consider 
whether  any  modifications  should  be  intro- 
duced into  this  most  important  part  of 
this  national  compact,  for  it  is  a  national 
compact,  they  should  have  permitted  and 
even  encouraged  an  independent  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  to  j)ersevere  with  a  Bill 
which  assails  a  vital  element  in  that  Set- 
tlement. I  know  that  a  belief  has  prevail- 
ed, that  this  is  merely  a  small  concession 
to  the  spirit  of  liberalism  in  which  this 
coantry  has  been  proceeding  for  sope  years; 
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1829 — a  direct  attack  upon  the  Protestant 
Government  of  this  country — that  form  of 
Government  under  which  it  is  our  happi- 
ness to  live,  which  has  not  been  invalidated 
by  the  Act  of  1829,  but  which  it  was  the 
direct  object  of  the  framers  of  that  Act  to 
preserve,  whilst  they  granted  certain  privi- 
leges to  their  Roman  Catholic  fellow-sub- 
jects. I  have  heard  it  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  that  it  was  only  through  a 
mistake  made  by  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
that  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  in  Ire- 
land was  not  opened  to  Roman  Catholics 
in  1829 ;  and  that  the  only  reason  for  that 
prohibition  was  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
exercised  the  patronage  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  but  that  the  exclusion  was  found- 
ed on  a  misapprehension  and  a  mistake, 
because  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
exercised  no  ecclesiastical  patronage  what- 
ever, while  the  exclusion  prevented  gentle- 
men of  the  Irish  bar  who  professed  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  from  attaining 
the  highest  office  in  their  profession.  Now 
this  is  a  very  limited,  though  a  specious 
argument.  I  have  referred  to  the  debates 
of  1829,  and  I  think  I  can  show  the  House, 
in  a  very  few  words,  that  the  late  Sir  Ro- 
bert Peel  in  the  most  distinct  form  an- 
nounced this  exclusion  to  the  House  speci- 
fically as  one  of  the  securities  for  our  Pro- 
testant form  of  Government,  for  that  pur- 
pose introduced  in  the  Emancipation  Act ; 
that  not  only  the  Lord  Chancellorship  of 
England  should  be  retained  a  Protestant 
office,  but  that  the  Chancellorship  of  Ire- 
land should  be  retained  a  Protestant  office 
also.  In  this  portion  of  his  speech  I  find 
that  the  word  "  respectively '  is  used  in 
an  emphatic  manner  to  show  that  the  pro- 
vision referred  to  the  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
as  much  as  to  the  Chancellor  of  England. 
I  remember  hearing  that  eminent  states- 
man deliver  his  almost  last  speech  in  this 
House  before  his  lamented  death,  on  the 
Bill  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Lord-Lieutenancy  of  Ire- 
land, which  Bill  involved  this  very  sub- 
ject; but  in  not  one  word  that  ever  passed 
from  his  lips  did  he  give  the  slightest  en- 
couragement to  any  one  to  expect  that  be 
would  ever  depart  from  the  principles  and 
the  safes  rds  of  the  Bill  of  1829 ;  from 
those  I  iples  and  safei^uards  which  held 
it  to  Protestant 
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character  of  the  monarchy  of  this  country, 
under  tlio  Act  of  Settlement,  that  the  office 
of  Lord  Cbnncellor  of  Ireland,  any  more 
than  that  of  Lord  Chancellor  of  England, 
should  be  filled  by  a  Romnn  Catholic.  Let 
mo,  before  I  proceed  further,  call  attention 
to  what  the  Act  of  Settloment  provided. 
In  that  Act  it  is  specifically  declared,  tliat 
the  ollogianco  of  every  subject  of  the  Mo- 
narchy in  this  country  is  to  be  abroj^ated  if 
any  hut  a  Protestant  occupy  the  Throne  ; 
or  if  ony  occupant  of  the  Throne  become 
n  Roman  Catholic,  or  be  reconciled  to  the 
Church  of  Rome.  Now,  this  abrogation 
of  tho  allogianeo  of  tho  subjects  to  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country  was  to  take 
place  in  tho  event  of  tho  adhesion  to  tho 
Church  of  Rome  of  that  Regnl  power  of 
which  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  England  and 
tho  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  arc  "re- 
spectivoly*'  tho  confidential  and  responsi- 
ble advisers.  Remember,  tho  Lord  Chan- 
cellor is  the  constitutional  adviser  of  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country,  whether  in  Eng- 
land or  in  Ireland,  in  every  point  of  consti- 
tutional doctrine,  in  every  matter  that  re- 
lates to  tho  interests  of  the  Church,  in 
CTcry  question  of  ecclesinstieal  jurisdiction; 
and  is  also  directly  invested  with  the  care 
of  nil  insane  persons  and  their  properly, 
as  well  as  with  tho  care  of  the  property, 
]iorBon8,  and  education  of  minors.  From 
ancient  times,  tho  Lord  Chancellor  has 
hcen  called  tho  keeper  of  tho  conscience 
of  the  King.  In  Roman  Catholic  times, 
this  officer  was  usually  an  ecclesiastic,  and 
in  Protestant  times,  when,  thank  God  ! 
Iler  Most  Gracious  Mojesty  has  no  con- 
fessor, tho  Lord  Chancellor  is  still  the 
confidential  and  responsible  adviser,  upon 
whom  the  Sovereign,  whether  in  person, 
as  in  England,  or  by  deputy  ns  in  Ireland, 
is  bound  to  rely.  1  ask  tho  House,  then, 
is  not  tho  matter  beforo  us  a  grave  one, 
when  it  is  proposed  that  this  constitutional 
adviser  of  the  Sovereign  shall  be  no  longer 
necessarily  of  the  religion  which  the  So- 
vereign hiniEclf,  or  herself  must  profess, 
under  the  penalty  of  releasing  every  sub- 
ject  from  his  allcginncc.  As  this  point  is 
one  of  great  importance,  and  as  great 
weight  is  attached  to  the  opinions  of  tho 
late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  I  will  now  rend  tho 
words  made  use  of  by  him  when  intro- 
ducing in  this  Ilonso  the  Relief  Act  of 
1829  :— 

**  But,  Sir,  with  roappct  to  sW  tlicso  offices,  to 
corpornto  offices,  to  offices  in  the  Courts  of  Justice, 
to  niiliUiry  appointments,  nye,  to  tho  highest  civil 
offices,  we  have  in  my  opiuiun  decided  tho  question 
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tho  moment  we  have  reaolved  on  the  admimonof 
the  Roman  Gatholie  to  Parlimmont,  Ac,  kc.   It 
will  novortheless  be  quite  oonuttent  with  tins 
principlo  to  exolude  the  Roman  Catholic  from  i 
certain  limited    numhor   of  offices  which  hara 
special  and  pceuliar  datles  attached  to  them  eoo- 
nocted  with  the  patronage  of  the  Chareh,€r  with 
education,  or  the  administration  of  the  eoeka» 
tical  law.    The  Roman  Catholic  if  jealous  of  oar 
interfercnco  with  tho  appointments  and  disciplin 
of  his  Church,  and  we   liare  at  lea»t  ai  good  i 
right  to  ti^O'SCoaritj  for  the  maintenance  of  ths 
integrity  of  our  own.     The  Bill  will  thei«fen» 
cludo  tho  Roman  Catholic  from  the  office  of  R^ 
gent,  and  from  ezeroisinp ,  under  anj  cirenm- 
Btanccs,  tho  delegated  authority  of.  the  GrowiL 
from  tho  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  in  Englind  « 
Ireland  respcctirclj,  and  from  (be  offloe  of  UH 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,     It  will  not  qualify  tk 
Roman  Catholic  to  hold  any  offioe*  place,  or  dinilf 
connected  with  tho  Church  eatablishmente  of  tlio 
United  Kingdom,  or  with  the  Eccleefattieal  Conrii 
of  Judicature,  with  tho  Universities,  or  the  gnit 
public  Bohocls,  or  schools  of  eedloaiastieal  foul^ 
tion.    All  local  statutes  of  tho  UniTersitidpiBl 
tho  power  of  n^i^iog  >och  statutes,  will  be  fn- 
scrTcd  inviolate.    T%e  laws  respecting  the  nffi 
of  preecntation  to  eoeleslastleal  benefices  will  i» 
main  unrepealed  and  unTaried,  and  provisieavfl 
bo  mado  for  entrusting  exoloaively  to  JVotsrtaii 
authorities  tho  right  of  Church  patronage  beloqt 
ing  to  tho  civil  offlco  that  may  hereafter  be  bai 
by  a  Roman  Catholic.    The  Roman  Catholic  wil 
be  disabled,  under  severe  penalties,  from  adfirim 
tho  Crown,  directly  or  indlreotly,  in  resppet  to  tk 
grants  of  Churoh  proferments,  aad  general^  froa 
tho  exercise  of  any  influonoe  derived  from  eiv3 
office  over  ecclesiastical  appointments.     Soekh 
tho  principle  and  outline  of  the  measors,  solv 
as  it  conoems  the  removal  of  politieal  diak^ 
liUes." 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  read  to  the  Heme  Ae 
substance  of  the  statemwit  of  fiir  Robert 
Peel,  and  if  tho  Hoaee  will  take  the  troaUe 
to  exauiine  the  Act  of  1829,  tbej  wiHIbI 
how  precisci  J  and  acoaratelj  it  oorreepoidi 
with  tbo  description  given  of  its  main  prn^ 
visions  in  tho  passage  of  the  «peeeiiwfaMi 
I  have  just  read.  Tbo  Lord  ChaaeeNerrf 
Irclnnd  is  the  constitational  adriMr  ef  Al 
Lord- Lieutenant,  in  tho  absenoe  ef  111 
Sovereign,  iu  respect  of  oil  natten  teiA* 
ing  preferments  tn  the  Oharoh  of  Irdni. 
Indeed  his  funotioni  in  this  regard  go k 
some  respect  even  bevond  those  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  England  ;  for  i  eieate 
you  have  not  dealt  with  tho  EeelesfcMtiwi 
Courts  of  Ireland  as  you  have  dealt  «M 
tliosc  of  England.  Tliere  remains  in  lie- 
land  a  distinct  ecelesiset^l  jnrisMiiMk 
and  if  any  eeolcsioBtieal  deoisieii  tfWcn  %J 
the  Archhisliop  of  AnnagH»  or  any  <lf  M 
Bishops  iu  the  Eeelesiastieal  Com  to  beti^ 
pcnied  from,  the  Lord^  CbanaoHor  «lf  M- 
Innd  can  appoint  a  commiseion  nf  d^tegsMl 
to  try  the  question,  and  from  fbf  ^sertids 
of  the  delegates  none -bai 'riia  h9fi. 
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eeillor  of  Ireland  himself  can  hear  tho  ap- 
peal.    Again,  if  any  insane  person  or  mi- 
nor be  possessed  of  patronage  in  Ireland, 
the  exercise  of  that  patronago  falls  to  the 
L«rd  Chancellor  of  Ireland.    Again,  in  the 
Torious  functions  delegated  by  the  Bove- 
veign  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
inclnding  the  prerogative  of   mercy,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  is  tho  principal  adviser. 
Sir,  it   appears    to   mc   that  we    might 
mach  more  consistently,  under  this  Act, 
propose  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Eng- 
land  might  be   a   Roman    Catholic,  than 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  might 
he  a  person  of  that  religion,  becaase  in 
the  16th  and  17th  Clauses  of  that  Act, 
there  is  a  specific  provision  that,  in  case 
any  holder  of  office  should  be  a  Roman 
OathoHe,  and  thereby  disabled  from  exer- 
ciaiDg  the  ecclesiastical  patronage  of  the 
Crown,  that  then  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury  should   exercise   that  patronage. 
But  throughout  there  is  no  such  provision 
with  respect  to  Ireland  ;  so  that  it  is  pcr- 
l^ctly  evident  that  it  was  never  contem- 
f^ated  that  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  should  be  filled  by  a  Roman 
Datholic,  because  if  it  were,  so  important 
«  proYiBion  would  not  have  been  omitted  in 
the  case  of  that  country.     I  mention  this 
to  show  how  little  ground  there  can  be  for 
ihe  supposition  that  the  retention  of  this 
lugh  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  and  pnnci- 
|ial  adviser  to  the  representative  of  royalty 
ID  Ireland  as  one  of  those  which  must  be 
£Hed  by  a  Protestant  was  the  result  of 
aecident.     I  really  cannot  tell  what  may 
be  the  ulterior  object  of   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  introduced  this  Bill ; 
hut  1  cannot  forget  that  he  spoke  earnestly 
and  Yoted  for  the  abolition  of  the  Lord 
jLieatenancy  of   Ireland.     Now,  is  it  in- 
^leBded  that  this  proposed  alteration  in  the 
law  thoold  be  the  forerunner  of  that  aboli- 
tion ?     If  so,  I  cannot  imagine  a  measure 
that  would  be  better  adapted  for  the  object; 
jbeeanse,  if  a  Roman  Catholic  were   ap- 
iMNiied  to  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Irdand,  with  the  exception  of  some  patron- 
-agie  and  jurisdiction   in   magisterial   and 
jndiotal  appointments,  he  would  be  totally 
incapacitated    from    tho   exercise  of   the 
Unctions   which   the  Lord  Chancellor   of 
Ireland  now  performs,  and  would  in  fact 
ftink  to  the  position  of  a  mere  equity  Judge, 
iwhile  the  Lord  Lieutenant  himself  would 
be  left  without  a  qualified  adviser  on  all 
inatters,   from  which   a   Roman   Catholic 
'would  necessarily  be  excluded  by  the  pro- 
mioDfl  of  the  Act  of  1829.     No  Roman 


Catholic  ecirld  be  such  an  iidviser  as  the 
constitution  intended  to  provide,  and  with 
whose  asstfitanoe  and  advice  the  Viceroy  of 
Ireland  has  hitherto  performed  his  high 
duties.  If  that  be  the  intention  of  the 
right  hon.  Genilemao,  why  does  he  net 
come  at  once  to  the  great  question  of 
the  existence  of  tho  office  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  ?  But,  Sir,  I  shall 
put  another  view  of  this  case.  Is  there 
in  this  Bill  a  lurking  intention  that  cer- 
tain high  functions  now  exercised  by  the 
Loi'd  Lieutenant  should  he  transferred  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  as  was 
suggested  in  1850?  I  remember  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  then  put  it  pointedly  to 
the  late  Mr.  Fagan-^**  do  you  intend  that 
the  chief  authority  and  the  Vunctions  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  should  be  transferred  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  ?"  And 
now  we  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Canterbury  shrinks  from 
an  explanation  of  his  own  Bill,  which  pro- 
poses that  the  high  office  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  shall  be  opened  to  Ro- 
man Catholics.  In  whatever  light  we  view 
the  case,  I  think  the  House  will  see  that 
there  has  been  an  absence  of  explanation. 
There  has  been  a  disposition  to  ask  the 
House  to  commit  itself  to  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  uninformed,  and  under  circum- 
stances which  ought  to  excite  our  sua- 
picion.  I  trust,  Sir,  the  House  will  never 
be  led  to  adopt  the  same  course  whidi 
they  did,  I  think  unadvisedly,  on  a  recent 
occasion,  in  the  case  of  the  endowed 
schools.  I  hope  they  will  not  be  trapped 
into  the  adoption  of  a  great  principle,  and 
then  not  know  how  to  find  their  way  to 
a  safe  settlement  of  that  principle  without 
tho  bungling  resource  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. These  are  the  leading  motiTea 
which  have  influenced  me  in  my  oppositioa 
to  this  Bill.  I  am  an  Independent  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  I  trust  the  House 
knows  the  respect  I  entertain  for  it,  look^ 
ing  upon  it,  as  I  do,  as  one  of  the  justly 
valued  institutions  of  the  country.  1  say 
it  with  regret,  I  have  of  late  observed  the 
practice  resorted  to  by  some  hon.  Members 
of  thrusting  on  the  House  pieces  of  paper 
with  a  great  principle  inscribed  on  them, 
without  the  means  of  carrying  out  those 
prineipies  being  described  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House.  We  are  exfwoted  by 
those  hon.  Members  to  vote  for  a  parttco- 
)ar  object,  and  then  to  trust  to  a  Soleet 
Committee  for  carrying  tint  object  into 
eflbct.    Yeu  may  depend  upon  it  that  8ueh 


1107       Soman  CathoUe  Beliqf      {COMMONS}        Ad  AmenSmeni BttL       11M 


and,  if  tho  ingenuity  of  my  hon.  Friend 
can  suggest  when  this  Bill  is  in  Committee 
that  when  making  now  concessions  it  is 
necessary  to  make  new  safeguards,  wo  shall 
bo  porfcctly  ready  and  willing  to  give  the 
utmost  attention  to  tho  case  and  the  re- 
medy by  wiiicli  ho  proposes  to  meet  it ; 
and  I  do  not  doubt  that  what  the  wisdom 
of  Parliament  did  thirty  years  ago  in  a 
groat  case  tho  wisdom  of  Parliament  can 
do  in  a  much  minor  case — make  safeguards 
adequate  for  any  corresponding  danger. 
How  stands  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
other  brancli — namely,  tho  caso  of  cccto- 
aiastical  discipline  ?  At  the  timo  tho 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  was  passed 
there  was  in  both  countries  an  ultimate 
appeal  in  matters  of  discipline  to  the 
Queen  in  Chancery.  That  appeal  was 
then  of  this  kind — it  was  an  appeal 
from  the  Archbishop  to  tho  Queen  in 
Chancery,  and  the  duty  of  tho  Chancellor 
was  to  appoint  a  commission  of  delegates. 
If  an  appeal  against  the  decision  of  the 
delegates  was  raised,  it  was  tho  duty  of 
tho  Chancellor  to  sit  in  court,  and,  if  he 
was  satisfied  that  there  existed  sufficient 
grounds,  to  appoint  a  commission  of  review. 
That  was  then  the  case  in  both  countries. 
In  regard  to  this  country  thero  has 
been  a  most  important  change  of  the 
law.  An  appeal  in  England  to  tho 
Chancellor  no  longer  lies  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Commission  of  Delegates.  It  lies 
to  tho  Judicial  Committee  of  tho  Privy 
Council.  But  that  change  has  not  yet 
taken  place  in  Ireland ;  and  with  regard  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  tho  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land, as  I  wish  to  state  with  perfect  frank- 
ness, so  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  all 
that  can  be  stated  with  regard  to  the  juris- 
diction of  tho  Lord  Chancellor  in  Ireland, 
I  will  read  the  statement  which  has  been 
forwarded  to  me  by  the  present  occupant 
of  that  distinguished  office  : — 

''  Tho  Chancellor's  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction, 
as  representing  the  Queen,  consists  in  issuing  Com- 
missions  of  Delegates  under  the  28th  Oeo.  III., 
o.  32,  and  adTising  as  to  the  issue  of  Commissions 
of  Review  of  tho  decisions  of  such  delegates.  As 
to  tho  former  he  is  merely  ministerial,  tho  sole 
duty  being  to  choose  tho  Commissioners,  who  must 
bo  Protestants.  In  deciding  as  to  the  issue  of  a 
Commission  of  Review,  the  Chancellor  acts  judi- 
cially on  a  full  hearing  of  tho  caso  in  open  Court." 

["Hear,  hear."]  Right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  cheer.  I  am  not  contending  that 
you  do  not  require  provisions,  which  may  be 
properly  introduced  in  Committee.  But  1 
am  stating  frankly  how  the  law  now  stands, 
and  I  contend  that  this  is  not  a  ground 
Mr.  Cisrdwell 


which  will  justify  us  in  rejootin^  the  Bin 
on  the  second  reading. 

"  The  only  other  office  of  the  Chancellor  in  re- 
lation to  Eccleaiastioal  Govrti  ia  to  sign  wanmnti 
for  the  iisuo  of  writs  *  de  camiumuiee  capiettd^* 
under  tho  fi4th  Geo.  Ill ,  o.  68^  and  tfais  is  pur^ 

ministorial." 

This  statement  has  ¥een    reeeired  by 
those  who  are  not  friendlj  to  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  as  I  expected.     But  tliej  an 
probably  not  aware  that  in  tho  memory  of 
the  present  Chanoellorv  who  h«s  held  tho 
office  many  years,  there  has  never  eoeo 
been  an  appointment  of  a  Commissioa  of 
Delegates,  and  I  bclieye  I  am  right  in  sta^ 
ing  that,  in  the  memory  tof  mj  right  boa. 
Friend  who  sits  behind  me»    during  ^o 
whole  lime  he  hat  been  at  the  bar,  thero 
has  never  boon  a.Commisaion  of  Delegates. 
It  is  not,  therefore,  a  reaaon  which  ought 
to  deter  us  from  going  forward  with  tho 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.     Bat  I  wall  aA 
you  this— supposing  that  we   were  nev 
debating  the  question,  not  of  the  Ohaneok 
lor,  but  of  the  Lord  Chief  Jnatiee  of  tie 
Q neon's  Bench  ;  and  supposing  it  weie  aot 
beforo  us  hypothotically  to  argae  the  gfeat 
dangers  to  Protestantiam  from  that  gieat 
officer  being  permitted  to  be  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, how  should  I  deaoribe   the  eilMt 
of  a  fiiandamus  giving  positive  direetioM 
as  to   tho   exercise   or  a  prohibition  m 
to  the  non- exercise  of  ecdeaiastieal   a^ 
thority.     But  as  I  have  stated  to  jm 
frankly  there  do  exist  eases  worthy  efeoi> 
sideration  with  rospect  to  Ireland  which  ds 
not  exist  with  respect  to  England.     I  have 
stated  the  case  plainly,  and  I  <N»nteed  ihoie 
is  no  caso  which  justifies  the  Hoese  of 
Commons  in  rejeotmg  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill.     Having  so  spoken  of  die  «e* 
ceptions  in  tho  Catholic  Belief  Act»  let  m 
revert  to  the  principle.     What  was  ths 
principle  ?     It  was  equality  of  civil  end  v^ 
ligious  privilege.     It  was  the  heafieg  of 
great  wounds  which  had  laoerated  the  bsd^ 
politic  of  this  country  for  years,  which  hsi 
created  tho  most  unhappj  diffnronoos  h^ 
tween  tho  two  islands  which  oonstitate  ths 
United  Kingdom,  it  was  the  resterii^  Is 
society  and  the  Government  of  the  esHrii^ 
the  means  of  peace  and  nnioa  ameog  cap- 
selves.     That  principle  ought  to  be  a^ 
vanced  upon  ovory  occasion^  when,  ccfr 
sistently  with  tho  safeguards  which  wars 
then  laid  down,  it  can  justly  and  properly 
be  advanced.  I  believe  that  on  thin  ooossisn 
if  you  pass  the  second  reading  of  thia  KU 
you  will  not  take  a  atep  one  ain^  feet 
beyond  tho  principle  of  Ihe  gceei  Act  e( 


i061 


OMl  Serniee 


{July  12,18591 


Oominiiiion, 


1062 


MUNICIPAL  CORPOUATIONS   BILL. 
LEAVE.      FIRST  REDAING. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  moved  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  regulating  municipal 
corporations.  By  the  Municipal  Reform 
Act  all  advowBons  belonging  to  the  corpo- 
rations were  to  bo  sold,  and  until  this  was 
done,  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  had  the 
appointment.  Notwithstanding  this  mem- 
bers of  corporations  were  still  required  to 
make  the  c'ec^aration  that  they  would  do 
nothing  injurious  to  the  Church.  It  should 
be  left  to  their  fellow-townsmen  to  say 
whether  the  moral  character  of  men  en- 
titled them  to  become  corporators  without 
requiring  any  declaration  from  them. 

Mr.  BAINES  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  that  as 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  amend  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act, 
he  begged  to  call  attention  to  the  fact, 
that  the  municipal  franchise  had  to  a  great 
extent  fallen  into  the  hands  of  a  class  of 
persons  who  were  not  able  themselves  to 
pay  their  rates. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  in  as- 
sentine  to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he 
wishea  it  to  be  understood  that  he  enter- 
tained serious  doubts  whether  the  altera- 
tions proposed  ought  to  bo  made,  and  whe- 
ther there  would  be  sufficient  time  for  the 
consideration  of  any  material  change  in  the 
existing  law  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session.  As  he  understood  the  matter  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed,  first,  to  alter 
the  settlement  which  was  come  to  when 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts  were  re- 
pealed. When  the  Bill  came  to  a  second 
reading  the  hon.  Gentleman  might,  per- 
haps, be  able  to  show  ground  for  the 
change  he  proposed  *,  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  it  involved  the  alteration 
of  a  measure  which  underwent  much  con- 
sideration at  the  time,  and  was  in  the 
nature  of  an  agreement  between  different 
parties  in  the  State. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  would  with- 
draw from  the  Bill  the  clauses  relating  to 
that  subject. 

Sib  GEORGE  LEWIS :  In  that  ease 
he  would  only  say  that  the  other  part  of 
the  Bill  would  receive  the  consideration  of 
the  Government. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  for  the  Regulation  of 
Municipal  Corporations  in  England  and  Wales. 
crderea  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Habfisld. 
MoBTOH  Pbto,  Mr.  Kibshaw,  and  Mr,  Bai 

Bill  presented  and  read  l^ 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 
ADDBESS   MOVED. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  rose  to 
move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  instruct  the  Civil  Service  Examiners 
that  all  persons  who  entered  any  service  or  pro- 
fession prior  to  the  21st  day  of  May,  1855,  to 
which  service  or  profession  the  present  system  of 
examinations  is  applicable,  shall  be  considered 
eligible  for  promotion  without  being  subjected  to 
any  examination ." 

He  trusted  that  a  proposition  so  just  and 
equitable  would  not  meet  with  any  opposi- 
tion ou  the  part  of  the  House.  He  had 
fixed  upon  the  date  of  tho  21  st  of  May, 
because  that  was  the  day  on  which  the 
Order  in  Council  was  issued,  which  ap- 
pointed the  Commissioners  for  conducting 
the  examination  of  young  men  who  were 
candidates  for  employment  in  the  public 
service.  Now,  so  much  hardship  had  been 
occasioned  by  the  severe  manner  in  which 
the  principle  of  examination  had  been  car- 
ried out,  that  he  was  sure  that  when  the 
House  was  awaro  of  the  facts,  they  would 
gladly  accede  to  his  Motion.  He  might 
state  case  upon  case  of  young  men  who 
had  entered  different  public  offices  as  tem- 
porary clerks,  three,  four,  or  five  years 
previous  to  the  Order  in  Council,  and  who, 
subsequent  to  1855,  on  their  being  ap- 
pointed to  permanent  clerkships,  had  been 
put  in  competition  with  other  gentlemen 
who  had  the  advantage  of  having  recently 
left  school.  The  consequence  was  that 
they,  though  not  inefficient,  but  because 
they  had  a  smaller  number  of  marks  than 
the  gentlemen  they  were  put  in  competi- 
tion with,  lost  their  promotion  and  were 
compelled  to  leave  the  service  they  had  se- 
lected at  an  age  when  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  engage  in  a  new  profession.  It 
was  desirable  not  to  state  names  publicly, 
but  he  was  prepared  to  communicate  them 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  One 
case  had  been  brought  to  his  knowledge 
that  day.  It  was  the  case  of  an  officer 
who  had  conferred  very  great  and  eminent 
services  on  this  country,  and  whose  son 
had  been  put  into  one  of  the  public  offices 
about  nine  years  ago  as  a  temporary  clerk. 
Last  year  this  gentleman's  son  went  up 
for  examination,  and,  having  three  or  four 
other  gentlemen  appointed  to  c*  )ete  with 
him,  he  was  defcMtted.  and  i  ne  believ- 
ed, •       n*'  u         n;       nt 
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of  Lord  Chancellor,  of  Lord  Kecpci*  or 
Conimissioner  of  the  Privy  Seal  in  Ireland, 
or  of  Lord-Lieutenant  or  Lord-Deputy  or 
other  Governor  of  chief  Governor  in  that 
country.'*  There  the  clause  Rtops.  And 
now  let  me  ask  why  it  is  that  wo  are  re- 
opening this  question  in  the  month  of 
July?  Any  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  not  a 
heliever  in  the  sincerity  of  abstract  Irish 
politics  may  very  naturally  imagine  why 
it  is  BO,  and  may  ask  who  wants  a  place  ? 
The  subject,  let  me  remind  the  House, 
is  introduced  at  a  moment  when  national 
questions  of  the  utmost  importance  await 
discussion  ;  when  Europe  is  in  flames,  or 
was  so ;  when  there  is  a  peace  which,  so 
far  as  I  can  understand  the  matter,  is 
almost  as  awful  as  war.  But  1  shall  not 
dwell  upon  the  time  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  has  chosen  to  introduce 
this  topic.  I  revert  to  the  question,  what 
was  done  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  when  he 
came  to  a  decision  on  the  adjustment  of 
the  Catholic  claims  ?  Nobody  ought  to  un- 
derstand the  policy  of  that  great  statesman, 
better  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  addressed  the  House,  for  he  has 
been  so  good  as  to  publish  the  records  of 
his  political  career.  As  to  the  policy 
itself,  I  can  only  say  that  Sir  Robert  Peel 
understood  this  question  thoroughly,  and 
that  he  acted  with  respect  to  it  consci- 
entiously. What  was  the  point,  let  mo 
ask,  which  he  had  to  consider  ?  Plunket 
and  Grattan  held  the  opinion  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  control  exercised  over  the 
communications  between  the  Papacy  and 
the  Roman  Catholic  people  of  this  Pro- 
testant country.  They  said  it  migiit 
come  to  pass  that  a  bull  or  missive  might 
be  sent  into  these  kingdoms,  which, 
whilo  it  did  not  touch  the  ceremonies 
or  religious  observances,  might  inflame 
animosities  which  ought  to  be  guarded 
against.  They  framed  a  clause  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  cases  of  this  descrip- 
tion. They  likewise  held  the  opinion 
that  no  person  ought  to  be  appointed  as 
Prelate  in  this  country  who  had  been  five 
years  out  of  the  kingdom,  or  who  had  not 
been  born  of  British  parents.  All  these 
matters  came  before  Sir  Robert  Peel  ; 
he  however  rejected  those  limitations  on 
the  free  intercourse  between  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  this  country  and  the  head  of 
their  Church  ;  he  dispensed  with  all  those 
clauses  wluch  had  been  prepared  by  the 
great  leaders  of  the  Catholic  cause.  He 
nevertheless  said,  '*  I  must  have  regard 
to  the  authority  of  the  Crown/' — a  sub- 
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ject  on  which,  permit  me  to  obseife^  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
has  not  condescended  to  utter  one  word. 
I  shall  not,  however,  show  that  I  am  as 
forgetful  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
pears to  be  of  the  Act  of  Settlement,  m 
accordance  with  which  the  delegated  au- 
thority of  the  Crown  ought  to  be  Tested 
in  no  other  hands  than  those  of  a  member 
of  the  Protestant  religion.  I  am  not»  in- 
deed, quite  sure  that  if  a  clause  were  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill  under  our  notiee  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  of  Settlement  the 
noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  his  supporters  would  not  agree 
to  such  a  proposal  after  a  discussion  of  a 
quarter  of  an  hour.  But  let  me  remind 
them  that  that  Act  is  said  to  be  the  great 
work  of  the  Whig  party,  and  it  was  carried 
so  far  as  to  provide  that  if  a  king  oame 
over  hero  from  Germany  to  rule  this  oonn- 
try  he  must  bo  a  Protestant,  not  of  the 
German  school,  but  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. The  same  rule  applies  to  those  to 
whom  the  authority  of  the  Crown  is  dele- 
gated. And  now  let  us  consider  for  a 
moment  whether  there  is  any  evidence  to 
show  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  introdnced  the 
words  which  arc  sought  to  be  expunged 
into  the  Bill  by  mistake.  There  is  a  phrase 
in  general  use,  "  Oh,  that  mine  enemy 
would  but  write  a  book,"  which  I  do  not 
mean  to  apply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken,  who  has  written' 
a  very  useful  book  containing  the  memoirs 
of  that  great  statesman.  In  that  book  I 
find  that  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  one  of  bis 
papers,  which  is  dated  the  17th  of  January* 
1829,  after  alluding  to  the  offices  which 
were  excepted  from  the  list  of  those  which 
ought  to  be  open  to  Roman  Catholics,  in 
accordance  with  the  views  laid  down  in  the 
Bills  of  Grattan,  Plunket,  and  Burdettp 
proceeds  to  say  that  all  the  offices  which 
belong  to  the  Established  Church,  the  eccle- 
siastical courts  of  judicature,  as  well  as 
the  offices  of  Lord  Chancellor,  both  of 
England  and  Ireland,  as  well  as  that  of 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ought  to  be 
excluded  from  the  number.  He  then  goes 
on  to  say  that  a  Roman  Catholic  ought 
not  to  have  the  right  of  presentation  to  a 
benefice,  and  that  if  he  assumed  such  a 
right  the  King  had  power  to  appoint  a 
Protestant  who  might  exercise  pro  tempore 
the  right  of  presentation.  Then  upon  the 
question  whether  the  declaration  of  hemg 
a  believer  in  the  doctrine  of  transubstantia- 
tion  ought  to  enforced  to  the  prejudice  of 
anybody,  he  observes  that  it  is  more  de- 
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Birable  that  Roman  Catholics  should  be 
held  to  be  incapable  of  holding  certain 
specified  offices  than  that  their  exclusion 
from  them  should  be  effected  through  the 
instrumentality  of  such  a  declaration.  Then 
follows  another  passage  which  relates  to 
the  duty  of  the  Crown  to  protect  the  Pro- 
testant constitution  of  the  realm.  Let  us 
now  turn  for  a  moment  to  the  clause  in  the 
Act  of  Roman  Catholic  emancipation  which 
was  framed  in  accordance  with  those  opin- 
ions. It  is  a  remarkable  clause  notwith- 
Btanding  that  we  are  this  evening  called 
upon  to  deal  with  it  in  a  moment  as  the 
result  of  a  rash  and  inadvertent  policy. 
That  clause  enables  none  but  Protestants 
to  become  Lord  Chancellor  and  to  hold 
other  high  offices.  Why  was  this  exclu- 
sion kept  up  as  regards  the  Chancellor  ? 
Because  the  regal  authority  is  constantly 
reposed  in  him.  At  this  moment  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  Ireland  is  exercising 
this  authority.  The  Chancellor  is  always 
a  Lord  Justice  in  the  absence  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  [**No!"] — yes,  inva- 
riably ;  and  he  has  exercised  regal  power 
twice  within  the  course  of  twelve  months. 
Since  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill 
passed,  no  Roman  Catholic  gentleman 
has  ever  proposed  to  this  House  to  re- 
peal that  section,  nor  has  any  Roman 
Catholic  petition  been  presented  against 
it ;  and  I  believe  it  was  because  the  dis- 
tinguished men  who  were  here,  O'Connell 
and  Sheil,  were  satisfied  with  the  Bill 
as  it  stood,  and  thought  it  was  an  un- 
reasonable thing  to  ask  that  a  person 
upon  whom,  by  virtue  of  his  office,  such 
functions  devolved,  and  who  was  called 
upon  to  exercise  the  delegated  authority 
of  the  Crown,  should  be  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic. They  felt  that  for  these  reasons 
it  was  reasonable  to  exclude  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic from  that  post ;  and  you  must  con- 
tinue to  exclude  him  upon  the  like  ground 
at  present.  Here  is  a  Bill,  without  an  ex- 
ception in  it,  without  a  saving  clause,  which 
eails  on  the  House  to  allow  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic to  fill  the  office  of  Chancellor,  when 
my  belief  is  that  there  is  not  a  Roman 
Oatholic  gentleman  at  the  bar  who  would 
not  instantly  decline  to  exercise  the  duties 
incident  to  that  office.  I  believe  that 
Justice  Ball  refused  to  sit  upon  a  commis- 
sion of  delegates  even  where  no  questions 
of  religious  discipline  were  concerned, 
simply  because  the  appointment  arose 
through  the  Chancellor's  ecclesiastical  ju- 
risdiction. The  Home  Secretary  said  there 
was  no  eoclesiastical  patronage  attached 


to  the  office ;  but  there  is  such  a  patronage 
with  respect  to  certnin  livings  in  the  City 
of  Dublin,  the  election  to  which  is  vested 
in  him  along  with  other  persons  ;  and  then 
when  we  show  this,  it  is  said  that  because 
these  other  persons  have  a  vote  it  makes 
no  manner  of  difference  should  the  Chan- 
cellor be  a  Roman  Catholic. 

Mr.  card  well  :  I  believe  that  I  pro- 
ceeded to  show  that  by  the  terms  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, being  a  Roman  Catholic,  would  be 
disqualified  from  voting. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE :  But  the  Home 
Secretary  said  the  Bill,  in  his  opinion,  was 
to  be  defended  upon  the  distinct  ground 
that  there  was  no  ecclesiastical  patronage 
vested  in  the  office  of  the  Chancellor, 
and  when  it  is  proved  that  there  is,  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  falls  back  upon  the  17th  Sec- 
tion, and  says  if  the  Chancellor  ven- 
tures to  appoint  to  these  livings  he  may 
be  indicted.  So  that  you  propose  to  ap- 
point a  man  to  a  certain  office  to  which 
certain  duties  are  incident,  and  if  he  per- 
forms those  duties  he  is  to  be  indicted  ! 
As  to  cases  of  presentations  in  the  hands 
of  lunatics,  the  law  is  quite  plain.  Neither 
the  lunatic  nor  his  committee  can  present ; 
but  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  virtue  of  the 
general  authority  delegated  to  him  by  the 
Crown,  presents  to  the  living,  whatever  its 
value.  Altogether,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
will  startle  his  constituents  if  he  votes  for 
this  Bill.  Sir  Robert  Peel  understood 
this  question  thoroughly,  and  when  he 
excluded  Roman  Catholics  from  holding 
the  Chancellorship  it  was  not  done  in- 
vidiously. In  his  paper,  published  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Card- 
well)  he  says  he  wishes  to  make  his  mea- 
sure as  comprehensive  as  possible.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone),  too 
is  a  Churchman.  Can  he  advocate  a  Bill 
by  which  the  most  sacred  interests  of  the 
Church  may  either  be  sacrificed  or  be- 
trayed ?  [**  No  !  "]  Hear  the  argument 
first  and  then  answer  it  if  you  can.  When 
subjects  of  this  delicate  nature  and  dealing 
with  such  important  interests  are  brought 
forward  in  this  rash  way,  the  arguments 
must  be  heard  fully.  Besides  having  a  de- 
legated authority  over  lunatics  and  minors, 
besides  having  this  patronage  in  the  City 
of  Dublin,  the  Lord  Chancellor  exercises 
certain  powers  when  questions  of  doctrine 
arise.  It  is  said  that  he  only  acts  minis- 
terially  in  selecting  the  Judges  who  are  to 
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dooiilo  upon  tl)o  Joctrinoa  of  our  Churoli  ; 
and  ive  nio  called  intolerant  unloa  wc  per- 
mit a  Roman  Culliolic  gcntlcmnn  to  nppoiiit 
the  JuJ;;cs  who  nrc  to  docide  as  to  llio  doc- 
trinca  of  thnt  Church,  of  wliich  eomo  oF 
lis  nro  Kincei'O  dcFoiidera  !  Why,  it  U  one 
of  tho  most  imloccnt  propoaitioiia  over  Bub- 
mittcd  to  Parliament.  Not  only  docs  ll)o 
Chancellor  select  the  JuilgOi  nho  nro  to  try 
thcao  qucttioiiB,  but  when  they  conio  bftclt 
from  tho  Court  thua  conatitutcd  they  go  to 
tlio  Chancellor  himself.  lie  Iiears  tho 
whole  matter  juilicially,  and  decides  upon 
it ;  »ni  iho  Cahinot  of  which  tho  right 
Lon.  Gentleman  [Ur.  Olodstonc)  is  a  Mem- 
ber is  of  opinion,  as  I  undoralaDJ,  tliat 
quesliona  alfeoting  iho  doclrino  of  tho 
Church  of  ]''nglan(l  may  be  tried  nnd  dc- 
oidcd  by  a  Koman  Catholic  Chancellor 
■itting  nioiio  iu  Iho  Court  of  Ohaucory. 
Surely  no  man  can  act  up  as  a  judijo 
of  tho  doctrines  of  tho  Church  a  gentlo- 
man  who  honestly  disbelieves  thcin.  The 
17th  Section  of  tho  Act  referred  to  ia 
in  reality  the  stroogcat  argument  ii»aiiist 
the  Bill,  fur  tho  very  fuel  that  Sir  Uobert 
Peel,  by  a  distinct  clause,  met  the  caao  of 
a  Roman  Catholic  gontlemnn  promoted  to 
AD  office  to  vhich  occleaiaatical  prcfermcot 
was  att^icd,  and  provided  tliat  auch  prc- 
fonneiit  should  then  bo  exercised  by  other 
peraouR,  aliovra  clearly  that  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic was  excluded  from  the  Chancellorship 
by  reason  of  tho  distinct  relationiship  of 
that  office  to  tho  Govornmciit  of  tho 
ooDutry.  Then,  tlio  Lord  Chancellor  ia 
a  mombar,  ex  officio,  of  the  Ecclcsiaa- 
tical  Commisnion,  aud  thus  shares  in  (he 
control  of  tho  whole  property  of  the 
Church.  Any  Roman  Catholic  gentle- 
man who  should  bo  called  upon  to  pur- 
form  such  dulica  would  at  once  feel  that 
lie  had  no  ri;rht  to  unJertako  thorn. 
With  tho  exception  of  tho  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  all  tho  other 
Crown  oiBccrs  in  Ireland  may  bo  Roman 
Catholics,  and  most  of  tho  app<>intmentH 
liod  been  filled  by  mcmbors  of  that  cum- 
munioii  ;  but  from  the  duties  incident  to 
those  two  ofiiccrs  it  had  alnays  been  lield 
nccoaaary  to  retain  tho  excepting  clause 
concerning  llicm.  But  what  I  want  to  ask 
of  the  Government  is,  that  if  all  these 
offices  may  be  filled  by  Uonian  Catholic 
gontlemon,  in  a  matter  of  Church  patron- 
age to  whom  is  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
apply  for  advice,  and  whom  is  ho  to  con- 
sult ?  I  do  hclievo  that  when  these  facts 
are  auhmittcd  to  Roman  Catholio  gentle- 
mca  the;  will  hardly  say  that  Ur,  O'CoddoU 
Mt.  WhUende 


and  their  elorgy  wars  In  tho  wiwg  wba 
thoy  pronotmced  tlio  Bill  of  1829  u  bv^ 
one  that  left  notliiog  furthar  for  thui  It 
ask  and  nothiug  farther  to  dcatre.  Itiii 
mistake  to  dcscribo  tlt«  Lord  Chancallatrf 
Ireland  as  a  mors  Judge  in  the  Coartif 
Chonocry,  You  muat  saver  from  thadfai 
all  Ilia  political  funotlona,  and  lie  maslw 
advise  tho  Viceroy  oa  maUara  of  failbii 
religion.  On  tbeae  grounds  I  think  ikiaii 
a  Bill  that  cannot  pass  ia  the  eosdiliaas 
triiieli  it  now  stands.  I  find  bj  on  Act  rf 
the  Legislature  that  any  pvraoa  profaian 
tho  Jewish  religion  is  expreaaly  pceelaU 
from  holding,  among  other  offiees,  tbatif 
a  JudgB  of  the  United  KiagdooSt  oi  tf 
Regent  of  the  United  Kingdom,  of  Lod 
Chancellor,  of  Lord  Kocpor,  or  of  \mi 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  The  Jeir  ihcrafcw 
is  oxoludod  ;  and  yet  lie  lias  no  preja^ 
on  the  aubjeot,  ho  is  noitber  Protsstirt 
nor  Catholic,  and  mnst  in  that  aeaw  hi 
assumed  to  be  perfootlj  impartial ;  ka 
what  could  bs  more  indecent  than  tea^ 
poiut  a  person  who  repudiate*  aU  belief*  ii 
the  Christian  religion  to  hold  an  offioitkt 
duties  of  which  involre  the  aiaint^tanssd 
the  rights  and  property  and  ttte  dostnH 
and  purity  of  the  Chriatian  Charek!  I 
think  tho  pcopla  of  this  eonntrj  nill  neiv 
allow  this  Bill  to  past.  I  beliere  it  tsh* 
impolitio  aud  uuueeoMarj,  thai  it  ia  aM 
called  for  by  any  overwhalnring  neoasti^ 
— that  it  canuot  pass  ia  the  atate  in  vluk 
it  stands,  and,  ueraforc,  I  ahall  lappait 
the  Motion  of  my  boa.  Friend. 

Tas  CHANCBLLOa  of  thb  XXCaK- 
QUUR:  Sir,  tho  right  faon.  and  launal 
Gentleman  has  made  suob  diatinot  aadia- 
poated  appeals  to  mo,  in  the  ahsraotct  ef 
repreacnbitivo  of  the  Universitj  of  Oifci^ 
thnt  I  hope  the  Ilottio  will  iedulga  ns 
while  I  endeavour  to  afford  him  the  iaf» 
raation  he  asks  at  mj  hands.  Tbs  ngbl 
hun.  Gentleman  desires  to  know  whsuv 
1  intend  to  vote  for  the  aocend  reiHiin  (f 
this  Bill.  I  have  to  state  that  I  do  T^mi 
to  vote  for  it  and,  further,  that  I  ihsU  k 
BO  with  as  clear  a  coDScieooo  as  I  hns 
ever  hoforo  given  a  v.jtc  in  Parliament. 
Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  whom  1  tl- 
waya  listen  with  the  utmost  ploaanro,  ku 
appeared  before  us  to-night  i»  a  soDtOwksl 
novel  character — in  the  character  of  ih* 
defender,  and  almost  na  the  disctnle,  »f 
Sir  Robert  Feel,  and  seems  to  he  aiaimcil 
Icat  some  Meath"^  "*'  'his  Uuu«o  ib«uU 
now  bo  such  t 
support  a 
coiutituti 
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alwnye  tliought,  according  to  some  persoDS, 
thnt  Sir  Robert  Peel  bad  hitnseir  betraj'cd 
tha  Cliurch  and  destroyed  the  constitution 
in  Uio  year  '29— and  it  is  with  aatisfaotion 
that  I  learn  somen'bat  lato  in  1859  tlmt, 
on  tlis  contrarj,  Sir  Robert  Peel  war  a 
great  man,  wbo  discerned  nitli  a  sagacious 
e;e  the  preciie  Umils  to  which  jou  might 
^occed  and  bej'ond  which  jou  might  not 
go  ;  and  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  now 
the  faithful  rep  resell  totivc  of  tho  principlos 
of  which  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  the  ndvo- 
Mt«,  The  right  lion.  Gentleman  producea 
MW  COM  and  another  cose  of  quasi  eccle- 
MMtical  functions  which,  lio  aajg,  ma;  be 
eierciHcd  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
load,  and  he  thinks  ho  has  thereby  esta- 
blished a  case  for  saying  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  barrietor  "  however  learned  and 
distinguiabcd  you  may  be  in  your  profes- 
sion— howefor  nnimpeachablo  you  may  bo 
iu  character  and  cunducl  —  ncTertholoss 
jron,  being  Roman  Catholic,  shall  not  be 
allowed  to  attain  tho  highest  prize  in  your 
profession."  Now,  such  sentimcots  on  the 
port  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  not 
exactly  iu  aocordanco  with  the-  more  mi- 
tigated opinions  he  held  when  silting  on 
the  Uinisteriat  side  of  the  ilouao.  Perhaps 
the  House  may  bear  in  mind  —  I  know 
■May  Members  will  reeelleot — a  prophetic 

Krtion  of  a  speech  dehvercd  by  my  right 
n.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  War,  sitting 
then  on  the  Opposition  side,  in  which  he 
•ongratnlatcd  the  then  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  on  the  liberality  of  his  senti- 
ments towards  his  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
countrymen,  and  eipressed  a  hope  tliat  he 
might  retain  those  sentiments  wlien  ho 
passed  from  the  right  hand  of  tho  chair 
to  the  left.  I  think  tlio  spoech  of  the  right 
kon.  Gentleman  to-night  imlicatos  a  very 
•ODsiderablo  retrogression.  Let  it  be  tried 
on  its  argumentative  grounds.  I  consider 
theoi  trivial,  paltry,  secondary.  What  sa,ys 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman?  He  says  tho 
Lord  Chancollor  of  Ireland  exercises  eccle- 
uostioal  patronage.  I  grant  (hat  he  has  a 
votOt  oloiig  with  five  or  six  other  porsons, 
in  Ibo  appointment  to  two  livings  in  the 
Gity  of  Dublin.  Surely  that  circumstance 
doea  DM  constitute  a  ground  of  dis([ua1ifi- 
Mtion  to  K  Roman  Catholic  as  proving  the 
""yWBOLiBlon  of  ecclcMastical  patronage;  and 
grhethcr  thnt  be  an  exercise  of  ecclesias- 
1  patronage  or  not,  it  is  a  function 
X  iiwy  easily  ho  Morided  for  by  a  clause 
rodaSM  into  tl  A  Bill.     He  saya 
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miaeion.  I  believe  he  is  not  quito  accurate 
iu  that  statement,  for  the  Act,  if  1  am 
not  mistaken,  provides  that  he  shall  be  a 
member  of  that  Commission  if  ho  bo  a 
member  of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  IrQlaod;  consequently  if  ho  bo  not  ■ 
member  of  that  Church,  ho  cannot  ba  a 
member  of  the  Eccletiastical  Commia- 
sion ;  that  objection,  (hererorc,  eutiroly 
falls  to  the  ground.  Well,  then,  soys  tbo 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor may  be  one  of  tho  Lords  Justices  of 
Ireland.  If  I  read  aright  the  Act  of  10 
Geo.  lY.,  it  is  distinctly  provided  in  the 
I2tli  Section  that  nothing  therein  contain- 
ed shall  he  construed  to  enable  any  person 
profcEsiug  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  to 
exeroiie  the  office  of  Regent  of  the  Unitod 
Kingdom.  Nor  would  this  Act  enable  aoy 
R«mfln  Catholic  to  enjoy  tbe  office  of  the 
Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  or  tho 
office  of  Lord  Lieutenant,  or  other  chief 
Governor  or  chief  Governors  of  Ireland. 
Now,  that  prohibition  against  filling  tha 
office  of  chief  Governor  or  chief  Governon 
of  Ireland  this  Bill  does  not  propose  to 
alter.  The  rijht  hon.  Gentlemen  furthor 
says,  that  there  is  an  appeal  In  ecolesioa- 
tical  matters  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  to 
determine  qnestions  of  religions  doctrine 
and  disciplino.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
meaning  or  practical  interpretation  of  tho 
prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  which  tha 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  al- 
luded is  that  tbe  Lord  Chancellor,  either 
in  England  or  Ireland,  is  tho  sole  judge  in 
matters  of  ecdesiastioal  jurisdiction.  Upon 
matters  of  law  1  am  not  competent  to 
speak,  hut  1  do  not  believe  that  the  func- 
tions of  the  Lord  Chancellor  imply  any 
personal  participation  or  adjudication  upon 
questions  of  religious  doctrine  or  disci- 
pline. Wo  know  that  a  distinguished 
member  of  the  late  Government,  iu  en- 
countering objections  lo  this  or  that 
Hchomo,  exolnimed,  "  it  is  a  question 
for  Committee."  Well,  if  these  pointa 
be  wall  raised,  they  are  still  questions  for 
Committee.  Let  us  look  at  tho  main  issues 
of  this  Bill,  and  not  at  any  paltry  trivial 
and  secondary  matters.  In  1829you  passed 
an  Act,  the  principle  of  whicli  was  that  R^ 
man  Catholics,  notwithstanding  their  re> 
ligious  opinions,  were  admitted  to  tUo  ei- 
erciso  of  the  functions  of  every  civil  office. 
There  were  certain  limited  eioeptions  i^ 
troduced  into  that  Aet ;  hut  this  piineiple 
was  adopted,  that  whenever  tha  porpeae 
and  scope  of  these  offices  were  civil,  tboae 
offiMi  might  be  filled  by  oar  Bmhui  Cft> 
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tholic  fellow  subjects.  Will  any  man  oon- 
tcnd  that  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
its  main  scope  and  purpose,  is  anything 
but  a  civil  office  ?  If  ho  has  other  func- 
tions, which  take  up  one-sixth  of  his  time, 
is  it  for  those  functions  that  the  office  ex- 
ists ?  It  is  not,  in  substance,  a  legal  and 
judicial,  but  strictly  secular  duty  that  he  is 
called  upon  to  discharge.  Therefore  it  is 
bnt  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  that 
Act  to  remove  the  disability  which  exists 
against  Roman  Catholics  attaining  that 
high  office.  Day  after  day,  year  after  year, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  sits  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  as  a  lawyer,  discharg- 
ing merely  legal  and  civil  functions,  and 
does  any  one  dream  of  those  phantoms  of 
an  appeal  upon  questions  of  ecclesiastical 
discipline  which  disturb  the  mind  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman?  The  riffht  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  referred  in 
terms  of  eulogy  to  the  speech  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel  and  the  Act  of  1829.  But  if  I  ex- 
perience sentiments  of  satisfaction  that  the 
day  has  come  when  I  may  support  this 
Bill,  these  feelings  are  mingled  with  senti- 
ments of  regret  that  it  could  not  be  re- 
commended with  a  good  prospect  of  success 
to  the  British  House  of  Commons  until 
thirty  years  after  the  other  Act  had  been 
passed  ? 

Mr.  WALPOLE  :  Sir,  after  a  speech 
of  80  much  importance  as  that  which  we 
have  just  heard — which  does  not,  I  think, 
do  justice  to  the  argument  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend — the  House  would 
be  unwilling  to  break  up  without  hearing 
some  answer  to  a  speech  more  remarkable 
for  eloquence  than  for  strong  argument 
agoinst  the  objections  to  the  Bill.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  states  that  certain  eccle- 
siastical patronage  belongs  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland.  If  I  understood 
the  purport  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  argument — and  a  more  able  one 
I  never  heard — that  argument  has  been 
entirely  passed  over  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  It  was 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  was 
an  office,  not  of  merely  a  civil  character, 
which  every  professional  man  might  justly 
look  to  possess  if  he  had  sufficient  know- 
ledge, ability,  and  learning,  but  that  Sir 
Robert  Peel  had  excluded  certain  offices 
as  exceptions  to  the  rights  conferred  upon 
the  Roman  Catholics  as  offices  connected 
with  the  Crown,  and  offices  belonging  to 
the  delegates  of  the  Crown.  My  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  quoted  a  Cabinet 
paper  and  an  Act  of  Parliament.  My  right 
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hon.  Friend  might  hawe  quoted  Sir  Ro- 
bert Peel's  speech   in  which  he  pats  (he 
exceptions  distinctly  on  this  ground,  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  was  the  representatife 
of  the  Crown  in  matters  of  OoTeroment, 
and  that  the  privilege  of  holding  this  oSee 
could  not  be  extended  to  Roman  CathoKa 
on  thia  account.     And  then  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  talks  of  the  triTia1»  paltry,  lod 
secondary  reasons  of  the  obiectioni  to  tin 
measure.     Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  we  to 
have  settlements  of  these  qaestioni  or  not? 
And,  when  theae   settlements   are  made 
deliberately  by  great  authorities  and  agreei 
to  with  great  oircnmspeetion  and  care,  are 
they  to  bo  disturbed  without  sufficient  m- 
son  being  shown  ?  or  is  it  not  inenmbent 
upon  you,  the  adrooates  of  this  Bill,  to 
show  reasons  for  the  jastioe  and  necesiitj 
of  so  doing,  instead  of  calling  upon  as  to 
show  why  the  settlement   shonld  not  bo 
disturbed  ?  It  is  said  that  Roman  Catbolie 
barristers  are  not  ezeloded  firom  hddinf 
civil  offices  under  the  Crown.     Mj  ngbt 
hon.  Friend  has  met  that  argument,  and 
then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezoheqnertviti 
him  with  being  less  liberal  than  he  wis. 
I  think  that  reflection  might  hare  beei 
spared.    I  have  had  mnoh  interooarse  with 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend*  both  m 
and  out  of  office.    I  nerer  heard  a  wori 
in  contradiction  to  the  apeeoh  which  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  commended,  aad 
both  the  House  and  the  country  will  r^ 
member  that  he  has  not  uttered  a  word  is 
contradiction  to  those  liberal  seDtimentii 
Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  saja  tihat  tho 
office  of  Lord  Chancellor  is  a  ciril  ofiee. 
Sir,  that  is  the  whole  question.     If  it  bo 
not  an  office  connected  with  the  Gofcra- 
ment,  and  one  making  the  holder  pre  fflsM 
a  representative  of  the  Crown,  I  will  give 
up  the  whole  case.  Do  you  at  this  moment 
exclude  a  Roman  Oaihoiic  from  any  porelj 
civil  office  not  connected  with  the  gofsn- 
nient  of  the  country?     Not    one.    Tho 
highest   honours  are  open  to  him.    Ho 
may  fill  the  office  of  Lord  Jostiee  of  Ap- 
peal, who  is  as  high  a  civil  judicial  ofliecr 
as  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  eyeiy  Bomas 
C-atholic  professional  man  may  justly  look 
forward  to  the  possession  of  uiat  oflice.  I 
think  it  is  hardly  fair  to  saj  that  myrif^ 
hon.  Friend  puts  the  exemption  upon  dight 
or  trivial  grounds,  when  you  alww  eroij 
office  of  a  civil  character  to  be  pOMomcii 
by  our  Roman  Catholic  fdlow  saljeeta 
You  permit  them  to  hold  erery  oSse  vUoh 
may   be  filled  by  Pro    stents,   wUk  Ail 
proviso,  that  they  may    oi  hdi. 
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which  can  in  any  way  impair  the  Pro- 
testant Government  of  the  country,  that 
Government  being  secured  by  the  Act  of 
Settlement  to  those  who  are  Protestants, 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  being  the  person 
representing  that  Protestant  Government 
in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  England.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  per- 
haps the  most  eloquent  speech  delivered 
in  this  House  during  the  present  year,  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ilertfordshire  (SirE.  Bulwer  Lytton),  now 
unfortunately  absent  from  the  House,  in 
which  my  hon.  Friend  said,  *'  Well,  but 
these  are  questions  for  Committee. "  I  took 
exception  at  the  time  to  my  hon.  Friend's 
speech  in  that  particular,  I  intend  to  take 
exception  to  the  same  argument  still.  Not 
many  days  ago  a  Bill  was  brought  into 
this  House  on  one  pretence  and  argued 
upon  another.  You  were  forced  to  send 
that  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  if 
ever  it  comes  from  that  Committee  there 
will  be  hardly  one  word  in  the  first  clause 
of  that  Bill  which  will  remain.  You  have 
now  brought  in  a  Bill  upon  what  you  may 
have  thought  to  be  a  trival  and  a  light 
matter  until  the  argument  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  and  then,  when  you 
have  heard  that  argument,  you  suggest 
that  the  provisions  may  be  settled  in  Com- 
mittee. I  think  this  course  can  only  be 
taken  where  all  the  material  provisions  of 
the  Bill  are  of  such  a  nature  that  you  can 
assent  to  them.  Otherwise  1  think  that 
the  only  legitimate  way  of  dealing  with 
a  Bill  like  the  present  is  to  reject  it  on  a 
second  reading,  and  require  its  authors  to 
be  more  circumspect  in  future.  There  is 
one  other  argument  to  which  I  wish  to 
allude.  I  have  urged  that  argument  on 
other  occasions,  and  even  urged  it  against 
the  wishes  of  many  of  my  friends  near  me  ; 
but  T  am  convinced  of  the  importance  of 
maintaining  what  is  justly  called  the  prin- 
cipal object  of  Sir  Robert  Peel— namely, 
the  establishment  of  peace  and  union  in 
reference  to  these  subjects.  My  deep  con- 
viction is  that  you  never  will  have  peace 
and  union  until  you  agree  to  abide  by  the 
deliberate  Act  of  Parliament  which  has 
passed  into  law.  Any  attempt  to  disturb 
that  law  without  great  and  cogent  reasons 
will  only  tend  to  destroy  that  peace  and 
union  which  we  all  desire.  We  have 
arrived  at  a  period  when  these  subjects 
are  by  general  consent  sought  to  be  remov- 
ed from  the  field  of  controversy  here,  and 
any  attempt  to  reopen  such  a  question  is 
not  likely  to  promote  peace  or  union.     I 
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hope  I  nuy  be  understood  as  speaking 
without  the  least  intention  to  offer  disre- 
spect to  my  Roman  Catholic  fcl1ow*sub« 
jects,  and  1  trust  I  have  not  said  a  word 
that  can  tend  to  impair  the  peace  and  union 
which  we  all  desire  ;  but  I  helieve  that 
can  best  be  preserved  by  abstaining  from 
any  interference  with  the  deliberate  settle- 
ment of  Parliament,  unless  very  strong 
reasons  can  be  shown. 

Colonel  DICKSON  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Debate. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  hope  the 
House  will  come  to  a  decision  upon  the  Bill 
this  evening.  The  subject  has  been  suffi- 
ciently discussed  to  enable  every  Member 
to  make  up  his  mind,  and  if  we  are  to  judge 
from  what  has  passed  in  the  debate,  there 
are  some  Gentlemen  whose  minds  have 
been  made  up  long  ago.  I  cannot  see  how 
Members  can  be  pressed  to  come  to  an  ab- 
rupt dissolution  upon  that  which  I  may 
perhaps,  without  disrespect,  call  the  Holy 
Alliance,  which  not  long  ago  existed  be- 
tween them.  Members  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  seem  to  have  awoke  as  from 
a  dream  to  their  former  sentiments;  and 
notwithstanding  the  appearances  which 
presented  themselves  when  they  sat  on 
this  side  of  the  House  of  greater  liberality 
on  their  part  on  subjects  of  the  kind  we 
have  been  discussing  this  evening  than 
had  previously  distinguished  their  career, 
it  seems  now  that  their  sentiments  belong- 
ed only  to  the  occasion.  It  now  appears 
that  they  have  reverted  to  the  sentiments 
they  previously  expressed.  Well,  Sir,  I 
cannot  concur  with  them  in  the  objections 
which  they  have  made  to  the  Bill.  Though 
the  Bill  may  repeal  a  part  of  the  letter  of 
the  Emancipation  Act,  it  is  in  strict  con- 
formity with  the  spirit  in  which  that  Act 
was  founded.  The  spirit  of  that  arrange- 
ment was,  that  the  Catholic  should  be  ad- 
mitted to  every  civil  and  political  function 
which  was  not  connected  with  any  ecclesi- 
astical authority.  I  think  it  is  proved  that 
the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  is 
a  purely  civil,  political,  and  judicial  office. 
He  may  occasionally  have  the  disposal  of 
a  few  small  livings  in  Dublin;  but  it  is 
dealing  lightly  with  this  great  subject  to 
pretend  that  he  possesses  eccleBiastical 
patronage,  and  that  on  that  account  an 
Irish  barrister  ought  to  be  deprived  of  the 
right  of  fairly  and  legitimately  arriving  ai 
that  distinguished  position.  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  be  led  away  by  those  un- 
sound attempts  at  argument  on  the  part  of 
the  right  h{*n.  and  learned  Gentleman  op* 
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poaito.  The  question  is  one  of  the  simplest 
nature.  Here  is  nn  office  which  ii  prorcd 
to  be  maitil;  Juilieial,  anil  to  whicli  ovcrj 
Irish  barrister  is  ciititluJ  to  look  up  as  tlio 
object  of  hJB  profoasional  ambition ;  niul  I 
Bce  no  reason  whatuTor  for  connecting  it 
with  the  security  of  the  Protestant  rciigiiiti 
of  the  oounlry,  or  of  the  Act  of  Sottlo- 
mont,  or  of  nny  of  tlio  initilulions  which 
tre  all  liolil  dear  nnJ  snerci).  1  eco  no  ra- 
tional grouiiil  whatever  for  prctcnilinw  tliat 
any  of  those  laws  niid  insiitulions  woulJ 
be  placed  in  the  slightest  peril  by  aliowitig 
AD  Irisli  barrister  to  aspire  to  tlio  honour 
of  being  iho  Lord  Chnnccllor  of  his  coun- 
try. 1  tiiercForo  hopo  tlio  House  will  conio 
to  n  decision  on  tlio  question  this  evening. 
If  it  lie  slioivn  tlicro  01*0  any  contiiigout 
circumstances  which  it  is  necessary  to 
guard  ngainst  by  special  provisions,  vrhcn 
tl)o  Dill  goes  into  Cominiltce,  wo  shall  bo 
prcpnrcd  to  consider  an;  proposition  wliich 
luey  be  mode  on  the  snbjcct;  but  if  iheiij 
bo  no  argument  brought  forvturd  to  induce 
the  IIouso  to  reject  the  second  rending  of 
the  Bill,  1  do  trust  that,  fur  tho  character 
of  tho  House  and  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try, the  Bill  will  not  he  rejected.  Tho 
measure  is  so  simplo  nnd  plniii,  .ind  so 
strictly  in  accordance  with  tho  spirit  of  tlio 
settlement  made  by  Sir  Kobert  Pec-i,  tliat 
1  do'i  opo  the  House  will  lliis  evening  agreo 
to  tho  second  reading. 

Mn.  DISRAELI  :  Whatever  may  bo  our 
decision,  the  question  befuro  us  is  one  of 
high  importance  ;  and  1  must  say  I  am 
surprised  at  the  touo  of  the  noble  Lord. 
It  is  dllBcult  to  iiuagiuo  any  subject  nioro 
deserving  of  calm,  grave,  and  delibe- 
rate discussion.  The  noblo  Lord  rose 
to  speak  upon  tlie  question  of  adjourn- 
ment, but  ho  made  a  speech  upon  the  Bill ; 
yot  I  must  say  ol  the  observations  of  tho 
noblo  Lord  that  for  tbo  information  he  lias 
given  us,  and  the  general  knowledge  ho  has 
evinced  upon  the  subject,  it  would  have 
been  better  if  tbo  noble  Lord  had  confined 
his  obsert.itioiis  to  tlie  question  of  adjourn- 
ment. I  cannot  say  that  tlic  question  is  to 
me  n3|clcai'  ns  it  appears  to  be  to  tbo  noblo 
Lord.  On  tho  contrary,  it  is  one  evidently 
of  some  difficulty  and  very  gvent  doubt  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  functions  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  has  to  fulfil. 
No  two  Gontlcmcii  who  have  addressed  us 
have  ogvoeil  upon  tliat  point.  My  right 
lion,  and  learned  Friend  laid  down  certain 
propositions,  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ei- 
ehcquer  who  replied  to  him,  did  not  ngreo 
cithor  iu  arguments  or  facts.  This  is 
Yiscoimt  Paimei-tlon 


a  subject  upon  wliieli  tlie  HonM  ongkt 
to  have  perfect  information.  We  in 
asked  to  disturb  a  great  aottlcmeut.  Thtt 
disturbanoo  might  take  plaeo  if  really  uJ 
justly  required  ;  but  we  have  a  right  tods- 
mnnd  that  tbo  question  alinll  be  eompletslf 
Inid  before  tlio  House.  It  is  posiibto  liul 
some  of  the  eonditiona  upon  which  Rhdu 
Cathulio  Emancipation  waa  granted  jcsn 
ago,  may  have  beoomo  obsolete  awl  It- 
applicable  lo  pretont  cirenmstancca ;  bit 
it  is  certain  that  wo  ought  to  harofOK- 
pleto  cvidenco  of  (he  facta,  and,  if  full. 
that  a  fit  remedy  should  be  proviiM. 
Under  ordinary  circumstaueos  when  a  id- 
ticmcut  like  this  is  brought  nnder  Mr 
notice,  the  proper  peraous  to  take  tW 
responsibility  of  it  are  the  QoTommeataf 
tbo  doy.  It  ought  to  be  brought  fbrnri 
by  tho^  who  are  in  high  position,  sod 
who  aro  responsible  for  that  raalnre  isd 
business'like  performance  which  ihcoooDtrj 
oxpecti  when  such  great  interests  tn 
concerned.  I  do  not  moan  to  sajtbstif 
tlio  Government  olectoil  not  to  eoma  br 
ward  on  the  subject,  an  iudepeedm 
Gentleman  is  prcoluJed  from  eserciaig 
his  privilege  and  solioiiing  the  opiaiM 
of  the  IIouso  of  Coramona  on  tho  mil- 
ler ;  but  wiiat  I  maintain  is,  that  if  an  i» 
de])Oiident  Member  coniea  forward  on  snk 
a  subject,  be  ought  to  show  in  the  Bill 
ho  introduces  that  ha  has  coniplatelj  aai 
deeply  considered  tho  question,  and  ttuU 
bo  IS  prepared  to  meet  oil  the  diffiealtMs 
wliicb  dealing  with  it  entails  on  tho  Uoiua 
No  ono  who  has  risen  baa  pretended  for  s 
moment  that  tho  Bill  introdueed  to  eir 
iiodco  fulfils  thcso  conditions  ;  and  tbt 
noble  Lord  lisa  no  right  to  treat  tlic  qoss- 
tioii  as  bo  has  treated  it  to-night— as  it 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  Housa  bai 
evinced  hostility  to  aome  meoauro  so  at- 
mirably  contrived  and  perfcctlj  Inisbad, 
that  tho  Government  hod  a  right  te  skn 
some  natural  impatience  at  the  oppisi- 
tion  offered  (0  the  measure.  On  ihecoa- 
ttary,  those  who  sapport  thia  maaaursaoa- 
fcBS  (nnd  in  soma  aort  offer  exonsea  ia  its 
defence)  that  it  is  utterly  inadeqaote  to  iht 
occasion.  They  tell  us  that  the  Gon^U 
toe  is  the  proper  place  where  the  ilsflnJM 
cicB  are  to  be  supplied  and  the  remodiNta 
ho  brought  forward,  Nok,  my  oipcrieun 
of  Committees  of  the  Wbul.:  llouae  is  net 
of  unaturesoenecuragiag  that  I  can  mmIj 
believe  that  iboao  v'  ro  nnxious  te  ia- 
trod  lice  any  eh       t  1  kind  rcfcrrcit  ts 

would  bo  fortai  ik  «n  enlerjirite. 
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good  occaaion  for  criticisni,  for  amending 

einuscs,  nntl  for  introdncing  now  clauses  ni 

connected    willi    proceiling  cliiisci  ;    but 

Buch  a  Comniitiee  is  not  an  occaBion  on 

wliich  a  Bill  can  bo  profectcd  wliich  bas 

deficiencies  on  every  singlo  lieod  nitli  re- 

■pect  to  irliicli  clnusca  ought  to  bo  broaglit 

forward.     My  oivn  opinion  is  that  if  over 

there  was  a  qjeelion  wliich  onglit  (o  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  this  is  one, 

and  I  should  like  to  see  it  so  referred,  and  | 

that  the  Committee  should  inquire  what 

ditfcrcnce  exists  between  the  functioni  of  I 

the  Lord  Clinncellor  of  Ireland  and  those 

of  tho  Lord  Cbnncollor  of  Kngknd,  and 

whtit  there  is  to  incapacitate  Roman  Ca- 

iholie   gentlemen   from    perforniing   these ' 

functions,     I  believe  that  a  Select  Com- ! 

mitlco  might  obtain  at  tliis  moment  sntia- 

factory  evidence    front  witnesses  of  high  : 

cliarncler  and  complete  information.     You 

hare    in    this     country    several    ox-Lord ; 

Chancellors  of  Ireland.  You  might  sum- 
mon Lord  Camjihell,  Lord  St.  Loonords, 

and    otiier    individuals    equally     eminent, 

who,  I  believe,  are  nt  hand.      The  busi- 

oesa  of  the  Committee  would  not  be  one 

Qf  very  great  length,  and   you  might    in 

■  very  short  time  have  the  opportunity  of 

meeting  this  question  in  a  way  adequate 

to   tlio   occasion.      The   Bill    then  would 

appear  before  us  in  a.  very  different  shape, 

Aud  tbe  matter  would  bo  dealt  with  in   a 

manner  that  nouSd  give  satisfaction  to  the 

country.     So  far  as  1  am  concerned,  if  the 

Government  give  their  consent  to  refer  the 

Bill  to  a  Select  Cunimittce  with  ttio  dis- 
tinct object  I  hare  laid  before  the  House, 

I  should  support  the  second  reading  of  the 

Bill ;  but  if,  on  the  otiier  hand,  the  Go- 
fill  nol  meet  n  proposiLion  in 
0  temperate  and  proper  for  tho 
nd  Olio  which  would  give  gene- 
ral satisfaction,  I  shall  then  feel  it  my  duty 

to  (ako  another  course.     I  hope,  however, 

that  the  Government  will  feel  on  rcSectioii 

that  this   is   a   proper   mode    of  dcDling 

with    the   question.     Let    the    Committee 

ho  composed   of  cniinont   men   from   both 

sides,  and  let  witnesses  of  the  high  cha- 
racter and  station  to  which  I  have  al- 
luded bo  eiauiined,  and  let  us  clearly  un- 

deritand  what    difference  eiists   between 

the  functioDs  of  the    Lord  Chancellor  of 

England  and  of  tbe  Lord  Chancellor   of 

Ireland.    Let  it  bo  clearly  understood  what 

fanctioni  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  cannot 

pioperly  he  fnlKlled  and  discharged  by  d 

!;(  nlleman  prefer  the  Roman  Catholic 

faitk  )  kud  tat  tli  ftf  the  laboun  of 


'  tho  Committee  be  placed  before  the  House. 
That  coarse  woulil  be  more  satisfactory 
than  a  hurried  and  precipitate  decision  on 
a  subject  which,  whether  we  consider  the 
opinion  of  large  classes  of  the  people  or 
I  the  important  charocter  of  the  question 
itself,  is  doubtless  a  question  of  great 
weight,  and  one  which  ought  to  be 
treated  by  the  llouso  with  gravity  and 
cnlmneBs. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  :  Sir,  tho  right 
hen.  Oentleman  has  rondo  a  direct  appeal 
to  the  Members  of  Iler  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  to  state  what  opinion  they  would  ex- 
press on  a  certain  course  he  has  proposed, 
and  I  hare  risen  simply  to  give  an  answer 
to  that  appeal.  I  will  give  that  answer 
in  tho  fewest  number  of  words  j  but  before 
I  give  the  answer,  I  think  it  riglit  to  taico 
notice  of  one  or  two  points  which  wero 
tnuclied  on  by  tho  right  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Whitcaide).  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  commented  upon  a 
remark  of  mino  made  in  a  previoua  debate. 
I  ventured  on  a  previous  occasion  to  say, 
that  ill  my  opinion  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  dis- 
qualifying Roman  Catholics  from  the  office 
of  Irish  Chancellor,  had  acted  inadvertently. 
That  eipreasion  has  been  rauok  criticised 
during  to-night's  debate,  and  1  will  now 
repeat,  after  consideration,  and  after  bear- 
ing the  remarks  of  the  riglit  hon.  Qentlo- 
man,  what  I  believe  to  bo  tho  real  fact 
.with  regard  to  the  origin  of  the  enactment 
via  arc  now  considering.  It  is  clear  that 
Sir  Robert  Peel  introduced  into  his  mea- 
sure the  Irish  Chancellor,  because  he  found 
that  ofiioo  coupled  with  the  English  Chan- 
cellor in  previous  Bdls  brought  in  by  the 
professed  advocates  of  the  lloman  Catholio 
ciniuis.  My  conviction  is,  looking  to  the 
expressions  he  used  during  tlie  debates, 
that  he  was'undcr  tho  impression  that  the 
Irisls  Cliaucellor  had  ecclesiastical  patron- 
age. I  draw  thai  inference  from  words 
used  by  Sir  Robert  I'cel  in  Committee, 
and  my  firm  belief  is  that  in  introduoing 
the  mcaeure,  and  recommending  it  to  the 
Houoe,  botli  -lie  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  under  the  impression  that  tho 
Irish  Chancellor  did  possess  some  consider- 
able ecclesiastical  patronage.  And  now  I 
repeat  my  assertion,  that  (he  Irish  Chnii< 
oellor  cannot  in  strictness  bo  said  to  have 
any  ecclesiastical  pationoge,  become  he  is 
merely  one  person  in  conjunction  witli  sc- 
rerol  others  in  the  disposal  of  the  appoint- 
ments. With  respect  to  any  eeelesiaatical 
patronage  the  Irish  Chancellor  might  hold, 
nu  cxeroiee  of  it  is  oomplotely  guarded  bj 
2  0  2 
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tbo  provisions  in  tlio  Catholio  Relief  Act. 
Therefore,  as  regards  the  question  of  ec> 
clesiAstical  patronage,  the  matter  stands 
entirely  plain,  and  the  only  subject  which 
can  be  deemed  open  to  consideration  is  the 
jurisdiction  which  he  may  have  in  certain 
cases  affecting  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland,  and  which  it  might  be  thought 
improper  for  a  Roman  Catholic  to  exercise. 
That  is  the  entire  extent  of  any  reasona- 
ble doubt  which  can  be  said  to  exist  with 
regard  to  the  measure  before  the  House. 
Some  new  points  have  undoubtedly  been 
brought  before  the  coui-ideration  of  the 
House  during  to-night's  debate  which 
never  previously,  to  my  knowledge,  were 
adverted  to.  I  do  not  believe,  however, 
that  they  have  any  practical  importance, 
though  I  admit  that  they  have  a  theore- 
tical force  in  argument ;  and  before  any 
legislation  can  take  place,  it  is  necessary 
that  they  should  receive  a  careful,  delibe- 
rate, and  respectful  consideration.  I  am 
prepared  to  recommend  my  right  hon. 
Friend  who  has  the  charge  of  this  Bill 
to  agree  to  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli),  to  let  tiie 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time.  [•*  No,  no  !"] 
That,  I  understand,  is  the  proposition  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — to  let 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  and  then 
to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee,  in  order 
to  a  consideration  of  those  material  and 
reasonable  objections  that  have  been  raised 
during  the  debate. 

Mb.  banks  stanhope  opposed  the 
Billon  one  great  and  distinct  principle.  This 
question  had  been  settled  in  1829,  and  he 
opposed  any  interference  with  that  settle- 
ment. That  was  a  principle  which  no 
Select  Committee  could  affect,  and  there- 
fore he  would  oppose  the  appointment  of 
any  Committee. 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE,  in  re- 
ply, complained  of  the  imputations  which 
had  been  cast  upon  his  motives  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  His  only  motive  was  to  do 
an  act  of  justice.  The  question  had  been 
asked,  why  the  Government  allowed  him 
to  bring  forward  such  a  Bill  ?  Ills  reply 
was  that  he  was  an  independent  member, 
and  though  he  supported  the  Government 
he  would  not  ask  their  consent  to  any 
measure  that  he  brought  forward.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Whiteside) 
sneered  at  his  motives,  and  spoke  of  this 
measure  having  been  brought  forward, 
after  some  other  leading  measures  had 
Sir  George  Lewis 


been  got  out  of  the  way.  in  order  to  gire  a 
place  to  some  learned  Gentleman  or  other. 
He  repudiated  any  such  motives. 

Me.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  had  not 
made  any  such  imputation.  He  had  stated 
that  when  certain  great  national  me&sorei 
were  disposed  of  then  this  measure  was 
introduo€Kl. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  did  not  speak  ia 
the  quiet  way  he  now  did,  but  in  a  fen 
excited  and  snooring  manner,  and  talked 
of  the  "indecent  measure"  which  he  had 
introduced.  He  thought  that  his  geoenl 
bearing  in  that  House  did  not  entitle  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  use  of  and 
language  towards  him.  He  would  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  OcntlemaD 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  and  when  the  Bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time  remit  it  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MILES  thought  ik 
question  of  adjournment  had  been  loit 
sight  of,  and  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  it  would  insist  on  his  MotiM 
being  put.  He  would  be  no  party  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  being  a  Romu 
Catholio  till  he  was  conyinced  that  thej 
were  not  undoing  what  had  been  done  in 
1829. 

CoLOMEL  DICKSON  was  anziooi  to 
meet  the  wish  of  the  House  that  the  qoei- 
tion^should  be  calmly  eonsidered  ;  but  u 
the  discussion  of  the  general  question  hi^ 
been  resumed  for  some  time  he  would  witlh 
draw  the  Motion  of  adjournment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MILES  said,  he  wesM, 
in  that  case,  mo?e  the  adjonmment  sgsii, 
if  nobody  else  did. 

Mr.  speaker  was  then  about  to  pot 
the  Question  *'  That  the  Debate  be  sot 

adjourned  ;"  when 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  ross  sad 
attempted  to  address  the  House  :  but  wii 
met  with  such  continuous  cries  for  s  di- 
vision, that  the  noble  Lord  sat  down. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  not 

adjourned.'* 

The  House  divided : — Ajes  142  i  Nom 

210:  Majority  68. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  EDWARD  GROOAN  then  mofri 
*'  That  the  House  do  now  a^oum." 

Lord  Pi^LMERSTON  and  Sir  GsoBOB  IdBWB 
deprecated  this  Motion,  and  it    vss  s^ 

gatived.     Finally, 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tttesdof  next 

Ilooio  «4joarsd  at  Twm  iMnk. 
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HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday,  July  13,  1859. 

Their  Lor^Jships  met,  and  having  gone 
through  the  business  on  the  Paper, 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  Half-past 

Ten  o'clock. 


»-,»^.'*^'N.* 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday t  July  13,  1859. 

Minutes.]  Pubuc  Bills. — 1**  Settled  Estates  Act 

(1856)  Amendment. 
2<*  Church  Rates  Abolition ;    Salmon  Fishery  ; 
Tramways  (Ireland) ;    Railway  Companies  Ar> 
bitratioi. 

CHURCH  RATE  ABOLITION  BILU 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  that  in  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  (Sir  J.  Trelawny),  he  rose  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but 
as  the  question  had  been  already  amply 
discussed,  he  should  not  detain  the  House 
by  any  observations  of  his  on  the  subject, 
susceptible  as  it  was  of  so  little  novelty  in 
the  way  of  argument.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  present  was  a  new  Parliament, 
and  therefore  some  explanation  of  the  Bill 
was  necessary;  but  there  were  so  few  new 
Members  in  the  present  Assembly,  and 
they  were  all  so  well  acquainted  with  the 
bearings  of  the  question,  that  he  should 
simply  content  himself  with  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  DU  cane  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  three  months.  In  one 
respect  I  can  certainly  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken,  that 
the  question  involved  in  this  measure 
is  one  which  has  been  so  amply  and 
ably  discussed  in  this  House,  especially 
during  the  last  two  Sessions,  that  I  could 
well  imagine  the  House  would  be  content 
to  abstain  from  lengthened  argument  on 
the  present  occasioui  and  give  a  plain  aye 


or  no  to  the  proposition  bcfure  them.     But 
remembering  as  I  do  that  it  is  a  new  Par- 
liament in  which  we  are  assembled  to  dis- 
cuss  this   question,  and   having  hitherto 
contented  myself  with  a  silent  vote,  I  am 
induced  to  request  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  while  1  state,  as  briefly  as  1  can, 
the  arguments  I  have  to  urge  against  the 
adoption  of  this  measure.     Sir,  I  am  one 
of  those  who,  in  the  absence  of  any  satis- 
factory solution  of  this  difficulty  by  way  of 
compromise  or  equivalent,  are  prepared,  as 
heretofore,  to  stand  by  the  maintenance  of 
the  existing  law  with  all  its  imperfections, 
rather  than  give  their  assent  to  the  passing 
of  a  measure  which  they  believe  to  be  an 
act  of  simple  spoliation,  and  the  first  step 
to  the  destruction  of  the  Establishment  of 
the  country.     I  am  willing  to  admit  the 
signal  failure  which  befel  the  measure  of 
compromise  attempted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  in  the  late   Parliament,  but  I 
must  say,  at  the  same  time,  that  I  have 
always  attributed  that  failure,  not  so  much 
to  the  intrinsic  demerits  of  the  measure 
itself,  as  to  the  position  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  respect  to  the  avowed  numerical 
strength  of  the   whole  body  of  its  sup- 
porters.    And  I  am  not  one  of  those  who, 
looking  either  at  the  composition  of  the 
present  House  of  Commons,  or  at  what  I 
believe  to  bo  the  real  feeling  of  the  English 
people,  can  believe  that  the  hour  is  come 
when  the  doom  of  church  rates  must  be 
irrevocably  pronounced,  and  that  the  mea- 
sure before  us  is  the  sole  solution  of  the 
difficulty.     On  the  contrary  1  am  induced, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  offer  my  opposition 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  from  a 
sincere  and  honest  conviction  that  by  allow- 
ing it  to  pass  this  stage  of  its  existence 
any  chance  of  arriving  at  a  satisfactory 
settlement  would  be  materially  lessened,  if 
not  wholly  destroyed.     I  know  it  may  be  . 
said,  only  allow  this  Bill  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee and  you  can  there  mould  it  to  your 
own  liking,  and  engraft  into  it  such  pro- 
visions as  will  attain  the  end  of  which  in 
their  hearts  a  majority  of  this  House  may 
be  desirous.     Now,  we  have  heard  a  great 
deal  of  late,  even  I  might  say  up  to  an 
early  hour  of   this   very  morning,  about 
going  into  Committee.     And  I  think  that 
during  a  recent  very  memorable  debate  we 
had  these  two  broad  principles  urged  with 
great  force  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite; 
first,  that  when  you  dissent  from  the  main 
principle  of  a  Bill,  it  is  impossible  that  you 
can  consistently  support  its  second  reading; 
and,  secondly,  that  it  is  impossible  that 
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you  Clin  malio  Alterntintia  or  nmcndments  1  form    of    compromise.       Wo    riiall   Inn 
"■"  ■  -.■.-..      (.^Qpgg^  (],„  Kubicon  oiico  for  all,  wo  tM 

Im TO  adopted  "  voatigia  nulla  rrtrorGDin" 
QB  our  wnteliword,  and  for  better  or  wbtk, 
Ds  tho  case  moy  bo,  the  fabric  of  llie  Ei- 
tablislicd  Cliurcli  will  lean  for  supportikm 
upon  tho  Romstrhot  slentler  reed  of  n!n- 
tar  J  contribntion. 

Now,  Sir,  I  hnje  no  wiah  upon  the  pn. 
Bcnt  oconsion  to  Treary  the  Ilouao,  bjgraBg 
at  length  into  llio  complicated  liiitotj  i 
(ho  church-rnto  coiitrorersj,  or  tlio  Tirioii 
forma  of  conipromiio  iliat  tills  Uoum  ku 
BuccoBsivcly  diBcusat^  and  rcjcetcJ.  I 
consider  that  I  itand  here  to-tlajr  to  defrad 
a  jiriiiciplo,  nnd  not  to  nrgao  a  qncstion  «{ 
coniproniiie.  I  Iiato  im  wiafa  to  plnnp 
into  (ho  lengthened  annals  of  the  eek- 
brnted  Bi'aintreo  ease,  or  to  iiiTeitigitB 
niinutclj  tho  qnoitiou.  whether  vc  aitli 
regard  church  rates  aa  a  oliar^  apoo  pn- 
pert;,  or  a  cliargo  apon  the  pcraea  b  n- 
spccC  of  projicrtj.  As  far  b*  th»  ioim- 
wliQt  infinitciimal  distinctioD  u  eoneemed, 
it  irill,  I  think,  be  ■offioiont  to  remenibcr 
tlint  for  centuries  past  the  propertj  of  tUi 
country  has  been  hold  Babjoel  to  (bit 
charge,  and  that  every  man  wIm  dviii 
(hat  period  haa  beon  an  owner,  oecifier, 
or  purchaser  of  property,  lias  heU,  tt» 
pied,  and  pnrchuod  tiiat  proper^,  kaong 
that  it  was  subject  lo  this  iialMli(j.  Am 
OR  regards  the  Bnuntree  eaae,  it. will  sbs, 
I  think,  bo  sufGcicnt  lo  eall  to  mind,  tU 
h}'  the  lavr  of  tlio  land  ai  repeatedly  Issl 
down  by  tho  Judges  of  tlie  land  in  (kit 
case,  ercrj  parish  is  bound  ts  keep  in  ■«■ 
pnir  tho  fabric  of  its  cfanroh.  It  t«  my 
(rue,  that  by  tho  final  deoiaion  of  aaotkr 
plncc,  which  laid  down  tho  principle  M 
no  rate  can  be  legally  IcTied  that  badnt 
previously  obtained  the  eonaent  of  a  M* 
jority  in  vestry,  that  law  ia  in  mmmj  ia- 
stances,  cBpeciaily  in  the  iargs  aad  ppi 
louB  urban  diitrieti  of  this  omuitry,  iMKr- 
cd  of  no  effect.  But  then  eemea  the  fa» 
lion,  as  tar  as  the  majority  ia  coaoeM, 
"  If  this  bo  the  preaent  atata  ef  llteh*. 
where  is  the  grieranec  of  wfaieb  ysa  c«» 
plain."  It  is  a  tore  grieraoce  te  tbaB» 
taljllEhed  Churoh  of  tbia  eonatiT,  t^ 
owing  to  an  imperfect  and  ■nawiifcrtw? 
state  of  the  law,  alte  ia  tli-priv«d 


a  Bill,  in  any  way  affecting  its  princi]i 
without  aocomplishing  tiio  destruction  of 
(he  measure  itBcIf,  Not,  tlio  principle  of 
the  measure  before  ns  is  ono  about  which 
I  think  no  difTercnco  of  opinion  can  exist 
by  nny  possibility  in  tho  mind  of  Any  Mem- 
ber of  this  tloato:  It  has  been  the  custom 
in  former  chm-ch-rato  discussions  for  those 
who  oppose  their  abDli(ion  to  appeal  very 
jUBily  to  tho  citrcmo  antiquity  of  tho 
charge  ;  but  the  principle  of  this  Bill  in,  1 
think,  a  still  more  ancient  one,  and  reminds 
us  of  tliDso  dayd  of  primeval  aiinplicity 
when  wo  woi-o  governed  on— 
"  Tim  good  old  rutc,  (ho  limple  pinn. 

Time  Iliaac  iliaulil  (aka  who  hitvo  tlio  power. 

And  thosu  ahoulil  keep  who  can.'' 

Tho  priiicijilo  of  this  Bill  is  tho  simple 
and  oniirc  deatruction  of  tho  maintenance 
of  tho  fabric  and  services  of  tho  Establish- 
eil  Cliui-ch  of  this  country  by  nny  other 
fund  than  that  which  may  arise  from  volun- 
tary  contributions.  Thcro  is  no  room  left 
hero  to  engraft  a  ooniproniise  ;  the  Eslnb- 
lished  Church  is  called  upon  briefly  and 
emphatically  by  thit  Bill  to  stand  and  de- 
liver, and  slio  must  either  bo  prepared  to 
give  up  all,  or  to  offer  to  so  resolute  and 
detcnninoJ  an  adversary  an  equally  reso- 
lute and  dotcvminod  resiKtcincc.  But  then 
again,  it  may  bo  said  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, aa  1  linvo  hcnrd  it  urged  on  previous 
iliacusaioni,  "  Only  nbolish  church  rates 
(luco  for  nil,  and  you  will  find  your  account 
in  tho  subsequent  enso  with  which  you  will 
bo  ablo  to  provide  nn  equivalent  in  some 
othcrand  less  obnoxious  shape."  Now  this 
is  nu  argument  which  nppcnrs  to  me  to  be 
bnfied  on  the  principle  on  irhich  wo  are  told 
that  Jeddiirt  jiisiiec  wna  formerly  admiuia- 
tcrud,  "  llnng  roitr  man  first,  and  try  the 
merits  oF  his  cato  aftci-wards."  That  all 
tho  evil  consequcncL's  many  have  ventured 
to  predict,  and  which  I  mysolf  apprehend 
from  tlie  nholition  of  church  rotes,  will 
eventually  bu  realised,  I  cannot  contidcnily 
pretend  to  any.  But  I  will  ventm-e  to  pre- 
dict thus  much  with  Fome  confidcnee,  thnt 
church  rates  otieo  unconditiunnlly  abulislied 
any  subsequent  legislative  attempts  at  pro- 
viding nn  equivalent  will  bo  encountered 
with  equal  huetllity,  and  will  be  found 
equally  impracticable.  You  tuny,  as  I 
have  heard  it  sumetimos  propoaed,  pass 
tho  Bcntcnce,  and  postpone  tho  e.xcculion, 
with  a  view  to  ita  subsequent  mitigation  ; 
but  you  will  find  it  in  vain  then  tu  talk  of 
fabric  rates  to  bo  paid  by  ckurohnicn  alone, 
of  Tuluntary  cu.nmutatioa,  or  i 


eonsiderabla  portion  ef  her  jitst  and  Ir^ 
mate  revenue* ;  bat  1  eantiot  fvr  tha  lil« 
of  mo  undcretaDi  the  hnnlsliip  to  ttiat  ni- 
jority  who  hat*  ;□  arnitod  ibcai- 

eclvca  of  tl  Late  vf  tlw  b*  la 
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a  minority  who  urge,  **  Wc  are  called  upon 
to   contribute   to   the    maintenance   of    a 
church  from   wliich   wc  differ,  and  which 
wc  do  not  frequent,  and  wo  claim  exemp- 
tion from  such  payment  on  the  ground  of 
conscientious  scruples."     That,  although 
1  may  dispute  its  soundness,  is  at  least  a 
plain  intelligible  argument,  and  to  such  I 
would  say,  **  If  you  are  honest  and  sincere 
in  your  use  of  it,  meet  us  in  that  spirit  of 
peace  and  conciliation  in  which  wo  have 
offered,  over  and  over  again,  to  meet  you; 
but  in  which  you  have  never  yet  respond- 
ed to  our  advances,  and  even  at  the  eleventh 
hour  an  arrangement  may  bo  como  to  satis- 
factory to  both  sides."     But  I  confess  I 
have  never  yet  been  able  to  understand 
upon  what  principle  of  equity  and  justice 
it  can   bo   urged,   that   because  in   one- 
twentieth  of  the  parishes  of  this  country  a 
majority  has  the  means  of  successfully  ob- 
jecting to  the  payment  of  this  charge,  it  is 
the  bounden  duty  of  this  House  to  subject 
the  remaining   nineteen-twentieths   to  an 
Aet  of  arbitrary  prohibition.     Because  it  is 
urged  on  the  one  hand  by  the  majority  of 
the  inhabitants  of  certain  parishes  chiefly 
in  towns,  '*  Wc  have  conscientious  scruples 
against  the  payment  of  this  rate,   which 
under  the  present  state  of  the  law  wo  have 
not  paid  for  years  past,  and  may  never  be 
called  on  to  pay  again — you  are  to  say  to 
the  whole  mass  of  rural  parishes — *  We 
forbid  you  also  to  make  this  payment  which 
you   have    hitherto   paid    cheerfully,   and 
against  which  you  have  never  yet  dreamt 
of  protesting.*  **     And  we  call  upon  you  to 
do  this,  knowing  as  we  do  that  the  volun- 
tary principle  is  already  insufficient,  and 
believing  as  we  do  that  by  such  an  act  of 
legislation,  you  will  cut  off  from  some  hun- 
dreds of  remoto  rural  districts,   the  sole 
means  by  which  a  fund  can  bo  raised  for 
ibo  repair  of  the  fabric.     This,  1  venture 
to  affirm,  is  the  real  spirit  of  legislation 
that  the  Ilouse  is  called  upon  to  affirm,  by 
passing  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and 
I  say  that  so  long  as  you  maintain  in  this 
country    the  principle    of  an  Established 
Church,  such  legislation  as  this  is  nothing 
but  legislating  in  favour  of  the  pockets  of 
the  rich  against  the  iuteresta  of  the  poor. 
It  IS  nothing  but  an  act  of  injustice  or  of 
■|H)liation  not  merely  to  that  Church  itself, 
but  to  tho  labouring  poor  of  the  land,  in 
whoto  most  vital  interests  it  is  that  that 
CiHireh  should  bo  maintained. 

Well ;  but  then,  Sir,  it  has  been  a  fa- 
:foiirite  argument  of  late  in  discussing  this 
A^,  that  the  Establishod  Church  is 


no  longer  tho  Church  of  the  majority  of 
this  country;  and,  indeed,  it  was  only  a 
short  time  since,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  in  ad- 
dressing hjs  constituents  made  tho  some- 
what startling  assertion  that  at  this  mo- 
ment, according  to  the  statistics  of  the 
Registrar  General,  only  one-third  of  the 
people  of  this  country  have  any  con- 
nection whatever  with  the  Establishei 
Church.  Now,  Sir,  that  the  relations  of 
the  Church  towards  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  have  most  materially  changed  since 
the  first  imposition  of  tliis  charge  OYcrj 
one  who  is  in  his  senses  must,  I  think, 
most  fully  admit,  but  to  say  that  only  one- 
third  of  the  people  h]\ve  any  connection 
whatever  with  the  Established  Church  is 
to  make  ono  of  those  somowhat  reckless 
assertions  with  which,  during  tho  past  few 
months  tho  hon.  Member  has  delighted 
to  electrify  his  Birmingham  constituents. 
Why,  Sir,  Mr.  Mann's  analysis  of  the 
census  of  1851  proves  most  fully  that  at 
that  period  the  National  Church  provided 
accommodation  for  more  than  une-half  of 
the  total  population  able  to  attend  at  one 
time  a  religious  service.  This  was  the 
case  in  1851  since  which  time  an  accelerated 
movement  of  Church  extension  must  be 
taken  into  consideration.  And  the  same 
report  proves  most  fully  another  startling 
fact,  which  tho  hon.  Member,  if  my  me- 
mory serves  me  aright,  forgot  to  state,  but 
which  is  of  tho  utmost  importance  in  con- 
sidering the  efficiency  of  tho  voluntary 
system,  that  at  this  moment  a  million  and 
a  half  of  the  population  of  the  country  are 
wholly  unprovided  with  tho  means  of  any 
religious  worship  whatever.  And  was  the 
hon.  Member,  when  he  made  this  assertion, 
also  aware  that  recent  educational  statis- 
tics have  proved  that  80  per  cent  of  the 
existing  schools  for  tho  poor  are  in  con- 
nection with  the  Church  of  England,  and 
of  two  millions  of  children  between  the 
ages  of  3  and  15  that  arc  receiving  educa- 
tion 78  per  cent  of  the  total  are  in  con- 
nection with  tho  Established  Church.  And 
did  ho,  may  I  ask,  know  this  fact  also,  that 
according  to  the  official  returns  of  the 
marriages  contracted  in  England  aud  Wales 
84  per  cent  of  tho  whole  number  were  so- 
lemnized by  the  Church  of  England,  11 
per  cent  by  Eomish,  Protestant,  and  Jewish 
ministers,  and  5  per  cent  at  the  Registrar's 
offices.  Surely  in  tho  face  of  such  statis- 
tics as  these,  the  assertion  that  oot  one- 
third  of  tho  people  of  this  country  hare 
any  connection  with  tho  Establifih^d  Cbureb 
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\^\\\  be  found  Boincwlmt  difiiciilt  even  for 
tlic  hon.  Member  fur  Birmingham,  with  all 
his  well  known  eloquence  and  ingenuity  of 
argument,  to  sustoiu,  and  ought  not  to 
have  much  weight  with  us  in  determining 
the  merits  of  this  question.  Well,  Sir, 
but  then  we  are  told  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
and  others  who  support  this  Bill,  that  as 
far  as  the  maintenance  of  its  fabric  is  con- 
cerned»  it  is  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Church  itself  that  it  should  lean  for  sup- 
port upon  individual  generosity.  When 
we  urge  that  even  now  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple is  notoriously  insufficient,  that  even 
now  in  many  places  where  the  rate  has 
been  discontinued,  the  fabrics  of  the  Church 
are  falling  into  decay,  wo  are  told  that  the 
abolition  of  church  rates  will  be  the  signal 
for  the  letting  loose  a  flood  of  voluntary 
contributions,  and  that  this  stumbling- 
block  once  removed,  Dissenters  will  vie 
with  Churchmen  in  liberality  towards  the 
parent  establishment  of  this  country.  Now, 
Sir,  God  forbid  that  I  should  for  one  mo- 
ment speak  disrespectfully  of  that  un- 
ostentatious and  yet  princely  munificence 
in  the  cause  of  religion  and  of  education 
which  is  common  alike  to  Dissenters  and 
to  Churchmen,  and  which  is  to  my  mind 
one  of  the  noblest  features  of  the  English 
character.  But  I  am  one  of  those  who 
believo  that  a  great  truth  is  embodied  in 
the  saying  that  the  spread  of  religion  and 
education  cannot  be  regulated  by  the  or- 
dinary laws  of  demand  and  supply.  To 
quote  again  those  expressive  words  of  Dr. 
Chalmers,  that  were  so  eifectively  intro- 
duced by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University  (Mr.  Wal- 
polc)  in  his  able  and  eloquent  speech  of 
last  Session  :  ••  Christianity  must  go  forth 
in  quest  of  human  nature,  for  human  na- 
ture, unprovided  and  uninstructed,  will  never 
go  forth  in  quest  of  Christianity."  I  must 
confess  that  if  we  are  to  augur  from  the 
present  as  regards  the  future  I  should  like 
to  have  some  stronger  guarantee  than 
mere  assertion  that  we  should  not  be  re- 
alizing the  old  fable  of  dropping  the  sub- 
stance to  grasp  at  the  shadow.  How  is 
it,  I  would  ask,  in  the  first  instance,  that 
even  with  this  charge  existing,  the  charit- 
able resources  of  the  country,  public  and 
private,  taxed  as  they  arc  to  their  utmost 
strength,  increasing,  too,  as  they  are  year 
by  year,  are  utterly  insufficient  to  minis- 
ter to  the  spiritual  and  educational  wants 
of  an  increasing  population.  And  when 
we  arc  told  of  the  withheld  contribu- 
tions of  Dissenters,  how  is  it,  let  mo  ask 
Mr.  Du  Cam 


again,  that  in  manj  parishci  where  the 
rate  has  been  for  years  discontinoed, 
and  where,  na  I  maintain,  no  prictical 
grievance  aa  regards  Dissenters  can  be 
said  to  eziat,  we  are  told  that  the  voln- 
tary  system  has  entirely  broken  down, 
and  the  churches  are  fast  falling  into  dii- 
repair  and  decay.  We  were  told  onlj  s 
few  days  since  by  a  leading  journal,  that 
exercises  a  powerful  hold  on  popular  opiii* 
ion,  that  it  was  the  fashion  of  those  wbi 
upheld  this  tottering  cause*  and  caught  like 
drowning  men  at  erery  straw,  to  quote  the 
case  of  some  church  in  aomo  remote  dis- 
trict of  Cumberland,  that*  whether  chord 
rates  were  abolished  or  not,  would  b&more 
like  a  barn  than  anything  else.  I  know 
nothing  whatever  of  the  state  of  church 
architecture  in  Cumberland,  but  I  hsTe 
heard  something  of  churches  nearer  home 
in  the  large  and  crowded  towns  of  this 
country.  1  have  heard  something  of  th 
state  of  the  churches  in  Leicester,  North- 
ampton and  Manchester,  and  I  have  md 
something  of  a  memorial  presented  by  the 
clergy  of  Birmingham.  In  1856,  thedau 
of  Birmingham  presented  a  petition  totha 
House  in  which  thej  said, 

"  Wo  aro  able  to  state  that  the  Tolontaiy^yitaa, 
nitor  A  trial  of  twenty-five  years  in  oar  ehanfaOi 
has  boon  proved  inadequate  to  SDppI  j  the  want  of 
a  church  rate." 

And  in  a  memorial  addressed  to  the  Prime 
Minister  in  1858  they  say, 

"Wo  can  affirm,  after  long  and  painfhl  eipe- 
ricncc,  that  nothing  can  bo  more  unsatis&etoiy, 
gcnemlly  speaking,  than  what  is  dignified  by  tke 
name  of  tho  voluntary  lyatem  as  a  snbstitatiai 
for  the  legal  rate;  while  some  of  tho  oUm' 
churches  are  fnlliog  into  decay,  it  is  raraly  tint 
tho  coDtributions  for  the  ordinal^  amnisl  ti- 
peiisos  are  to  be  found  saflSoient  ibr  ths  par* 
poso. 

Such  is  the  testimony  of  the  clergy  of  Bi^ 
mingham  :  what  again  is  that  of  tne  cleiiy 
of  Liverpool  ?  One  of  the  most  aotivo 
and  intelligent  of  their  number.  Dr.  Hums, 
the  incumbent  of  Vauzhall,  Liverpool,  says 
in  nn  able  pamphlet  on  this  question  :— 

"  I'hcro  id  another  aspect  of  the  qaestiiOB  of 
still  greater  importance.  At  this  momsnt  tiMR 
is  practically  no  provision  for  the  expenses  laei* 
dental  to  pub'io  worship  in  any  ehuroh  of  tUi 
town.  In  somo  (tho  wealthy)  this  is  aqvestioB  of 
no  iniportanco ;  in  their  present  condition  svsiy 
want  is  readily  supplied  ;  but  in  others  the  case  ii 
difforeiit,  as  tlio  ]>oopln  want  the  meani  and  waat 
the  application  of  the  Gospel.  ^er«  are  six  or 
seven  churches  of  this  town  in  which  pew  renti 
have  ahnobt  ceased  to  exist ;  and  there  are  aboat 
as  many  others  in  which  they  arc  &8t  disappearing. 
So  that  just  in  proportion  as  a  chuTDb  is  mnnioBSiy 
in  its  character,  and  in  proportion  to  theslNmtii 
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of  its  olnims  on  tho  community,  those  claims  are 
neglected  and  its  wants  unsupplied." 

Now,  Sir,  surely  with  these  facts  and  this 
testimony  staring  us  in  tho  face,  it  would 
bo  a  happy  mixture  of  Quixotic  madness 
and  childish  simplicity  for  the  friends  of 
the  Church  to  say,  we  are  ready  to  shut  our 
eyes  to  the  present  and  to  forget  the  past; 
we  are  ready  to  believe  that  you  who  have 
spmewhat  disdainfully  rejected  all  oifers  of 
compromise  made  by  us  in  a  genuine  spirit 
of  peace  and  of  conciliation,  have  done  so 
all  along  in  our  best  interests,  and  that  it 
is  out  of  pure  love  and  veneration  alone 
for  the  Establishment  that  you  call  upon  us 
to  surrender  this  principle.  And  what, 
may  I  ask,  is  the  time  at  which  you  call 
on  us  to  do  so  ?  You  call  upon  us  to  make 
this  concession  when  each  day  that  passes 
seryes  more  clearly  to  develope  the  real 
object  for  which  this  question  is  agitated 
by  the  most  zealous  and  active,  if  not  the 
most  numerous  portion  of  the  Dissenters; 
when  at  the  very  last  meeting  of  the  Liber- 
ation Society  the  question  as  to  tho  ex- 
pediency of  bringing  the  severance  of 
Church  and  State  before  this  House  was 
openly  debated,  and  was  only  negatived  on 
the  significant  ground  that  it  was  better 
not  to  attack  a  fagot  bound  up,  but  to 
endeavour  to  break  it  stick  by  stick.  You 
call  upon  us  to  do  this  at  a  moment  when 
this  same  Society  openly  avows  that  its 
ulterior  object  in  pressing  on  this  measure 
is  to  effect,  at  no  remote  period,  (I  quote 
its  own  words,) 

"  The  application  to  secular  uses,  after  an  equi- 
table satisfaction  of  existing  interests,  of  all 
national  property  now  held  in  trust  by  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland  and  the  Presby- 
terian Church  of  Scotland,  and  concurrently  with 
the  liberation  of  these  Churches  from  all  state 
control." 

And  this  is  the  time  at  which  you  call 
upon  us  to  make  an  experiment  which  we 
consider  fraught  with  peculiar  danger  to  the 
institutions  of  this  country,  and  this  is  the 
spirit  of  peace  and  conciliation  we  are  fated 
to  encounter  from  the  moment  we  have 
made  it.  I  venture  to  say  to  those  who 
advocate  the  passing  of  this  measure  in 
the  interests  of  the  Church,  who  think  that 
the  abolition  of  church  rates  will  be  the 
prelude  to  a  lengthened  reign  of  peace 
and  harmony,  to  such  I  venture  to  say  J^ou 
will  find,  when  too  late,  that  you  have 
applied  but  a  temporary  salve  to  the 
wound  of  which  you  complain  ;  you  will 
find  in  the  expressive  language  of  our 
greatest  poet, 
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**  It  w§^  but  skin  and  film  the  ulcerous  place, 
Wldlst  rank  corruption,  mining  all  within, 
Infects  unseen." 

I  cannot  d<n;ibt  that  if  we  thus  quietly  allow 
ourselves  t^be  smitten  on  one  cheek  we 
shall  in  the  liue  course  of  time  receive  a 
much  seyerey  blow  upon  the  other;  that 
church  rates  cpce  abolished  we  should  soon 
find  ourselves  "^^iigaged  in  a  battle  for  the 
defence  of  tithe  opd  the  maintenance  of 
any  Established  Church  whatever. 

Sir,  I  have  now  stated  the  reasons 
for  which  I  offer  my  opposition  to  this 
Bill,  and  I  have  said,  too,  that  I  con- 
sidered I  stood  here  to-day  to  maintain 
the  justice  of  an  ancient  institution,  not 
to  argue  a  question  of  compromise.  But 
I  am  far  from  wishing  the  House  to 
suppose  that  I  am  blind  to  the  imperfec- 
tions of  the  present  state  of  the  law,  or 
that  I  should  not  be  ready  to  offer  an  im- 
partial consideration  to  any  scheme  which 
might  still  be  'brought  forward  with  a  view 
of  rendering  the  daw  more  applicable  to 
the  present  positi^n^of  Jjie  Church  and  the 
great  body  of  th^^ople^  In  default  of  a 
fair  measure  of  c6m|»emise,  I  feel  myself 
compelled  to  stand  to  the  last  by  the  exist- 
ing law ;  but  most  gladly  indeed  should  I 
recognize  in  a  new  Parliament,  and  above 
all,  in  a  new  Ministry,  any  disposition  to 
employ  its  energies  in  a  fair  and  reason- 
able solution  of  this  difficulty.  We  may 
remember  the  advice  of  the  ancient  satirist, 
that  we  should  not  introduce  a  Divinity  on 
the  stage,  unless  a  difficulty  represented 
itself  worthy  of  his  interposition.  And, 
surely,  when  we  consider  the  vital  princi- 
ples that  we  have  at  stake,  and  the  em- 
barrassing position  of  this  question,  if  not 
dealt  with,  bids  fair  to  assume,  it  may  be 
truly  said  that  here  is  a  subject  worthy 
the  intervention  of  the  strongest  Cabinet, 
and  the  intellectual  energies  of  the  ablest 
statesman.  I  trust  that  ere  this  debate 
closes  we  shall  hear  from  some  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  some  clearer  exposition 
of  the  course  it  is  their  intention  to  take  as 
regards  this  measure,  than  was  vouchsafed 
last  evening  in  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes.  I  venture 
respectfully  to  suggest  to  them  that  thej 
could  not  more  gracefully  inaugurate  their 
reign  of  practical  legislation,  or  establish  a 
better  claim  to  the  gratitude  of  the  coun- 
try than  by  devoting  that  talent  which  we 
know  them  to  possess,  and  that  powerful 
following  we  presume  they  can  commandy 
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to  effecting  bucIi  a  settlement  of  tliis  ques- 
tion as  maj  have  a  reasonable  chance  of 
becoming  the  law  of  the  land,  and  allayiDg 
all  further  discontent  and  ogitation.  I  nm 
woll  aware  that  it  is  no  easy  task  with 
which  I  am  urging  them  to  grapple.  I 
know  that  other  Ministries  have  trod  the 
path  before  them,  and  failed  in  the  attempt. 
But  while  past  failures  maj  t«nd  to  dis- 
courage for  the  moment  a  renewal  of  the 
Ubour*  are  you  not  warned  by  tho  lamp 
of  past  experienoo  against  th^  rocks  and 
shoalfl  which  have  proved  tho  shipwreck  of 
former  measures  ?  I  am  aware,  too,  that 
there  is  another  obstacle  they  may  be  fated 
to  encounter.  I  am  aware  that  ere  this 
debate  closes  they  may  bo  fated  to  hear 
language  repeated  in  this  House  Bimilar  to 
that  which  I  regretted  to  hear  used  on 
Wednesday  last.  They  may  be  told  that 
en  the  amount  of  support  they  are  prepared 
to  extend  to  this  measure  will  depend  the 
amount  of  support  a  certain  class  of  poli- 
iieiana  are  prepared  to  extend  to  tlvem. 
But  I  will  venture  to  remind  tliem  that, 
though  they  may  gain  the  temporary  ad- 
hesion of  a  section  of  this  House  by  an  un- 
eenditioual  adoption  of  the  measure  before 
aa,  they  may  find  in  turn  that  they  have 
alienated  others  from  their  ranks  who  are 
Bet  prepared  for  so  wholesale  a  concession. 
They  may  find  that  there  are  those  who, 
while  they  look  to  them  as  the  exponents 
of  a  Liberal  and  progressive  policy,  are 
not  prepared  in  the  garb  of  Liberalism 
and  under  the  name  of  progress  to  sanc- 
tion the  entire  surrender  of  a  principle  this 
House  has  for  centuries  held  in  veneration. 
I  trust,  then,  that  I  may  claim  for  my 
Amendment  the  united  support  of  Her  Ma- 
jeaty's  Administration,  and  that  when  the 
division  is  called  this  evening  wo  shall  not 
see  in  our  lobby,  as  we  did  on  Wednesday 
last,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer  aa  the  solo  rcpre- 
aentative  of  what,  I  presume,  I  may  term 
the  Conservative  element  of  the  present 
Cabinet.  But  if  the  voice  that  was  heard 
en  Wednesday  last  should  again  prevail, 
and  this  Bill  bo  accepted  to-day  in  its  en- 
tirety by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  the 
Conservative  portion  of  this  House  and  the 
country  will  at  least  know  tho  ground  upon 
which  this  battle  is  henceforth  to  be  fought. 
They  will  know  that  the  voice  of  peace  and 
conciliation  has  been  heard  in  vain.  They 
will  know  that  the  day  of  compromise  is 
past  ond  gone,  that  the  sentence  has  gone 
forth  for  open  war.     I  doubt  not  that  they 
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will  manfully  accept  the  challeBge,  aad 
present  on  such  an  issue  a  firm  and  united 
phalonx  to  the  enemy.  They  will  say  to 
those  who,  under  the  guise  of  conseientioiu 
scruples,  look  upon  the  passing  of  thn 
measure  as  the  first  step  gained  towards 
tlie  permanent  separation  of  Chureh  mad 
State,  throw  aside  the  Dia»k  you  have 
hitherto  worn,  and  do  battle  with  va  oa 
this  broad  and  intelligible  iaave.  Ten  will 
find,  then,  that  your  time  and  your  horn 
has  not  yet  arrived;  you  will  find  then,  ai 
heretofore,  that  a  free,  a  gecerona,  an  in- 
formed nation,  honours  tho  chief  miniatera 
of  its  Church ;  you  will  find  that  in  those 
ties  you  would  so  rudely  snap,  in  that  noUe 
and  ancient  union  you  would  so  abrojitly 
sever,  it  has  learnt  to  revere  tho  wiadoni 
and  tho  foresight  of  those  who,  by  tfana 
consecrating  Government  and  people  alike 
beneath  the  all- pervading  inflncnee  of  reli- 
gion and  morality,  have  erected  one  of  the 
most  vital,  as  I  trust  it  may  prove  to  be 
eno  of  the  most  enduring,  pillara  of  the 
English  constitution. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  ant  tke 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Qnee- 
tion  to  add  the  worda  **  upon  this  day  tlwae 
months." 

Lord  EOBERTMONTAOU  aaid,  tliai 
in  rising  to  second  the  Amendment  wlMck 
had  been  so  ably  proposed  by  bis 
Friend,  he  must  claim  the  indulge; 
which  that  llouso  always  extended  to  ite 
now  Members.  He  must  ask  thia  favenr 
not  only  because  it  was  such  a  abort  time 
ainco  he  had  taken  his  seat,  but  also  be- 
cause he  had  never  yet  participated  in  f0k^ 
deliberations  of  the  House.  Tho  snbieet 
was  now  indeed  trite  and  worn.  It  nad 
been  handled  and  debated  for  the  laaft 
thirty  years.  He  could  not  expect,  tber» 
fore,  to  add  much  to  debates  whieh  had  so 
long  endured,  nor  hope  to  discover  nev 
arguments  besides  those  which  liad  been 
already  employed.  The  House  had  nev 
not  merely  to  decide  on  a  matter  of  chnrdi 
rates  ;  that  was  not  the  real  queatiou  be- 
fore them.  In  the  Bill  before  the  Henae 
there  was  not  raised  any  question  whether 
the  machinery  for  levying  church  rates  waa 
faulty ;  nor  even  whether  the  State  ahooM 
provide  funds  in  some  other  way  to  •uppert 
the  Established  Church.  By  the  prcaent 
Bill  thoso  funds  were  simply  cut  off ;  for 
the  effect  of  this  Bill,  and  tho  real  inteii- 
tiun  of  those  who  desired  the  abolition  of 
church  rates,  wns  to  have  no  Church  at  all 
supported  by  the  State.     The  late  Sail 
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Grey  regarded  the  question  in  tliis  light, 
otren  when  it  was  newly  mooted  in  the 
year  1834.  This  was  also  avowed  in  nn 
organ  of  the  Dissenters,  puhlished  in  1837, 
which  said, — 

"  Wc  give  notice  to  Churchmen  that,  as  far  as 
we  are  concerned  wo  shall  not  tho  less  earnestly 
seek  for  tho  separation  of  the  Church  from  tho  ; 
State  because  we  have  got  rid  of  church  rates.  ! 
Wo  require  the  Church  of  England  to  be  reduced  | 
to  what  she  is— one  of  the  sects." 

And  the  nohlo  Lord,  the  Member  for  tho 
City  of  London  (to  whoso  opinions  all  on 
that,  the  Opposition,  side  of  tho  lloaso 
were  bound  to  bow,  and  whose  judgment 
hon.  Metn^ers  on  his  own  side  iiad  learnt 
to  respect)  said,  four  years  ago,  that  onr 
national  Church,  our  hereditary  monarchy, 
and  o«r  hereditary  aristocracy  woald  stand 
or  fall  together,  and  that  tho  abolition  of 
church  rates  must  tend  to  subvert  that 
national  Church.  Moreover,  the  Bill  at 
present  before  the  House  boro  this  inten- 
tion upon  the  very  face  of  it, — it  did  net 
propose  to  exempt,  bvt  to  forbid  ;  it  did 
not  extend  our  liberty,  but  created  a  new 
restraint ;  and  if  church  ratea  were  for- 
bicklen  we  should  next  hear  scruples  about 
paying  tithes.  If  Dissenters  now  refused 
to  repair  the  buildings — those  silent  monu- 
ments of  tho  piety  of  our  ancestors — could 
it  be  supposed  that  they  would  cheerfully 
pay  the  minister  who  preached  and  spread  ; 
tlie  doctrines  of  tlie  Church  from  which  | 
they  dissented  ?  The  House  was  now  ' 
asked  merely  to  abolish  church  rates  ;  but  I 
more,  far  more,  was  desired  of  them.  For  \ 
why  were  the  abolitionists  never  contented  : 
with  one  of  those  numerous  Bills  which  | 
satisfied  their  conscientious  objections  ? 
Because  there  was  something  still  in  the 
background — because  their  objections  were 
aimed  at  every  national  Church.  If  tho 
•mall  pecuniary  charge  were  the  real  ob- 
jection, even  now  a  sacrifice  could  be  made 
to  satisfy  them.  But  the  2|d.  in  the  pound 
was  not  the  real  grievance ;  the  real  burden 
was  tho  entire  principle  of  an  establishment 
—the  connection  between  the  Church  and 
the  State.  Tho  Society  formed  to  obtain 
the  abolition  of  church  rates  (caHed  the 
Society  for  the  Liberation  of  Religion  from 
State  Control)  had  openly  avowed  tlrot 
thoy  would  not  have  the  Church  as  a  na- 
tional institution,  and  would  oppose  all 
legislation  which  proceeded  upon  that  as- 
sumption, lie  had  just  obtained  two  docu- 
ments at  their  ofHcc  to  which  ho  must  call 
the  attention  of  the  House.  In  one  of 
tlioae  papers  tho  objects  of  the  Society 


were  promulgated  —  namely,  to  procure 
'*  the  difcontinnance  of  all  payments  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund  and  of  all  Parlia- 
mentary grants  and  compulsory  exactions 
for  religious  purposes ;"  and  also  to  procure 
"  tho  appKeation  to  secular  uses,  after  an 
equitable  satisfaction  of  existing  interests* 
of  all  national  property  now  held  in  trust 
by  the  united  Church  of  England  and  Ire* 
land  and  tho  Presbyterian  Church  of  Scot- 
laud;  and,  concurrently  with  it,  tho  libera- 
tion of  those  Churches  from  all  State  Con- 
trol." The  former  quotation  was  directed 
ogainst  churfh  rates,  Regium  Donimi, 
Ma^nooth  Grant,  and  so  on  ;  the  latter 
was  aimed  at  a  severance  of  Church  and 
State,  and  tlie  conversion  of  ehurehes  to 
seculor  uses.  In  the  other  document  pub- 
lished by  the  Society,  which  stated,  by  the 
bye,  that  "  the  society  was  peculiarly  dan- 
geroms  to  the  establishment/'  lie  found  the 
following  passage  taken  from  the  Noneon* 
farmist  newspftpery  bnt  republished  by  the 
soeiety,  and  endorsed  with  their  full  ap- 
pfeviU  and  sanction  :«- 

**Tho  society  has  quietly  moved  the  question 
into  this  more  promising  poeiiion  without  liny 
violent  shoek  to  the  prejudices  of  opponento. 
Any  one  who  remembers  wbnt  tho  political  worM 
said  and  thought  about  the  separation  of  Church 
and  State  when  the  society  first  came  into  exist- 
once  may  well  stand  astonished  at  the  tone  in 
which  it  is  new  alluded  to  by  statesmen  of  all 
shades  ef  opinion.  If  the  Liberation  Society  had 
done  nothing  elso  this  would  outitlo  it  to  the  re- 
spect and  gratitude  of  tho  country.  To  it,  and  to 
it  alone,  as  a  designing  agency,  belongs  tho 
credit  of  having  turned  tho  doetrine  of  self-go- 
Tcrnmcnt  and  8elf-«upport  of  ecclesiastical  insti- 
tutions from  a  theological  controversy  into  a  po- 
litical movement." 

Mr.  Apsley  Pcllatt  (a  Dissenter,  one  of 
the  executive  committee  of  the  Libera- 
tion Society,  and  lately  a  Member  of  that 
House)  confessed  in  1851  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  that  House,  that  *'  Dissenters  dis  • 
liked  church  rates  because  of  their  objec- 
tion to  the  union  of  Church  and  State." 
Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  in  1842  (in  speak- 
ing in  the  House  in  favour  of  the  Abolition 
Bill),  said,  '*  The  real  question  is  tho  con- 
nection between  Church  and  State,  whe- 
ther there  shciuld  be  a  Church  Establish- 
ment paid  by  the  nation."  A  similar  state- 
ment was  made  by  Mr.  Miall,  another  of 
the  executive  committee  of  the  Liberation 
Society,  and  formerly  a  Member  of  that 
House.     Mr.  Miall  said  : — 

*'  Such  a  change  of  law  would  extinguish  the 
taxing  power  of  tho  Establishment  and  dry  up  one 
of  the  sources  of  its  revenue,  while  the  eoclesias- 
tical  revenues,  applied  to  tbs  purposes  for  whieb 
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church  rates  are  now  levied,  would  still  be  uatiunal 
property,  and  bo  capable  of  appropriation  to  secu- 
lar purposes  at  a  future  time.  As  yet  the  Society 
could  not  secure  such  an  appropriation  ;  but  in  the 
meantime  it  is  a  gain  if  the  applicatio  i  of  the  eccle- 
siastical funds  is  so  altered  as  to  remove  the  bur- 
dens now  imposed  on  the  Nonconformist  body." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  used 
these  words  in  this  House  while  speaking 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  church  rates  : — 
**  I  oppose  the  Church  as  a  religious  insti- 
tution, and  doubt  very  much  if  it  is  of  any 
essential  benefit  to  the  country."  Mr. 
Apsley  Pellatt  said  in  the  same  debate  : — 
**  This  (the  abolition  of  church  rates)  is  no 
longer  a  Dissenting  question,  for  it  is  not 
the  function  of  the  State  to  teach  religion." 
From  all  this  it  was  manifest  that  the  de- 
sire of  their  opponents  was  not  merely  to 
be  freed  from  an  objectionable  tax  ;  their 
principle,  as  expressed  by  themselves,  was, 
*'  that  the  State  has  nothing  to  do  with  re- 
ligion ;"  they  desired  a  severance  of  Church 
and  State,  which  was  a  repudiation  by  the 
Government  of  all  care  about  the  religion 
of  the  people.  The  real  aim  of  the  Bill, 
then,  was  pretty  manifest.  As  the  ques- 
tion was  so  much  more  momentous  than 
would  at  first  sight  appear,  he  trusted  that 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  turn  their 
attention  to  the  principle  of  an  Established 
Church  in  the  abstract,  without  reference 
to  the  application  of  that  principle  to  any 
particular  Church.  For  Dissenters  did  not 
object  to  the  Church  of  England  in  parti- 
cular as  a  false  and  unscriptural  Church  ; 
they  disapproved  of  the  whole  principle, 
they  disliked  a  Church  Establishment  of 
any  kind  ;  they  said  that  the  State  had 
nothing  to  do  with  religion.  The  prin- 
ciple of  an  Established  Church  was  the 
maxim  that  every  ruler  should  promote  the 
spread  of  Christianity  in  some  particular 
form  throughout  his  dominions  ;  some  form 
must  be  chosen,  for  nothing  could  be  real 
which  was  without  a  form.  And  that  form 
of  worship  which  was  chosen  by  the  ruler 
was  the  Established  Church  of  the  coun- 
try. The  issue,  then,  before  the  House 
was  the  truth  of  the  maxim  which  he  had 
mentioned,  namely,  whether  it  was  the  duty 
of  every  Government  to  choose  some  form 
of  religion  and  propagate  it  in  the  nation 
which  they  governed,  or  whether  the  State 
had  nothing  to  do  with  religion.  Now,  if 
they  were  about  to  colonize  some  tract  of 
unoccupied  country,  they  would  surelydcem 
it  their  first  duty  to  establish  a  church  in 
that  country,  as  they  did  in  New  Zealand. 
Thoy  would  feel  that  they  mu8t  provide  for 
the  religious  instruction  of  the  people  under 
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their  charge ;  that  religion  and  worship 
would  otherwise  pine  away  and  die  in  the 
colony.  But  this  was  still  more  necessary 
in  an  old  country  than  on  a  virgin  soil. 
There  were  millions  in  every  country  who 
could  not  afford  to  provide  the  means  of  in- 
struction and  of  worship  for  themselves, 
and  who  would  not  care  to  do  so  even  if  it 
lay  in  their  power.  Were  they  to  allow 
these  to  sink  lower  and  lower  in  the  scale 
of  spiritual  beings  ?  or  were  they  to  levy  a 
rate  from  those  who  could  pay  for  the  bene- 
fit of  those  who  could  not  ?  When  the  State 
ceased  to  uphold  some  form  of  national  wor- 
ship— when  the  religion  of  the  country  con- 
sisted of  nothing  but  a  congeries  of  conflict- 
ing sects,  how  could  tliey  expect  the  un- 
taught millions  to  make  choice  where  so 
many  dififered,  or  to  entertain  any  respect 
for  a  religion  about  which  all  were  quarrel- 
ling ?  Every  nation  at  all  times,  and  in 
all  places,  had  seen  the  necessity  of  a  na- 
tional Church,  whether  Asiatic  or  Africaoy 
both  in  former  days  and  up  to  the  present 
time.  The  Assyrians  had  their  national 
worship,  and  the  Persians  theirs.  The 
Greeks  were  very  jealous  about  their  State 
religiou,  and  sacrificed  their  greatest  philo- 
sopher to  tl\e  integrity  of  their  system. 
The  Roman  Emperors  levied  a  tribute  in 
support  of  their  religion  ;  and  our  great 
Exemplar  paid  it  cheerfully  when  demanded 
of  Him,  although  it  was  not  legally  due 
from  Him,  and  although  it  was  in  support 
of  an  idolatrous  and  unclean  religion.  Yet 
some  refused  to  pay  a  rate  which  was  legally 
due,  and  in  support  of  a  Church  from  whose 
doctrines  they  did  not  materially  differ. 
With  the  Hebrew  nation  the  principle  of  a 
union  of  Church  and  State  (for  he  was 
still  speaking  of  the  principle,  not  of  the 
application  of  that  principle  to  any  special 
religion)  was  carried  out  by  Divine  ordior 
ance,  and  a  rate  of  one-tenth  was  levied 
for  the  support  of  the  national  church;  in 
obedience  to  a  Divine  command.  Tet  the 
Jewish  Church  comprised  many  seets^ 
which  difiercd  more  widely  than  the  sects 
of  our  own  day.  Descending  to  later  times* 
they  found  that  the  confession  of  faith  of 
every  Reformed  Church  had  recognized 
the  principle  of  an  established  Church* 
They  were  many  in  number,  but  he  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  more  than  a 
short  extract  from  two  as  an  example  of 
the  rest.  The  Wurtcmbcrg  Confession 
said,  *^  A  king  has  both  a  political  and 
ecclesiastical  function."  The  Augsburg 
Coufessiou  goes  further,  and  says,  *'  The 
proper  ofice  of  kings  is  to  decide  in  ecctosi- 
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astical  controversies,  and  so  defend  the 
unity  of  the  Church.*'  Both  of  these  im- 
plied a  strict  union  between  Church  and 
State  ;  both  asserted  that  the  State  had 
to  do  with  religion.  Moreover,  all  the  most 
eminent  Dissenting  divines  expressed  them- 
selves strongly  in  favour  of  an  Established 
Church,  and  the  payment  of  rates  by  all 
classes  in  support  of  it.  If  the  House 
would  permit,  he  would  read  two  short 
passages  in  support  of  that  assertion.  Dr. 
Owen,  in  his  sermon  to  the  Long  Parlia- 
ment, used  these  words. — 

"  If  it  shall  come  to  this,  that  you  shall  say  you 
have  nothing  to  do  with  religion  as  rulers  of  the 
nation,  God  will  quickly  manifest  that  He  hath 
nothing  to  do  with  you  as  rulers.  It  is  incumbent 
upon  you  to  take  care  that  the  faith  which  you 
have  received  may  be  protected,  preserved,  pro- 
pagated to  and  among  the  people  which  God  hath 
set  you  over." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  an  eminent  Dis- 
senter, that  the  State  had  to  do  with  reli- 
gion,— an  opinion  that  was  accepted  by 
the  Long  Parliament.  Matthew  Henry 
used  these  words  : — 

*'  Let  us  much  more  give  God  praise  for  the 
natio-utl  establishment  of  our  religion;  that 
Christianity  is  supported  by  good  and  wholesome 
laws,  and  is  twisted  in  with  the  very  constitution 
of  our  Government." 

And  again,  "  Church  dues,  when  legally 
imposed,  are  to  be  paid,  notwithstanding 
the  existence  of  church  corruptions. "  There 
were  numerous  similar  passages  in  other 
authors,  but  he  would  not  trouble  the 
House  further  on  that  point.  The  same 
principle  was  recognized  in  the  Coronation 
Oath;  the  Sovereign  swears  to — 

'<  Maintain  the  Protestant  reformed  religion 
as  established  by  law,  and  to  preserve  unto  the 
bishops  and  clergy  of  this  realm,  and  to  the 
■  churches  committed  to  their  charge,  all  such 
rights  and  privileges  as  by  law  do  or  shall  ap- 
pertain unto  them  or  any  of  them/' 

Now,  would  they  ask  the  Queen,  in  the 
face  of  this  most  solemn  oath,  to  give  her 
Royal  assent  to  such  a  measure  as  that 
before  them,  which  did  the  contrary  to 
•'  preserving  unto  the  bishops  and  clergy 
and  churches  all  such  rights  and  privileges 
as  do  by  law  appertain  unto  them  ?  **  The 
question,  then,  for  the  House  to  consider 
was  whether  they  would  alter  the  character 
of  the  constitution,  and  be  the  only  nation 
of  ancient  or  modern  times — of  Europe, 
Asia,  or  Africa — that  would  govern  a  na- 
tion without  a  national  church;  or  whether 
they  would  respect  the  examples  of  history, 
the    principles  of   all    governments  and 


churches,  and  the  opinions  of  even  Dis- 
sentMig  divines  themselves.  But  they  were 
told  that  this  was  a  matter  of  conscience; 
that  Dissenters  had  a  conscientious  objec- 
tion to  the  payment  of  church  rates.  They 
did  not  object  on  the  score  that  the  Church 
of  England  was  false  and  unscriptural  (at 
least  that  plea  had  never  been  urged  in 
any  of  the  debates).  They  objected  to  the 
State  levying  a  rate  in  support  of  any  na- 
tional religion;  they  disapproved  of  the 
union,  not  of  the  Church.  He  was  speak- 
ing of  these  who  really  had  conscientious 
objections.  For  there  were  many  who  ob* 
jected  to  church  rates  because  they  dis- 
liked every  rate,  and  disapproved  of  every 
description  of  payment.  He  did  not  address 
himself  t^  those  whoso  consciences  en- 
joined sucn  a  course  of  action  as  must 
result  in  pecuniary  gain;  but  he  spoke  of 
those  few  whose  conscience  would  cause 
them  to  follow  a  line  of  conduct,  even  if 
it  should  end  in  discredit  and  loss.  Doubt- 
less there  were  some  such  conscientious 
persons  ;  but  generally,  when  conscience 
and  interest  took  the  same  road,  interest 
led  the  way  and  conscience  followed  blind- 
fold. He  would  consider  the  case  of  those 
whose  conscientious  objection  to  church 
rates  was  so  great  that  it  even  overcame 
their  conscientious  objection  to  the  guilt  of 
breaking  a  law  of  the  land,  and  outweighed 
their  dislike  to  pass  an  act  of  spoliation 
and  sacrilege.  Now  there  were  plenty  of 
Dissenters  before  1830;  but  they  never 
heard  of  conscientious  objections  to  church 
rates  before  that  time.  Where,  then, 
were  their  consciences  ?  No  one  before  that 
year  had  any  conscientious  objections  to 
pay  tribute  to  whom  tribute  was  due.  In 
the  debates  of  1834  the  church  rate  agi- 
tation was  spoken  of,  on  all  sides,  as  having 
newly  sprung  up;  conscientious  objections 
were  then,  for  the  first  time,  heard.  Neither 
did  Dissenters,  as  a  body,  now  object;  it 
was  merely  a  few  noisy  agitators  who  put 
on  the  cloak  of  religion,  and  called  them- 
selves Dissenters,  like  wolves  in  sheep's 
clothing.  Dr.  Pye  Smith,  an  eminent 
Independent  divine,  discountenanced  the 
opposition  to  church  rates,  urging  as  a 
reason  that  the  public  would  have  to  pay 
more  in  police-rates  if  deprived  of  so  civi- 
lizing an  institution  as  the  Established 
Church.  Was  he  then  destitute  of  con- 
science ?  Dr.  Chalmers,  too  (a  Presby- 
terian), was  always  strongly  in  favour  of 
supporting  the  Established  Church.  He 
said: — 
"  We  do  apprehend  that  on  the  overthrow  of  this 
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ibl«  institation  (tho  Established  Ghnroh), 
ibe  same  evils  now  so  Urgoly  exhibited  on  all  the 
unproTidcd  remnants  of  the  country,  would  be 
realized  and  multiplied  over  the  whole  length  and 
breadth  of  tho  land.  We  must  first  behold  the 
moral  triumphs  of  roluntaryisra,  in  the  many 
bondreds  of  surplus  localities  whieh  are  before  our 
eyes,  ere  we  can  consent  to  give  up  the  whole 
territory  into  their  hands." 

Had  that  great  man,  then,  no  conscience? 
Dr.  Cook,  of  Belfast,  also,  although  a  Pres- 
byterian  minister,    supported     tho   Esta- 
blished Church  as  ••  an  important  bulwark 
of  Protestantism."     And,  ns  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  hon.' Member  for  Tavistock, 
had  they  no  consciences  when  they  refused 
to  recommend  an  abolition  of  church  rates? 
The  national  Church  of  Scotland  is  the 
Presbytcr'an  form   of  worshipn    and    the 
Episcopalians  in  that  country  were  in  ex- 
actly the  same  position  as  the  Dissenters 
in  England.     In  Scotland  the  property  of 
Episcopalians  was  rated  not  only  for  the 
kirk,   but  also  for   tho  manse.     But  the 
Episcopalians  in  that  country  did  not  agi- 
tate against  the  rate,  nor  assert  conscien- 
tious scruples.     In  tho  same  way  Church- 
men paid  the  Rcgium  Donnm  to  the  Dis- 
sentins:  ministers  in  Ireland.     And  why, 
moreover,  should  tho   hon.    Members  for 
Warwickshire   (and   mnny    others  beside) 
contribute  to  tho  expenses  of  Maynooth  ? 
for  they  had  conscientious  objections   to 
such  a  payment.  Was  the  House  prepared 
to  do  away  with   the  Regium  Donum  or 
tho  Maynooth  Grant  in  Ireland,  and  the 
church  rate  in  Scotland,  if  they  abolished 
church  rates  in  England  ?     If  ho  bought 
an  estate  subject  to  a  charge  for  the  widow 
of  tho  late  proprietor,  might  he  decline  to 
pay  that  charge  if  he  disagreed  with  that 
widow's  opinions    or   disapproved    of  her 
character  ?     Or  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmiugham  to  be  exempt  from  war  taxes 
because  he  had  conscientious  objections  to 
war?     The  State  had  increased  the  army 
and  navy  and  levied  additional  taxes  to  de- 
fray the  expenses,  and  the  hon.  Member 
paid  his  quota.     Ho  did  not  approve   of 
the   Established   Church,  so   they   would 
abolish  church   rates.     Ho  approves  still 
less  of  war,  but  yet  they  do  not  talk  of 
abolishing  war  taxes.     No !    Thoy  insist 
on   his   paying   to  create   bloodshed   and 
slaughter,  but  they  let  him  refuse  to  sup- 
port the  institutions  of  peace  ;   they  force 
him   to    asbist  in   destroying   the   bodies 
of  his  fellow  creatures,  but  he,  in  their 
opinion,  need   not  contribute  to  increase 
tho  life   of  their    souls.     He   hoped   the 
Hoase  would  bear  in  mind  the  trie  scope 
Lard  Robert  Montagu 


of  the  present  Bill,  ani  the  real  and  afewed 
object  of  the  opponents  of  cbarck  mtea, 
and  not  be  beguiled  by  the  cloak  whieh 
they  had  put  forward  in  the  Bill  befone  the 
House.  He  hoped  the  House  would  net 
regard  it  as  a  conflict  between  a  pnneifte 
and  qualms  of  conscience,  nor  as  a  buttle 
between  Church  and  Dissentera,  It  waa 
a  struggle  of  tho  principle  of  a  natienal 
cliorch  against  a  band  of  noisy  agitaiora 
without  tho  piety  of  Dissenters ;  the  rs 
sistance  of  the  CImrch  in  the  Wilderness 
against  Korah  and  his  crew.  Thej  wished 
to  do  away  with  tho  Established  Church  ; 
so  let  them  not  equivocate  and  cower  be- 
hind a  church-rate  question.  They  deaired 
to  sever  Church  from  State,  aud  wwM 
thus  have  to  run  counter  to  the  principle 
of  every  Government  and  every  confession 
of  faith,  the  examples  of  history,  and  tbe 
opinions  of  Dissenting  divines  themselves. 
Their  intention  was  to  rob  the  Church  of 
that  which  for  twelve  centuries  hud  been 
her  legal  right  and  due.  But  then,  in  the 
name  of  consistency,  let  tho  Regium  Donum 
in  Ireland  be  abrogated,  let  tho  Maynooth 
Grant  be  abolished,  let  iUe  Church  of  Seet- 
land  also  bo  spoliated,  and  let  the  oath  •£ 
the  Queen  be  done  away  with.  The  Re^ 
nianist*s  forms  and  tho  Nonconformist's  ' 
want  of  form  would  be  on  a  par  with  tho 
Church,  which,  for  300  years,  had  fosterod 
our  religion,  guided  our  morals,  and  super* 
intended  our  education.  Thousands  ef  our 
population  were  yet  in  a  state  of  utter 
spiritual  destitution  ;  one-sixth  of  eur 
churches  were  falling  into  decay.  What 
would  posterity  say  if,  with  these  faeta 
staring  us  in  tho  face,  we  yet  cut  off  freai 
the  Church  a  great  source  of  revenue  and 
income?  Tho  great  rallying  cry  of  old 
was  *'  the  Church  and  tho  State  ;  "  now 
the  outworks  of  the  Church  were  being 
assaulted  ;  ami,  if  these  were  surrcndored, 
the  State  would  soon  share  the  same  fate. 
Our  forefathers  once  fought  and  died  for 
that  Church  which  the  supporters  of  thia 
Bill  would  now  outrage  and  rob ;  for  her 
degenerate  *'sons  no  longer  take  plcaaure 
when  they  think  on  her  stones." 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  that  in  discuaaii^ 
this  question  he  thought  it  only  fair  and 
right  to  say  that  ho  stood  up  avowedly 
as  a  Dissenter,  and  as  one  of  those  who 
did  not  approvo  the  union  of  Church 
and  State.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  suf^ 
port  this  measure.  Although  a  Disseo« 
ter,  he  had  great  respect  for  the  Evan- 
gelical clergy  of  tho  Church  of  Euglaod. 
Tie  agreed  with  their  doctrineiy  aod  he 
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highly    regarded    vast    numbers    of    the 
members  of   the   Church,   but    ho  couhl 
not  forget  that  our  Lord    gavo   His  reli- 
gion  into  tho  hands  of  His  own   people 
charged  with  all  tho  duties  and  privileges 
which  belonged  to  it.     Ho  believed  that 
ono  of  the  chief  duties  and  privileges  of 
Christianity  was  to  maintain  the  worship 
in  which  they  believed.     Tho  noble  Lord 
appeared  to  have  vory  curious  notions  of 
couscicnco  and  of  truth.   Was  he  to  under- 
stand, that  the  noble  Lord,  as  a  member 
of  the  Established  Church,  held  it  to  be 
equally  right  to  support  truth  and  error  ? 
Was  tlio  noble  Lord  prepared  willingly  and 
eheerfnlly  to  support  tho  established  reli- 
gion professed  in  any  part  of  the  globe  in 
which  he  happened  to  be  ?    Tho  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Du  Cane)  charged  the  Dis- 
senters with  saying  to  the  Church  *'  stand 
and  deliver."  What  he  soid  to  the  Church 
was  **  hands  off."  '  Let  the  House  leave 
it  to  each  religion  to  support  its  own  faith 
and  its  own  clergy,  and  if  tho  Established 
Church  knew  its  own  interest  it  would  re- 
cognize the  grand  duty  and  privilege  of  self- 
reliance.  This  was  a  question  of  plain  justice 
towards  Dissenters.     Tbe  hon.  Gentleman 
eom|dained  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham for  saying  that  only  a  third  of 
the  people  were  members  of  tho  Establish- 
ment.    Well,  that  wasHrue  ;  only  he  (Mr. 
Baines)  would  prefer  to  put  it  another  way, 
and  to  say  that  of  those  who  attended  di- 
vine worship  at  all  one -half  were  not  found 
to  be  attendants  in  churches  belonging  to 
the  Establishment.     The  other  half  built 
and  maintained  their  own  places  of  worship, 
paid  their  own  clergy,  assisted  their  own 
poor,  and  largely  contributed  to  missionary 
undertakings,  and  he  insisted  that  it  was  a 
great  injustice  to  call  upon  them  to  pay  for 
a  church  to  which  they  were  not  attached. 
It  was,  in  fact,  an  outrage,  and  the  Church 
would  bo  enfeebled  in  its  action  so  long 
as  the  injustice  was  permitted  to  endure. 
From  his  own  personal  experience  in  the 
towns  of  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire,  where 
no  church  rates  had  been  levied  for  years, 
he  could  assert  that  the  position  of  the 
Chnrch  was  vastly  improved  by  tbe  aboli- 
tion of  the  impost.     There  was  a  large 
number  of  new  churches,  and  a  great  in- 
crease  in   tho  number  of  clergy.      Tho 
ohurehes  were  more   sumptuously  adorn- 
ed, and  better  supplied  with  choristers  and 
whatever  else  made  tho  services  in  them 
acceptable  to  those  who  frequented  them. 
In   Leeds  they  had   pulled  down  an  old 
church  and  rebuilt  it  at  a  cost  of  £30,000. 


I"^  a  word,  he  declared  upon  his  honour 
that  ho  had  never  heard  of  a  case  in  which 
a  church  had  suffered  from  tho  disuse  of 
rates.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  seem- 
ed to  thmk  that  tho  voluntary  system  had 
failed,  and  was  inadequate  to  tho  wants  of 
the  people;  but  it  was  impossible  to  under* 
stand  how  such  a  notion  could  be  enter* 
tained  after  tho  facts  mentioned  in  tho 
Census  Report  of  Mr.  Horace  Mann.  From 
that  report  H  appeared  that  in  1801  there 
were  in  the  churches  and  chapels  then 
existing  in  England  and  Wales,  5,171>000 
sittings^  In  1 851 ,  half  a  century  later,  tlie 
number  was  10,212,000.  Of  the  increased 
accommodation  thus  afforded  188,000  sit- 
tings were  provided  by  Parliamentary  funda, 
and  4,852,000  from  voluntary  efforts,  or 
06  per  cent  of  tbe  whole.  It  was  dtfHculty 
then,  to  comprehend  upon  what  authority 
the  hon.  Members  opposite  could  rest  tboir 
allegation  that  the  voluntary  system  had 
failed.  Such,  at  least,  was  not  tho  opinion 
of  some  of  the  most  eminent  and  refleoting 
foreigners  who  had  watched  our  career  in 
late  years,  and  especially  the  Chevalier 
Bunsen,  who,  in  his  letters  upon  freedom 
of  conscience,  said  : — 

'*  What  other  principle  than  this  (that  of  tho 
power  of  free  spontaneous  association)  has  during 
tbe  same  period  in  England  achieved  tho  erection 
of  more  new  churches  and  chapels,  with  congre- 
gations of  earnest  worshippers,  than  all  the  Go- 
vernments of  Europe  and  sdl  the  clergy  had  been 
able  to  erect  during  the  last  four  centuries  ?" 

He  (Mr.  Baines)  would  only  add  that,  if 
the  apprehensions  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  expressed  as  to  the  ulti- 
mate designs  of  tho  Dissenters  were  well 
founded,  the  best  way  in  which  the  Church 
could  meet  these  designs  would  be  to  aban- 
don this  injustice  towards  Dissenters.  If 
tho  Church  would  take  its  stand  upon 
truth  and  justice,  would  not  insult  iior 
outrage  tho  consciences  of  Dissenters — he 
might  almost  say,  would  not  pick  their 
pockets,  but  he  did  not  wish  to  use  harsh 
language — its  frier.ds  need  not  fear  the 
designs  of  Dissenters.  He  believed  that 
the  friends  of  the  Church  had  to  learn  yet 
more  completely  the  lesson  of  self-reliance^ 
which,  if  perfectly  understood,  would  enable 
them  to  provide  all  that  was  necessary  for 
the  services  of  their  ChurCh.  Under  such 
a  system  ho  believed  her  resources  would 
prove  illimitable,  and  ho  for  ono  would 
never  grudge  them  to  her  so  long  as  she 
used  them  for  righteous  ends.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  continuance  of  an  injua* 
tice  towards  Nonconformists  for  the  beiio<* 
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fit  of  a  Church  which  incladed  amotig  its 
members  the  wcaltliiest  aristocracy  in  the 
world. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  he  had  no  wish 
to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  with 
a  lengthened  speech  on  a  subject  which 
appeared  to  him  to  have  been  almost  ex- 
hausted in  preyious  debates,  but  he  must 
mak^  a  remark  or  two  on  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
addressed  the  House.  That  hon.  Member 
took  objection  to  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  having  described 
the  Dissenters  as  calling  upon  the  Esta- 
blished Church  to  "stand  and  deliver;" 
and  observed  that  what  they  said  was 
merely  ''hands  off."  But  that  was  not 
what  the  Bill  before  the  House  said. 
Take  the  case  of  places  in  which  Church- 
men and  Dissenters  were  unanimous  in 
levying  the  rate.  What  did  the  Bill  say  ? 
Why,  this — **You  sholl  not  levy  church 
rates,  whether  you  be  unanimous  for  doing 
so  or  not.  You  shall  forego  this  claim 
whether  adverse  or  of  consent."  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  talked  of  injustice  and 
picking  pockets.  Ho  (Mr.  Adderley)  should 
like  to  ascertain  on  which  side  a  charge 
of  violence  lay.  He  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
was  not  present.  If  he  were  he  should  ask 
him  on  what  ground  he  could  justify  so  vio- 
lent a  measure.  It  was  urged  by  the  advo- 
cates of  the  Bill  that  there  was  a  difficulty 
in  dealing  with  the  case,  and  hence  a  neces- 
sity of  wholesale  legislation.  It  was  cer- 
tainly a  very  easy  way  to  get  rid  of  a  dif- 
ficulty in  dealing  with  property  to  abolish  it 
altogether.  Now,  what  was  the  true  state  of 
the  case  ?  In  the  first  place,  church  rates 
wore  a  common  law  liability  ;  and  in  the 
next,  no  church  rates  could  be  levied  ex- 
cept by  the  consent  of  the  majority  of  the 
ratepayers  in  vestry  assembled.  It  was 
argued  indeed  against  church  rates  that  in 
some  cases  a  minority  were  overriden  by  a 
majority,  who  imposed  the  rate  on  all. 
There  might  be  a  grievance  there  ;  but  it 
was  an  infinitesimal  grievance  in  this  coun- 
try, in  which  the  majority  rules  everything. 
Supposing  it  wos  a  grievance  for  the  mino- 
rity to  have  to  pay  rates  levied  by  the  ma- 
jority, how  did  this  Bill  propose  to  remedy 
that  grievance?  By  inflicting  a  greater 
grievance  on  the  majority  the  abolitionists 
said  that  church  rates  were  an  injustice  ; 
but  tliis  Bill  was  replete  with  injustice  to- 
wards all  those  parishes  which  hitherto 
had  always  consented,  and  desired  to  pay 
the  rates.  The  existing  agitation  was  to 
Mr,  Baines 


bo  remedied  by  the  application  of  a 
counter-irritant,  and  on  exceptional  griev- 
ance was  to  be  met  by  general  legis- 
lation, a  course  that  liad  been  condemned 
on  all  sides  of  the  House.  In  order  to 
show  how  the  present  law  worked,  and 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  this  Bill  if 
passed,  he  would  refer  to  two  cities  near 
which  he  lived,  Birmingham  and  Coventry. 
In  Birmingham  they  did  not  wish  for 
church  rates,  and  they  never  had  them. 
For  the  last  thirty  years  there  had  been 
no  church  rates  in  Birmingham.  .  In  Co~ 
vcntry,  the  inhabitants  of  which  were  of 
liberal  opinions  and  included  an  average 
proportion  of  Dissenters,  there  were  several 
magnificent  fabrics,  the  ornament  and  pride^ 
of  the  city,  and  the  Church  of  England 
people  and  the  Dissenters  were  unanimous 
in  voting  church  rates  for  their  mainte- 
nance. The  people  of  Birmingham  did 
not  wa  nt  church  rates,*  and  they  had  tbem 
not.  The  people  of  Coventry  did  want 
them,  and  this  Bill  would  not  allow  them 
to  have  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Baines)  said  there  was  no  fear  of  the 
fabrics  falling  into  decay  if 'chuich  rates 
were  abolished.  Did  not  the  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  believe,  however,  that  even  in  plaees 
like  Coventry  people  would  be  found  to  shirk 
a  voluntary  contribution  who  would  not  ob- 
ject to  a  general  rate,  passed  habitually  year 
by  year.  lion.  Members  who  opposed  thn 
and  similar  Bills  had  no  wish  to  make  the 
law  more  stringent  than  it  at  present  was. 
They  had  no  wish  to  claim  legal  security  for 
what  was  now  a  voluntary  rate.  In  all  the 
propositions  which  they  had  submitted  to 
that  House  they  had  even  expressed  a  wijl- 
ingness  to  exempt  Dissenters  from  the 
payment  of  the  rate.  But  how  had  pro- 
positions of  that  nature  been  met  by  tlie 
Dissenters  ?  Had  not  the  Dissenters 
proved,  by  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
met  tliem,  that  something  more  than  the 
abolition  of  church  rates  lurked  behind  ? 
He  felt  convinced  that  even  if  all  that  was 
demanded  by  the  present  Bill  were  grant- 
ed in  toto  it  would  be  only  the  prelude  for 
further  demands,  as  this  Bill  clearly  did 
not  rest  on  any  general  principles  of  equity, 
but  on  blind  hostility  to  the  Church.  Even 
where  church  rates  had  been  proposed  and 
rejected  from  year  to  year,  why  should 
they  never  be  proposed  again  ?  Church 
rates  might  be  refused  because  of  some  ob- 
jection to  the  individual  clergyman  ;  and 
in  this  case  the  objection  to  the  rates  would 
end  with  that  particular  clergyman  ceasing 
to  have  any  connection  with  the  parish. 
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Seeing  tbe  manner  in  which  the  proposi- 
tions coming  from  this  side  of  the  House 
had  been  received  by  the  Dissenters,  and 
that  nothing  was  likely  to  satisfy  the  latter 
but  such  a  Bill  as  that  now  before  tbe 
House,  he  thought  the  interest  of  all  parties 
would  be  best  promoted  by  leaying  matters 
as  they  were,  and  desisting  from  any  at- 
tempt at  further  legislation.  Such  a  course 
would  probably  end  in  the  agitation  speedily 
dying  away,  and  all  ill-feeling  disappearing. 
At  all  events,  he  felt  bound  to  record  his 
vote  against  what  .appeared  to  him  to  be 
JLhe  unjust  proposition  contained  in  this  Bill 
towards  the  great  mass  of  country  parishes 
whose  interests  were  to  be  sacrificed  to  the 
claims  of  certain  agitators  in  a  few  great 
towns. 

Mr.  MELLOR  said,  he  thought  that  if 
the  Bill  sought  to  do  an  act  of  justice — if 
it  sought  to  allay  irritation  and  heartburn- 
ings— if  it  sought  to  put  the  Church  on  a 
better  footing  in  regard  to  her  position  to- 
wards Dissenters — the  House  ought  to  pass 
it.  Having  been  at  one  time  a  candidate 
for  the  representation  of  Coventry  he 
was  somewhat  acquainted  with  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  that  city,  and  would 
only  remark  that  all  the  candidates  who 
offered  themselves  professed  a  desire  for 
the  total  abolition  of  church  rates.  lie  was 
therefore  surprized  to  learn  that  church 
rates  were  now  so  popular  there.  But  did 
not  every  man  know  that  all  the  great  re- 
storation of  churches  were  the  result  of 
voluntary  movements,  and  not  of  church 
rates  ?  Take  the  case  of  Birmingham. 
The  death-blow  to  church  rates  in  that  town 
had  been  given  by  the  institution  of  a  pro- 
secution for  their  support,  and  if  anything 
showed  the  advantage  of  dispensing  with 
church  rates  it  was  the  improved  state  in 
which  the  churches  now  were  in  that  town. 
It  was  the  same  in  Nottingham,  Liverpool, 
and  other  large  towns,  where  the  religious 
element  among  the  people  had  much  im- 
proved since  these  rates  were  abolished. 
There  was  some  plausibility,  perhaps,  in  the 
argument  sometimes  used  respecting  the 
need  of  church  rates  in  rural  parishes,  but 
in  those  places  the  rates,  so  far  from  being 
expended  on  the  repairs  of  the  churches, 
were  expended  on  objects  of  a  most  illegi* 
timate  character,  and  entirely  diverted  from 
their  legitimate  object.  The  fact  was, 
however,  that  in  the  rural  districts  the  rates 
were  in  many  instances  made  in  conse- 
quence of  a  wholesome  fear  of  the  land- 
lords ;  but  if  they  were  abolished  those 
feelings  would  remain  in  full  force,  and 
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would  operate  to  produre  a  larger  sum  in 
the  shape  of  voluntary  offerings  than  was 
now  raised  by  ehurch  rates.  The  hon.  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  had  taken  a  rather 
sentimental  view  of  the  history  of  church 
rates,  but  he  would  have  done  better  to  ex- 
amine what  the  Dissenters  and  Churchmen 
themselves  had  done  on  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple. He  found,  by  certain  returns  made 
lately,  the  voluntary  payments  far  exceed- 
ed those  made  by  compulsion  of  law.  By 
a  supplemental  return  on  an  average  of 
seven  years  he  found  the  gross  expenditure 
was  £41,653.  Of  this  sum  £14,870  was 
levied  by  rates,  and  upwards  of  £20,000 
raised  by  subscriptions  and  voluntary  pay- 
ments. Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  com- 
pared church  rates  with  tithes,  but  they 
were  wholly  different,  and  it  was  unwise  to 
attempt  to  include  them  in  the  same  cate- 
gory. Church  rates  were  originally  free- 
will offerings  at  a  time  when  there  was  no 
dissent  permitted,  but  when  liberty  of  wor- 
ship was  introduced  one  portion  of  the  po- 
pulation left  the  church,  and  it  waB,  ho 
thought,  rather  hard  that  churchmen,  who 
enjoyed  the  use  of  the  parish  churches, 
which  were  the  property  of  the  nation, 
should  not  be  content  to  pay  for  the  repair 
of  those  churches.  It  was  a  great  mistake 
to  suppose  that  tithes  and  church  rates 
were  similar  in  their  nature.  There  was 
a  great  distinction  between  them,  the  one 
having  the  character  of  property,  and  the 
other  being  only  a  voluntary  impost  made 
by  the  parish  at  large.  It  was  true  that 
by  some  persons  church  rates  were  said  to 
be  a  charge  on  the  land.  He  had  hoped 
however  he  had  heard  the  last  of  that  argu- 
ment. The  church  rate,  in  its  origin,  was 
only  that  a  man  was  taxed  in  respect  of 
his  ability  in  land — that  was,  if  a  majority 
of  the  parish  laid  on  the  impost,  he  was 
bound  in  respect  of  hia  ability  ;  but  it  was 
idle  to  say  that  the  tax  thereby  became  a 
charge  on  the  land  itself.  Therefore,  for 
the  interest  and  peace  of  the  Church,  for 
the  protection  of  magistrates,  who  were 
now  frequently  placed  An  positions  of  diffi- 
culty in  enforcing  these  rates,  and  for  the 
general  interests  of  religion,  he  hoped  that 
Bill  would  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House. 
Let  church  rates  be  abolished,  and  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  receive  any 
application  from  the  friends  of  the  Estab- 
lishment for  any  measure  they  should 
think  it  advisable  to  bring  forward  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  PACRE  said,  he  thought  it  a  suffi- 
.  oient  reason  for  saying  that  the  Bill  ought 
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not  to  be  proceeded  with  further^  «3  tkat 
a  Committee  had  been  apfointed  in  the 
Hovee'of  Lords  for  the  purpose  of  tak- 
ing evidence  upon  the  church-rate  ques- 
tion, and  he  trusted  that  that  Committee 
would  arrive  at  some  satisfactory  report  as 
to  how  best  the  matter  might  be  settled 
for  tlio  advantage  both  of  the  Church  and 
Dissenters.  The  noble  Duke  who  had 
moved  that  Committee  gave  as  a  reason 
for  doing  bo  that  the  Committee  of  this 
House  which  sat  in  1851  was  unable  to 
agi*ee  to  a  i-eport,  and  that  eonaequently 
no  result  followed  from  its  labours.  With 
regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Kellor)  as  to  the 
state  of  the  churches  in  Leicester,  accord- 
ing to  a  return  which  was  produced  last 
Session  it  appeared  that  two  of  those 
churches  wore  then  out  of  repair,  and  that 
altogether,  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
the  number  of  churches  out  of  repair 
amounted  to  between  1600  and  1700.  He 
would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  there- 
fore, who  contended  for  the  abolition  of 
church  rates,  and  said  '*  let  the  Church  de- 
pend upon  voluntary  support,"  what  chance 
there  was  of  those  fabrics  which  had  been 
erected  by  the  piety  of  our  ancestors  being 
kept  in  repair  in  the  event  of  their  pro- 
posal being  adopted  ?  Did  they  imagine, 
whilst  so  many  churches  were  falling  into 
decay,  that  when  they  had  destroyed  the 
means  of  keeping  the  building  in  repair 
sufficient  money  would  come  in  on  the 
voluntary  principle  for  the  purpose  ?  There 
was  no  doubt  that  considerable  sums  had 
been  subscribed  for  the  building  of  new 
ehurches ;  but  unfortunately  when  money 
was  wanted  to  put  them  in  repair  it  was 
not  forthcoming.  As  to  the  impost  of 
ehurch  rates  being  a  hardship  upon  Dis- 
senters, he  could  not  answer  that  allega- 
iiou  better  than  by  quoting  the  language 
of  a  great  statesman  in  this  House,  to 
whose  opinions  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  in  the  habit  of  paying  the  greatest 
deference.  On  the  5th  of  March,  1856, 
the  noble  Lord  the  present  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, in  a  debate  on  the  second  reading  of 
Sir  William  Clay's  Church  Rate  Bill  in 
that  House,  said  : — 

*'  Certainly  I  for  one  cannot  assent  to  the 
principle  put  forward  by  the  Protestant  Dissen- 
tert,  that  as  a  matter  of  consoienoe  ehuroh 
rates  ought  to  be  abolished.  That  is  a  somewhat 
new  scruple  on  their  part.  When  it  was  proposed 
in  former  days  that  Dissenters  should  not  be  com- 
pelled to  attend  church,  and  that  they  should  not 
be  prevented  from  having  chapels  of  their  own,  it 
was  very  properly  argued  that  it  mu  a  prinoiplo 

Mr,  Packe 


of  religious  liberty  that  they  should  bo  aUowcd  to 
worship  God  according  to  their  own  forms ;  but  it 
was  not  then  contended  that  they  should  not  bo 
compelled  to  make  any  payment  to  the  National 
Church.  That  claim  has  arisen  in  mors  wndimm 
times.  It  seems  to  mo  to  be  a  part,  bat  only  * 
part,  of  the  yoluntary  principle ;  but  I  cannot  bo- 
lieve  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Clay)  that  com- 
plete and  universal  peace  would  follow  the  enact* 
ment  of  the  Bill  which  he  proposes.  On  the  eon» 
trary,  I  believe  that,  having  carried  this  meaaiff% 
having  sanctioned  the  abolition  of  ehuroh  ratos 
without  providing  a  substitute,  fresh  attacks  woaU 
bo  made ;  and  not  being  willing  to  countenanoe  or 
favour  those  attacks  I  shall  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  BUI."    [3  Bamard,  oxl.  1918.] 

Such  were  then  the  opinions  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  those  opinions  he  (Mr.  Packe) 
most  heartily  endorsed.  He  was  sorry  to 
say,  however,  that  through  the  influence 
of  some  spell  which  he  could  not  aceovnt 
for,  the  noble  Lord  was  reported  to  have 
since  changed  his  sentiments  upen  the 
question.  Now,  this  was  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple,  and  although  he  could  well  under* 
stand  young  men  being  led  away  bj  certaui 
impulses,  yet,  seeing  the  well-known  prin- 
ciples of  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  length  of 
time  he  had  been  before  the  public,  he 
really  could  not  understand  by  what  prooeaa 
of  reasoning  he  had  so  completely  changed 
his  opinions  as  he  was  reported  to  have 
done;  for  at  the  election  of  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  City  of  London  on  the  29  th  of  April 
last  he  found  him  saying  on  the  hustings : — 

**  I  must  tell  you  that  I  think  that  question  has 
come  to  this  point,  that  either  the  present  law 
must  be  maintained  or  church  ratea  must  be  aIto« 
getber  abolished.  And  being  of  opinion  that  te 
maintenance  of  the  present  law  is  not  good  for  the 
country,  that  it  produces  much  heart-bumiof  in 
the  Tiew  of  Dissenters,  it  is  objectionable,  on  the 
ground  of  conscience,  and  that  they  have  a  didflco 
to  the  payment  of  these  rates,  I  am  of  opinion  that 
providing  means  can  be  found  for  suofa  volantar|r 
collections  as  may  be  useful,  church  rates  ought 
to  be  altogether  abolished." 

Three  days  afterwards  the  noble  Lord  pre* 
sen  ted  himself  on  the  hustings  at  the  elee- 
tion  for  the  county  of  Huntingdon,  and 
spoke  as  follows  : — 

"  A  gentleman  seemed  to  be  of  opinion  I  am. 
not  in  favour  of  abolition  of  church  rates.  I  ieU 
you  I  am.  I  was  formerly  in  hopes  some  oompro- 
mise  could  be  found,  and  a  compromise  was  at- 
tempted by  a  Member  of  Viscount  Palmerstoo's 
Government,  and  a  very  able  man — I  allude  to 
Sir  George  Grey.  A  compromise  was  also  at> 
tempted  by  Mr.  Walpole.  They  both  fiiiled,  and 
I  own  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  not  likely  to 
prove  of  benefit  to  the  country  to  maintain,  to 
keep  up  the  ill-will  already  excited  on  this  subjoel^ 
and  that  it  would  be  far  better  to  make  at  OBoa 
provision  lor  the  voluntary  nainteeaaoe  of  Ihe. 
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Seeing  tbe  manner  in  which  the  proposi- 
tions coming  from  this  side  of  the  House 
had  been  received  by  the  Dissenters,  and 
that  nothing  was  likely  to  satisfy  the  latter 
but  such  a  Bill  as  that  now  before  the 
House,  he  thought  the  interest  of  all  parties 
would  be  best  promoted  by  leaving  matters 
S8  they  were,  and  desisting  from  any  at- 
tempt at  further  legislation.  Such  a  course 
would  probably  end  in  the  agitation  speedily 
dying  away,  and  all  ill-feeling  disappearing. 
At  all  events,  he  felt  bound  to  record  his 
vote  against  what  .appeared  to  him  to  be 
JLhe  unjust  proposition  contained  in  this  Bill 
towards  the  great  mass  of  country  parishes 
whose  interests  were  to  be  sacrificed  to  the 
claims  of  certain  agitators  in  a  few  great 
towns. 

Mr.  MELLOR  said,  he  thought  that  if 
the  Bill  sought  to  do  an  act  of  justice — if 
it  sought  to  allay  irritation  and  heartburn- 
ings— if  it  sought  to  put  the  Church  on  a 
better  footing  in  regard  to  her  position  to* 
wards  Dissenters — the  House  ought  to  pass 
it.  Having  been  at  one  time  a  candidate 
for  the  representation  of  Coventry  he 
was  somewhat  acquainted  with  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  that  city,  and  would 
only  remark  that  all  the  candidates  who 
offered  themselves  professed  a  desire  for 
the  total  abolition  of  church  rates.  He  was 
therefore  surprized  to  learn  that  church 
rates  were  now  so  popular  there.  But  did 
not  every  man  know  that  all  the  great  re- 
storation of  churches  were  the  result  of 
voluntary  movements,  and  not  of  church 
rates  ?  Take  the  case  of  Birmingham. 
The  death-blow  to  church  rates  in  that  town 
had  been  given  by  the  institution  of  a  pro- 
secution for  their  support,  and  if  anything 
showed  the  advantage  of  dispensing  with 
church  rates  it  was  the  improved  state  in 
which  the  churches  now  were  in  that  town. 
It  was  the  same  in  Nottingham,  Liverpool, 
and  other  large  towns,  where  the  religious 
element  among  the  people  had  much  im- 
proved since  these  rates  were  abolished. 
There  was  some  plausibility,  perhaps,  in  the 
argument  sometimes  used  respecting  the 
need  of  church  rates  in  rural  parishes,  but 
in  those  places  the  rates,  so  far  from  being 
expended  on  the  repairs  of  the  churches, 
were  expended  on  objects  of  a  most  illegi* 
timate  character,  and  entirely  diverted  from 
their  legitimate  object.  The  fact  was, 
however,  that  in  the  rural  districts  the  rates 
were  in  many  instances  made  in  conse- 
quence of  a  wholesome  fear  of  the  land- 
lords ;  but  if  they  were  abolished  those 
feelings  would  remain  in  full  force,  and 
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would  operate  to  produre  a  larger  sum  in 
the  shape  of  voluntary  offerings  than  was 
now  raised  by  ehurch  rates.  The  hon.  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  had  taken  a  rather 
sentimental  view  of  the  history  of  church 
rates,  but  he  would  have  done  better  to  ex- 
amine what  the  Dissenters  and  Churchmen 
themselves  had  done  on  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple. He  found,  by  certain  returns  made 
lately,  the  voluntary  payments  far  exceed- 
ed those  made  by  compulsion  of  law.  By 
a  supplemental  return  on  an  average  of 
seven  years  he  found  the  gross  expenditure 
was  £41,653.  Of  this  sum  £14,870  was 
levied  by  rates,  and  upwards  of  £20,000 
raised  by  subscriptions  and  voluntary  pay- 
ments. Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  com- 
pared church  rates  with  tithes,  but  they 
were  wholly  different,  and  it  was  unwise  to 
attempt  to  include  them  in  the  same  cate- 
gory. Church  rates  were  originally  free- 
will offerings  at  a  time  when  there  was  no 
dissent  permitted,  but  when  liberty  of  wor- 
ship was  introduced  one  portion  of  the  po- 
pulation left  the  church,  and  it  was,  he 
thought,  rather  hard  that  churchmen,  who 
enjoyed  the  use  of  the  parish  churches, 
which  were  the  property  of  the  nation, 
should  not  be  content  to  pay  for  the  repair 
of  those  churches.  It  was  a  great  mistake 
to  suppose  that  tithes  and  church  rates 
were  similar  in  their  nature.  There  was 
a  great  distinction  between  them,  the  one 
having  the  character  of  property,  and  the 
other  beiug  only  a  voluntary  impost  made 
by  the  parish  at  large.  It  was  true  that 
by  some  persons  church  rates  were  said  to 
be  a  charge  on  the  land.  He  had  hoped 
however  he  had  heard  the  last  of  that  argu- 
ment. The  church  rate,  in  its  origin,  was 
only  that  a  man  was  taxed  in  respect  of 
his  ability  in  land — that  was,  if  a  majority 
of  the  parish  laid  on  the  impost,  he  was 
bound  in  respect  of  his  ability  ;  but  it  was 
idle  to  say  that  the  tax  thereby  became  a 
charge  on  the  land  itself.  Therefore,  for 
the  interest  and  peace  of  the  Church,  for 
the  protection  of  magistrates,  who  were 
now  frequently  placed  in  positions  of  diffi- 
culty in  enforcing  these  rates,  and  for  the 
general  interests  of  religion,  he  hoped  that 
Bill  would  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House. 
Let  church  rates  be  abolished,  and  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  receive  any 
application  from  the  friends  of  the  Estab- 
lishment for  any  measure  they  should 
think  it  advisable  to  bring  forward  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  PACRE  said,  he  thought  it  a  Ba£S- 
oient  reason  for  saying  that  the  Bill  ouj^t 
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he  (Mr.  Henessy)  was  not  prepared  to  ac- 
knowledge the  soundness  of  the  dissenting 
principle.  Indeed,  he  found  as  a  general 
rule,  that  when  the  Protestant  Dissenters 
were  attacking  the  Church  of  England, 
thej  did  so  hy  enunciating  some  principle 
which  he,  as  a  Catholic,  could  not  approve 
of.  It  was  only  a  few  nights  ago  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  this  Bill  to-day 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  directed  another  attack 
upon  the  Church  of  England  in  the  shape 
of  an  Endowed  Schools  Bill,  which  declared 
that  all  schools,  except  certain  foundations 
specially  belonging  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, should  be  conducted  without  any 
religious  distinctions  whatever.  The  En- 
dowed Schools  Bill,  although  it  would 
affect  nearly  3,000  schools  in  Ireland,  and 
although  it  established  the  system  of  mixed 
education  in  nearly  all  intermediate  schools, 
was  supported  by  every  Catholic  Member 
present  except  himself  (Mr.  Hennessy). 
The  Catholic  Members  who  thus  supported 
an  assault  upon  the  educational  principles  of 
the  Church  of  England  gave  a  severe  blow 
to  the  very  principles  of  public  instruction 
which  their  own  Church  had  always  main- 
tained. He  was  of  opinion  that  no  alliance, 
particularly  on  educational  or  religious  sub« 
jects,  should  be  formed  between  the  Catho- 
lic Members  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  English  Protestant  Dissenters.  For  his 
own  part,  he  viewed  with  extreme  jealousy 
any  movement  of  the  latter  against  the 
Church  of  England.  However  widely  he 
might  differ  on  points  of  doctrine  from 
members  of  the  Establishment,  he  differed 
still  more  widely  from  the  Dissenters.  It 
happened  that  the  very  point  on  which  the 
Dissenters  differed  from  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land was  a  point  on  which  the  Dissenters 
differed  also  with  the  ancient  Church.  The 
history  of  the  Divorce  Bill — a  measure 
carried  by  the  Protestant  Dissenters  against 
the  wishes  and  efforts  of  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment— should  show  the  Catholics  the 
absolute  necessity  of  independent  action. 
He  could  not  see  that  this  alliance  between 
English  Dissenters  and  Irish  Catholics  was 
either  just  or  expedient.  Throughout  this 
debate,  and  on  every  similar  occasion  when 
the  Church  of  England  was  assailed  by  the 
Dissenters,  the  latter  boasted  of  being 
the  friends  of  toleration,  and  charged  the 
Church  with  intolerance.  No  boast  could 
be  more  idle,  and  no  charge  could  be  more 
unfair.  The  Church  of  England  has  been 
at  all  times  more  tolerant  and  more  enlight- 
ened than  the  dissenting  communities.  At 
one  time  the  Church  suffered  yerj  severely 
Mr.  Hennesty 


on  account  of  its  desire  to  shelter  Catho- 
lics from  the  persecution  of  English  and 
Scotch  Dissenters.  Even  in  our  own  day, 
when  the  noble  Lord  the  |Mcmber  for 
London  introduced  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Bill,  Lord  Shaftesbury  declared  that  "he 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  express  his 
admiration  of  the  conduct  of  the  Dissentera, 
who  had  agreed  to  cast  aside  their  various 
differences  and  to  withhold  their  assaults 
on  the  State  Church,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  common  cause  against  the  common 
enemy;"  and  in  the  same  speech  the  noble 
Lord  strongly  censures  the  Church  of  Enff- 
land  on  account  of  "  its  sympathy  wiw 
certain  doctrines,  discipline,  and  tenets  of 
the  Church  of  Rome.  An  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Mellor)  had  appealed  to  his- 
tory. He  (Mr.  Hennessy)  was  ready  at 
once  to  answer  that  appeal.  What  had 
occurred,  for  instance,  in  that  House  about 
eighty  or  ninety  years  ago  ?  At  that  time  a 
bate  took  place  which  in  many  respects 
resembled  the  present  one.  Lord  North 
and  his  Conservative  colleagues  introduced 
a  Bill,  which,  amongst  other  provisions, 
established  a  system  of  church  rates  in 
Canada.  These  rates  were  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  Catholic  churches  and  the  support 
of  Catholic  clergymen.  The  Protestant 
Dissenters  opposed  that  Bill  on  exactly  the 
same  general  grounds  that  they  now  oppose 
church  rates.  Lord  North  and  his  Conser 
vatives  defended  those  Catholic  rates  on 
exactly  the  same  principles  that  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Church  of  England  now 
defend  the  Church  from  the  attacks  of  the 
Dissenters.  The  Catholics  of  that  day 
were  deeply  grateful  to  the  Churchmen 
and  Conservatives,  who  thus,  in  spite  of 
the  opposition  of  the  Dissenters  and  of  Mr. 
Fox,  succeeded  in  securing  the  rates  for 
Catholic  purposes.  The  struggle  now  tak- 
ing place  was,  in  principle,  precisely  the 
same,  but  the  position  of  the  three  parties 
was  altered.  In  1774  the  Dissenters  as- 
sailed the  Catholics  and  ^ittempted  to  pre- 
vent them  from  getting  these  rates.  The 
Catholics  succeeded  in  getting  the  rates, 
and  they  did  so  because  the  Churchmen  in 
Parliament  fought  the  battle  on  their 
behalf.  In  1859  the  Dissenters  are  assail- 
ing the  Church  of  England  for  the  same 
object,  and  with  the  same  arguments. 
Under  such  circumstances  he  (Mr.  Hen- 
nessy) felt  that  it  was  his  duty  to  resist 
this  attack.  The  Government  had  adopted 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House;  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Tiverton  had  formed 
a  coalition  with  the  Dissenters  and  with  the 
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Church  than  to  rely  longer  on  the  imposition  of 
church  rates." 

He  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  not  then  present  in  the  House  to  ex- 
plain, as  he  ought  to  do,  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  had  altered  his  opinions  on  the 
question.  Tiiere  were  now  two  Bills  on 
the  subject  of  church  rates  before  the 
House,  one  of  which  proposed  a  voluntary 
commutation,  but  how  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
whose  names  were  on  the  back  of  that  Bill 
could  vote  for  the  measure  under  discus- 
sion he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  ;  for  how 
could  they  effect  a  commutation  when 
church  rates  had  once  censed  to  exist  ? 
The  question,  however,  had  been  so  often 
debated  that  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
further  than  to  say  that  it  was  his  firm  de- 
termination to  do  his  utmost  to  defeat  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  STANILAND  said,  that  as  it  was 
hopeless  to  imagine  that  that  House  could 
ever  find  any  substitute  for  church  rates 
which  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  olergy- 
tnen  of  the  Church  of  England,  it  became 
a  question  whether  that  House  should  not 
take  an  enlarged  view  of  the  question  and 
come  to  a  conclusion  upon  it  satisfactory 
to  the  country  at  large.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
Mellor)  had  referred  to  the  very  large 
amount  which  during  the  last  seven  years 
bad  been  voluntarily  subscribed  by  the 
members  of  the  Church  not  only  for  the 
repairs  of  the  fabric,  but  for  the  services 
of  the  Church,  and  it  was  a  remarkable 
circumstance  that  the  amount  so  subscribed 
exceeded  the  sum  raised  by  compulsory 
means.  There  was,  moreover,  a  great 
turn  voluntarily  subscribed  for  building 
churches,  and  these  facts  furnished  the 
strongest  posHible  evidence  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  church  rate  there  would  always 
be  found  sufficient  zeal  in  the  members  of 
the  Church  to  support  the  fabric.  It  was 
stated  that  church  rates  had  existed  time 
out  of  mind,  but  that  circumstance  fur- 
niehed  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be 
abolished  by  the  State,  like  any  other 
imposts,  if  the  circumstances  of  the  country 
required  their  removal.  It  was  contended 
by  some  that  as  the  Church  of  Englanil 
was  the  national  church  all  ought  to  coo- 
tribute  to  it  ;  but  he  denied  the  proposition 
generally  thai  the  Church  of  England  was 
the  national  church.  Legally  it  might 
be  so,  but  practically  it  was  not  so,  for  a 
large  proportion  of  the  population  con- 
•cientiously  dissented  from  the  doctrines  of 
ibo  Church.     It  woa  objected  that,  should 


church  rates  bejabolished,  funds  could  no 
be  found  to  maintain  the  fabric  of  the 
church  ;  but  by  a  report  presented  to  tho 
House  it  appeared  that  where  church  rates 
had  ceased  to  exist,  there  the  largest 
amounts  were  subscribed  by  the  zeal  and 
religious  fervour  of  the  persons  connected 
with  the  Church  for  tlie  restoration  of  the 
fabric.  He  could  refer  to  the  borough  of 
Boston,  which  he  represented,  where  church 
rates  had  ceased  to  exist  for  the  last  twenty 
years,  yet  within  the  last  seven  or  eight 
years  the  ii)habitauts  had  raised  by  volun* 
tary  subscriptions  about  £10,000  which 
they  had  spent  in  the  renovation  of  their 
beautiful  church,  besides  which  in  Skie* 
beck,  one  of  the  parishes  of  the  borough, 
another  large  church  in  addition  to  that 
they  already  possessed  had  been  built* 
and  two  smaller  ones  in  Boston.  It  was 
admitted  on  all  hands,  he  believed,  thai 
in  populous  towns  there  would  be  no  dif- 
ficulty in  raising  the  necessary  funds,  but 
there  would  be  difficulty  in  doing  so,  it 
was  asserted  in  rural  parishes  ;  but  when 
he  found  that  five- sevenths  of  the  pro- 
perty in  rural  parishes  in  this  kingdom 
were  vested  in  churchmeu,  he  did  not 
despair  of  sufficient  funds  being  raised  even 
in  remote  places  for  the  repair  of  the 
churches.  Feeling  that  this  impost  preased 
most  hardly  on  the  Dissenters,  seeing  that 
the  Church  was  the  most  wealthy  institution 
in  this  or  almost  in  any  other  country,  and 
feeling 'that  it  would  be  impolitic  for  tho 
friends  of  the  Church  to  seek  as  a  basis  for 
it  the  compulsory  payment  of  rates  by  Dis- 
senters, he  should  givo  his  veto  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HEiNNESSY  had  listened  with  at- 
tention  to  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds, 
who  addressed  them  as  a  Protestant  Dis- 
senter, hud  said  upon  this  subject.  He 
bad  frankly  declared  his  determination  to 
oppose  the  Maynooth  grant  aa  vigoroualy 
as  he  had  opposed  church  rates.  The 
principle  on  which  that  hon.  Member  and 
the  other  Eoglish  Dissenters  acted  was 
well  understood.  There  was  no  di^guiaing 
the  fact,  that  to  appropriate  a  ki^e  sum  of 
money  taken  from  the  general  taxes  of  all 
classes  to  the  maiateuaaee  and  repair  of  tho 
College  of  Maynooth  involved  precisely  tho 
same  political  principle  as  that  which  woa 
now  under  discussiou.  Oi  course  tlioro 
were  wide  differences  of  detail,  but  tba 
principle  in  each  caae  was  the  saoie,  Heuco 
it  was  tliat  Uie  division  lasts  against  May* 
Booth  and  against  church  rates  bore  suoh 
a  striking  resemblance  to  each  other,  Sqw, 
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annually  made  with  little  or  no  objection, 
and  if  an?  hon.  Member  will  take  tbe  last 
Return  of  cburch  rates,  and  will  refer  to 
parishes  in  any  archdeaconry  in  bis  own 
neighbourhood,  he  will  find  that  in  almost 
every  exclusively  rural  parish  a  church  rate 
is  made  either  with  or  without  objection. 
In  a  very  large  number  of  town  parishes, 
in  which  a  large  population  is  collected, 
and  where  property  is  very  valuable,  for 
one  or  other  of  the  causes  I  have  mention- 
ed tbe  church  rate  is  withheld.  In  some 
cases  it  has  been  withheld  for  a  long  series 
of  years,  and  in  others  for  a  shorter  period, 
but  in  the  great  majority  of  town  parishes, 
from  one  cause  or  another,  church  rates 
are  not  paid.  This  great  difference  exists 
between  the  practice  of  the  town  and 
country  parishes,  and  hence  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  seek  to  amend  the  present 
law  by  introducing  one  uniform  principle 
of  compulsory  levy  in  all  parishes,  with- 
out reference  to  the  distinction  existing  be- 
tween town  anil  country  parisbes,  will  find 
that  their  plans,  when  tried  by  the  test  of 
practicability,  will  break  down,  and  that  it 
is  now  practically  impossible  to  establish 
any  new  system  of  church  rates  which  does 
not  take  into  account  the  distinction  be- 
tween rural  and  town  parishes.  Tho  hon. 
Member  for  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Ncwdegate) 
made  some  remarks  upon  tho  nature  of  the 
grievance  which  now  exists,  and  I  differ 
from  him  slightly  upon  one  point.  Where 
the  population  almost  exclusively  belongs 
to  the  Established  Church,  which  is  the 
case  in  a  very  large  number  of  rural 
parishes,  the  rate  is  made  without  objec- 
tion, and  tberefore  in  such  cases  thero  is 
no  practical  grievance.  In  the  town  parishes 
whore,  from  different  causes,  the  opposi- 
tion to  a  church  rate  is  overwhelming,  no 
rote  is  made,  and  there  there  is  no  practi- 
col  grievance.  A  substitute  has  practi- 
cally been  found;  the  fabric  of  tbe  Church 
is  maiiitnined;  the  services  of  tbe  Church 
are  provided  for;  and  there  is  no  griev- 
ance. I  do  not  believe,  indeed,  that  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church  will 
themselves  pretend  that  there  is  in  tho 
great  majority  of  parishes  in  large  towns 
any  practical  grievance  with  respect  to  tho 
maintenance  of  the  fabric  and  services  of 
the  Church.  But  the  practical  grievances 
exist  in  parishes  where  tho  minority  is  con- 
trolled by  the  majority.  It  is  in  conse- 
quence of  tho  discontent  which  exists  in 
parishes  where  the  two  parties  como  into 
collision,  and  where  the  dissentient  party  is 
unable  to  prevail  upon  the  majority  of  the 
Sir  George  Letvis 


vestry  to  withhold  the  rate,  that  the  pre- 
sent law  works  unfavourably,  and  that  irri- 
tation and  dissatisfaction  prevail.  It  ap- 
pears to  mo  a  complete  fallacy  to  argue 
from  the  fact  that  a  church  rate  is  made 
in  a  largo  number  of  parishes  tliat  the 
system  works  without  friction  or  without 
exciting  discontent.  It  is  in  those  parishes 
where  a  church  rate  is  imposed  upon  a  re- 
luctant minority  that  the  defects  of  tbe 
present  system  are  felt.  Since  the  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Lords,  with  regard  to 
the  absence  of  all  power  in  the  minority  of 
a  vestry  to  bind  the  majority  to  a  rate,  it 
is  in  vain  to  talk  of  the  provisions  of  the 
common  law  where  it  must  be  admitted 
that  thero  is  no  court  by  which  those  pro- 
visions can  be  enforced.  That  state  of  the 
law,  declared  by  the  House  of  Lords  not 
many  years  ago,  has  given  rise  to  various 
proposals  for  its  amendment ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  Univer- 
sity (Mr.  Walpole)  brought  in  a  Bill  oa 
this  subject,  which  was  entitled,  "  A  Bill 
for  facilitating  a  voluntary  provision  for  the 
purposes  to  which  cburch  rates  are  appli- 
cable, and  for  the  extinction  of  church 
rates  where  such  provision  is  made.**  The 
title  of  that  Bill,  therefore,  seems  to  point 
to  the  desirability  of  extinguishing  church 
rates,  and  I  believe  that  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  far  from  being  satis- 
fied with  the  present  law,  and  appear  to 
contemplate  a  state  of  things  in  which 
church  rates,  nt  least  in  their  present 
form,  shall  cease  to  exist.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  facilitate  the 
extinction  of  church  rates,  in  the  first 
place,  by  substituting  for  those  rates  a 
voluntary  charge  upon  land.  I  venture  to 
express  a  confident  opinion  that  such  a 
substitute  for  church  rates  would  be  found 
wholly  inoperative  and  illusory.  I  do  not 
beh'cvc  that  the  owners  of  land,  whetherthoy 
have  merely  life  estates  or  are  proprietora 
of  the  fee,  would  voluntarily  make  such  a 
charge  on  their  estates  as  would  afford  an 
equivalent  for  the  existing  church  rates. 
Another  substitution  suggested  in  the  Bill 
of  the  late  Government  was  a  transfer  of 
the  rate  from  the  occupier  to  the  landlord. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  the  difficultly 
which  formerly  existed  in  Ireland  with  re- 
gard to  the  collection  of  tithe  for  the  Eata- 
llished  Church  were  removed  by  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act,  which  fixed  tho  obliga- 
tion of  payment  upon  the  landlords  instead 
of  the  occupiers;  and  1  think  it  not  impos- 
sible, that  if  a  change  of  this  nature  with 
reference  to  church  rates  had  been  pro- 


1161 


Church  BcUes 


{July  13,  1859} 


Abolition  Sill, 


1162 


Low  Church  party.  It  afforded  him  (Mr. 
HeDnes8j)much  satisfaction  to  have  this  op- 
portunity of  voting  against  such  a  coalition. 
Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  :  The  question 
for  discussion  has  been  so  frequently  de- 
bated that  I  should  not  have  troubled  the 
House  were  it  not  that  an  appeal  was 
made  to  me  to  state  my  views  on  it.  I 
am  therefore  unwilling  that  a  vote  should 
be  taken  without  my  having  done  so.  In 
the  first  place,  then,  though  the  House  is 
well  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  church 
rate,  I  wish  to  state  distinctly  that  it  dif- 
fers in  character  from  all  other  local  rates 
in  this  country  in  being  a  voluntary  rate, 
for  which  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  will 
not  grant  a  mandamris,  but  which  depends 
on  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  the  vestry. 
This  character  is  peculiar  to  the  church 
rate  as  distinguished  from  all  other  local 
rates,  such  as  poor  rates,  highway  rates, 
and  county  rates.  [Lord  Jorn^  Manners  : 
The  library  rate  ?]  Well,  the  library  rate 
is  a  small  rate  created  by  a  recent  Act  of 
Parliament ;  but  such  being  the  character 
of  the  church  rate,  I  should  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  rate  operates  and  the  receipts 
and  expenditure  under  it.  The  most  re- 
cent Returns  received  by  the  House  ex- 
tend to  10,749  parishes,  and  they  have 
been  made  on  an  average  of  the  last  seven 
years,  ending  in  September,  1858;  so  that 
they  do  not  exhibit  the  exact  return  for 
any  one  year,  but  show  what  is  the  average 
expenditure  for  each  of  the  last  seven 
years.  The  gross  amount  expended  for  all 
purposes  of  the  church  rate  was  £635,880, 
£336,000  being  expended  upon  the  repair 
of  churches  and  churchyards,  £173,400 
upon  the  celebration  of  divine  worship,  and 
£95,500  for  other  purposes.  The  gross 
amount  of  the  receipts  from  which  the 
expenditure  was  defrayed  amounted  to 
£580,000,  which  was  derived  from  three 
sources — namely,  £263,700  from  church 
rates,  £48,000  from  special  endowments, 
and  £269,500  from  voluntary  rates  and 
subscriptions.  According  to  these  Re- 
turns, therefore,  the  receipts  from  volun- 
tary rates  and  subscriptions  for  the  expen- 
diture of  the  Church  exceed  the  produce  of 
the  church  rates.  1  would  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  whole  sum  in  dispute 
amounted  to  £263,700  on  an  average  of 
seven  years;  but  considering  that  the  pay- 
ment of  church  rates  is  rather  diminishing 
than  increasing,  this  sum  represents  pro- 
bably a  larger  amount  than  was  actually 
collected  last  year.    We  do  not  know  what 


the  total  assessment  for  the  church  rates 
is  ;  but,  supposing  those  rates  to  be  levied 
nil  over  the  kingdom,  which  is  not  the 
case,  the  property  liable  to  them  does 
not  differ  materially  from  that  subject  to 
county  rates.  The  value  of  the  property 
assessed  to  the  county  rate  is  £64,900,000, 
and  a  penny  rate  upon  that  amount  would 
produce  £270,000.  Now,  assuming-  the 
church  rate  to  be  levied  upon  only  half 
that  amount  of  property,  the  present 
church  rate  would  not  exceed  a  charge  of 
about  2d,  in  the  pound.  The  House  will 
therefore  see  that  the  objection  to  church 
rates  is  not  likely  to  be  entertained  upon 
strictly  pecuniary  grounds,  but  that  it 
arises  from  different  causes.  1  apprehend 
that  the  opposition  to  church  rates  mainly 
arises  from  a  conscientious  objection  on  the 
part  of  Dissenters  from  the  Established 
Church  to  contribute  to  the  maintenance 
of  a  Church  from  the  doctrines  of  which 
they  differ.  The  objection  to  church  rates 
in  such  cases  is  not  attributable  to  their 
oppressive  amount,  but  it  is  an  objection 
on  principle.  There  is,  however,  another 
class  of  objections  on  the  part  of  members 
of  the  Established  Church,  which  arises 
from  the  existence,  in  almost  all  large 
towns,  of  district  churches.  According  to 
the  law  as  it  existed  until  a  recent  period, 
wherever  district  churches  had  been  built, 
the  entire  parish  contributed  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  mother  church,  and  each 
district  had  to  maintain  its  own  church 
by  pew  rents,  or  from  some  other  source. 
The  consequence  was  that  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  residing  in  the  several 
districts  were  called  upon  to  contribute  to 
the  maintenance  of  two  churches  —  the 
mother  church  and  their  own  district 
church.  This  state  of  things  excited  con- 
siderable discontent  and  in  many  large 
parishes  in  towns  the  church  rate  has 
been  opposed  by  members  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  upon  that  ground.  There 
is  also  another  reason  which  operates  in 
certain  parishes  to  occasion  opposition  to 
church  rates, — when  the  clergyman  of  the 
Established  Church  is  extremely  unpopu- 
lar with  his  parishioners,  either  from  ec- 
centricity of  doctrine  or  from  immorality 
of  life.  In  such  cases  the  parishioners-— 
I  was  going  to  say  avenge  themselves,  bat 
at  all  events  show  their  displeasure,  by 
refusing  to  make  a  church  rate.  This, 
however,  is  a  ground  of  refusal  which  hap- 
pily is  found  in  but  few  parishes.  I  be- 
lieve, on  the  other  hand,  that  in  the  vast 
majority  of  rural  parishes  a  church  rate  is 
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nnnutklly  mado  with  little  or  no  objection, 
and  if  anv  hon.  Mcmlior  trill  tnko  the  last 
Return  of  churcli  rates,  and  will  refer  to 
parishes  in  any  arclideaoonry  in  his  own 
neighbourhood,  ho  will  find  that  in  almost 
OYcry  exclusively  rural  parish  a  church  rate 
is  made  cither  with  or  without  objection. 
In  a  very  largo  number  of  town  parishes, 
in  which  a  large  population  is  collected, 
and  where  property  is  very  valuable,  for 
one  or  other  of  tho  causes  I  have  mention- 
ed the  church  rate  is  withheld.  In  some 
cases  it  has  been  withheld  for  a  long  scries 
of  years,  and  in  others  for  a  shorter  period, 
but  in  tho  great  majority  of  town  parishes, 
from  one  cause  or  another,  church  rates 
are  not  paid.  This  great  difference  exists 
between  tho  practice  of  the  town  and 
country  parishes,  and  hence  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  seek  to  amend  tho  present 
law  by  introducing  one  uniform  principle 
of  compulsory  levy  in  all  parishes,  with- 
out reference  to  the  distinction  existing  be- 
tween town  and  country  parishes,  will  find 
that  their  plans,  when  tried  by  the  test  of 
practicability,  will  break  down,  and  that  it 
is  now  practically  impossible  to  establish 
any  new  system  of  church  rates  which  docs 
not  take  into  account  the  distinction  be- 
tween rural  and  town  parishes.  Tho  hon. 
Member  for  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Ncwdegate) 
mado  some  remarks  upon  tho  nature  of  tho 
grievance  which  now  exists,  and  I  differ 
from  him  slightly  upon  one  point.  Whero 
tho  population  almost  exclusively  belongs 
to  the  Established  Church,  which  is  tho 
case  in  a  very  large  number  of  rural 
parishes,  the  rate  is  made  without  objec- 
tion, and  tlioreforo  in  such  cases  thero  is 
no  practical  grievance.  In  the  town  parishes 
where,  from  different  causes,  the  opposi- 
tion to  a  church  rate  is  overwhelming,  no 
rote  is  made,  and  there  thero  is  no  practi- 
col  grievance.  A  substitute  has  practi- 
cally been  founil;  tho  fabric  of  the  Church 
is  maintained;  the  services  of  the  Church 
are  provided  for;  and  there  is  no  griev- 
ance. I  do  not  believe,  indeed,  that  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church  will 
themselves  pretend  that  there  is  in  tho 
great  majority  of  parishes  in  large  towns 
any  practical  grievance  with  respect  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric  and  services  of 
the  Church.  But  the  practical  grievances 
exist  in  parishes  where  tho  minority  is  con- 
trolled by  the  majority.  It  is  in  coMse- 
quence  of  tho  discontent  which  exists  in 
parishes  where  the  two  parties  come  into 
collision,  and  where  the  (lissenticnt  party  is 
unable  to  prevail  upon  the  majority  of  the 
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vestry  to  withhold  the  rate,  that  the  pre- 
sent law  works  nnfaTourabIj»  and  that  irri- 
tation and  diBsatisfaction  prerail.    It  ap- 
pears to  mo  a  complete  fallacy  to  argoe 
from  tho  fact  that  a  church  rate  is  made 
in  a  largo  number    of  parishes  tiiat  the 
system  works  witliout  friction  or  withoat 
exciting  discontent.    It  is  in  those  pariihei 
where  a  church  rate  is  imposed  upon  a  re- 
luctant minority  that   the  defects  of  the 
present  system  are  folt.      Since  the  deei- 
sion  of  the  House  of  Lords,  with  regard  to 
the  absence  of  all  power  in  the  minority  of 
a  vestry  to  bind  the  majority  to  a  rate,  it 
is  in  vain  to  talk  of  the  provisions  of  the 
common  law  whero  it  must  be  odmitted 
that  thero  is  no  court  hj  which  those  pro- 
visions can  bo  enforced.     That  state  of  the 
law,  declared  by  the  House  of  Lords  not 
many  years  ago,  has  given  rise  to  Torioai 
proposals  for  its   amendment ;    and    the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  Univer- 
sity (Mr.  Walpole)  brought  in  a  Bill  oa 
this  subject,  which  was  en  titled »  "  A  Bill 
for  facilitating  a  Tolnntary  provision  for  the 
purposes  to  which  church   rates  are  appli- 
cable, and   for  the  extinction   of  chnreh 
rates  whero  such  provision  is  made."  The 
title  of  that  Bill,  therefore,  seems  to  point 
to  tho  desirability  of  extinguishing  church 
rates,  and  I  behove  that  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  far  from  being  sotie- 
fied  with  the  present  law,  and  appear  to 
contemplate  a  state  of  things  in  whieh 
church   rates,  at  least   in    their   present 
form,  shall  cease  to  exist.    Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  facilitate  the 
extinction    of  church   rates,    in  the  fint 
place,  by  substituting  for  those  rates  a 
voluntary  chargo  upon  land.     I  venture  to 
express  a  confident  opinion   that  such  s 
substitute  for  church  rates  would  be  fonnd 
wholly  inoperative  and  illusory.     I  do  not 
believe  that  the  owners  of  land,  whetherthcj 
have  merely  life  estates  or  are  proprieton 
of  the  fee,  would  voluntarily  make  such  s 
chargo  on  their  estates  as  would  afford  as 
equivalent  for  the  existing  church   ratek 
Another  substitution  suggested  in  the  Bill 
of  tho  late  Government  was  a  transfer  of 
the  rate  from  tho  occupier  to  the  landlord. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  the  difflculti^ 
which  formerly  existed  in  Ireland  with  rc- 
jnrr.rd  to  the  collection  of  tithe  for  the  Esta- 
II i shed  Church  were  removed  by  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act,  which  fixed  the  obliga- 
tion of  payment  upon  the  landlords  instead 
of  the  occupiers;  and  I  think  it  not  impos- 
sible, that  if  a  change  of  this  nature  with 
reference  to  church  rates  had  been  pro* 
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posed  some  years  ago,  it  would  have  led  to 
a  practical  solution  of  tho  questiao,  ioas- 
much  as*  certainly  in  the  country  districts, 
and  possibly  in  large  towns,  landlords  ge- 
nerally would  l)ave  paid  the  rate  without 
any  material  objection.  At  the  same  time 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  that  at  this  time 
any  settlement  of  the  question  can  be 
effected  in  that  manner.  One  great  diffi- 
culty connected  with  this  proposal  is,  that 
it  would  practically  annihilate  the  power 
of  the  vestries,  because  in  many  parishes 
the  rates  would  be  paid  by  one  person,  and 
as  the  church  rate  is  one  which  the  rate- 
payers may  grant  or  withhold  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Church  in  such  parishes  would 
be  dependent  upon  the  will  of  a  single  in- 
dividual. The  third  plan  proposed  in  this 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the 
conversion  of  the  present  church  rate  into 
a  compulsory  rate  levied  exclusively  upon 
members  of  the  Established  Church  in  the 
parishes  in  which  they  reside.  I  confess 
that  if  the  matter  were  left  to  my  iudi- 
ridual  decision,  I  see  great  advantages  in 
such  a  system  ;  and  1  have  more  than 
once,  both  in  and  out  of  this  House,  re- 
commended a  plan  founded  upon  that  prin- 
ciple. I  believe  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  been  willing  to  accede  to  that 
plan — for  when  it  was  first  proposed  they 
met  it  with  very  decided  opposition  —  it 
might  have  been  adopted  with  the  general 
concurrence  of  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  this  House  ;  but,  as  it  often  hap- 
pens, a  fair  proposal  unreasonably  refused 
IS  not  repeated.  I  do  not  see  in  the 
position  in  which  we  now  stand  that  there 
is  any  probability  that  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  induco  the  House  to 
agree  to  any  compromise  founded  upon 
that  principle.  The  three  solutions  of  the 
difficulties  of  the  existing  system  to  which 
I  have  referred  appearing  to  be,  on  dif- 
ferent grounds,  impracticable.  1  will  now 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  ob- 
jections which  are  made  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  under  discussion  for  the  total 
and  immediate  abolition  of  church  rates, 
and  to  the  evils  which,  it  is  said,  will  be 
likely  to  result  from  its  adoption.  If  1 
understand  tho  argument  of  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  the  great  evil  anticipated 
from  the  cessation  of  the  compulsory  power 
of  levying  £260,000  a  year  is  that  the 
churches  generally  throughout  the  country 
will  fall  into  decay,  and  that  sufficient 
means  will  not  be  obtaiDed  for  sustaining 
the  fabric  of  the  church,  and  defraying 
the  charges  for  its  services.  The  right  hon. 


Member  for  the  Umyersity  of  Cambridgo 
in  proposing  his  measure  dwelt  most  em  • 
phatically  upon  the  guilt  this  nation  would 
incur  if  it  suffered  the  fabrics  of  the 
Established  Church  to  fall  into  ruin  and 
decay.  He  quoted  a  passage  from  a  Ro« 
man  poet,  describing  the  destruction  and 
ruin  of  the  temples  of  an  ancient  State, 
which  had  ensued  from  the  evils  and  dis- 
orders of  a  long  civil  war.  The  passage, 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  mem- 
bers of  the  late  Parliament  will  remem- 
ber, was : — 

"  Delicta  majorttm  immeritns  luei , 
**  Romane ;  doneo  templa  refeceris, 
"  JSdesque  labentes  Dcorum,  et 
"  Foeda  nigro  simulacra  fumo." 

When  I  advert  to  tho  facts  which  were 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leedsy 
I  cannot  but  think  that  the  description 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the 
sin  of  this  nation  in  the  probable  neglect 
of  its  churches,  however  applicable  it  might 
be  to  the  desecration  of  the  churches  of 
France  after  the  Kevolution  of  1789,  and  to 
their  state  at  the  re-establishment  of  the 
church  by  the  First  Consul  at  tho  be-* 
ginning  of  the  present  century,  is  entirely 
inapplicable  to  tho  state  of  things  in  this 
country.  If  1  had  to  describe  what  has 
taken  place  of  late  years  in  England  with 
regard  to  the  attention  paid  to  the  fabric 
of  the  church  and  to  church  architecture,  I 
should  say  that  during  tho  last  ton  or 
twenty  years  church  building  had  under- 
gone a  revival.  There  is  hardly  any  suh> 
jcct  of  national  interest  about  which  a 
greater  number  of  persons  have  been  em* 
ployed,  some  from  religious  motives,  and 
others  perhaps  from  motives  connected 
with  the  cultivation  of  art.  We  know 
that  a  section  which  has  of  late  years 
grown  up  within  the  Established  Church, 
and  which  approximates  to  the  Roman 
doctrines,  has  distinguished  itself  by  pe- 
culiar attention  to  church  architecture,  and 
persons  in  the  Church  entertaining  very 
different  opinions  have  also  made  most 
laudable  and  munificent  exertions  for  the 
restoration  of  existing  churches  and  thq 
construction  of  new  ones.  1  confess,  there- 
fore, that  if  there  is  any  national  sin  with 
which  this  country  is  less  likely  to  be 
chargeable  than  any  other,  1  thmk  it  fa 
that  of  neglecting  the  repair  and  conatruo  • 
tionof  her  churches.  It  is  my  firm  belief 
that  if  this  compulsory  tax  of  £260,000  a 
year  upon  the  population  of  England  and 
Wales  were  to  cease,  no  serious  difference 
would   be  perceived  in  the  general  main- 
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bon.  Gentieman  conibine  with  those  who 
Qiade  DO  secret  that  in  voting  for  tho 
second  reading  they  would  do  so  for  the 
express  purpose  of  making  tho  first  great 
inroad  against  oui^  existing  institutions  in 
Glmrch  and  State?  In  conclufiioa,  he 
wished  to  express  his  thanks  to  tho  hon. 
Member  for  North  Essex  (Mr.  Du  Cane) 
for  his  most  admirable  speech  in  opposition 
to  this  measure,  and  he  would  always  be 
liappy  to  follow  so  good  a  leader  in  so  good 
a  eause. 

Sm  GEORGE  LEWIS  explained  that 
he  had  not  referred  to  Dr.  Phillimore's  Bill, 
but  to  a  plan  subsequently  brought  forward, 
he  believed,  by  those  with  whom  he  was 
now  acting,  and  which  was  received  with 
disapprobation  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. 

Lord  FERMOY  said,  that  he  felt  him. 
self  bound  to  address  a  few  words  to  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion.  They  had 
had  that  day  two  speeches  from  the  oppo- 
site side  of  tho  Uouse  of  a  retrograde  cha- 
racter. One  was  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Staffordshire  (Mr.  Adder- 
ley),  and  the  other  was  the  speech  of  tho 
hon.  Member  for  tho  King's  County  (Mr. 
Hennessy).  The  right  hoii.  Gentleman 
said  it  was  his  desire  to  leave  the  matter 
where  it  was.  Let  them  remember  that 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Member 
of  a  Government  who  introduced  a  Bill  the 
principle  of  which  was  that  tho  minority 
should  not  be  obliged  to  pay  for  the  church 
of  the  majority.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
King's  County  called  on  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Members  not  to  assist  the  Dissenters  in 
this  attack  on  the  Church.  But  the  Bill 
was  no  attack  on  the  Church ;  it  was  not 
a  step  to  abolish  the  connection  between 
Church  and  State.  They  would  only 
strengthen  the  Church  by  doing  away 
with  a  grievance  and  an  injustice.  Look 
at  what  had  been  done  in  Ireland.  In 
Ireland  a  measure  had  been  carried  by 
which  tithes  were  no  longer  paid  by  the 
tenant,  and  no  less  than  ten  bishoprics 
abolished,  with  about  one-fourth  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church.  Yet  the  Irish 
Church,  so  far  from  being  weakened,  was 
stronger  and  more  firmly  established  in 
connection  with  the  State  than  ever  be- 
fore. The  hon.  Gentleman  also  asked  tho 
Roman  Catholics  to  oppose  the  Bill,  as 
they  enjoyed  tho  grant  to  Maynooth.  If 
tho  hon.  Gentleman  put  the  grant  to  May- 
nooth on  that  footing,  it  was  not  worth 
two  years'  purchase ;  if  it  was  put  in  the 
same  boat  with  church  rates,  it  would  not 
Lord  John  Manners 


last  long.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not 
to  forget  the  obligation  owed  by  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  to  the  Dissenters  of  £ng« 
land.  What  would  have  become  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill  but  for  the 
support  of  the  Liberal  party  comprising 
so  many  Dissenters  ?  The  question  must 
soon  bo  settled;  until  ii  was,  the  Choreh 
would  be  weakened  and  society  distarbed, 
Mr.  DRUMMOND  :  Sir,  the  res«1t  of 
this  debate  has  so  narrowed  the  ques- 
tion which  has  been  discussed  in  this  House 
for  some  years  past  that  I  am  anxious  iis4 
to  repeat  things  that  have  been  said  either 
by  myself  or  by  others ;  but  I  wish  to  in* 
dicato  to  the  House  the  exact  point  al 
which  we  have  now  arrived.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  dales 
this  question  truly  from  the  decision  of  tho 
House  of  Lords  in  the  Braintreo  case» 
The  natural  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  Ofil 
then  introduced  was  by  bringing  in  a  law 
to  put  church  rates  on  the  same  ground  an 
all  other  rates.  This  was  the  business  of 
the  bishops,  but  they  did  not  do  it ;  and* 
they  having  neglected  their  duty,  there  k 
certainly  a  grievance  in  the  great  towas^ 
where  additional  churches  have  been  built^ 
and  where  the  whole  produce  of  the  rates 
goes  to  the  original  parish  churoh,  leaviog 
none  at  all  for  tho  new  churches.  Upon 
this  tho  Dissenters  have  founded  two  griev- 
ances— one  oF  them  true,  and  tho  other 
false.  The  true  grievance  I  have  already 
mentioned  ;  the  false  one  is  the  plea  of 
conscience.  An  hon.  Gentlemaa  (Mr*. 
Baincs)  has  told  us  how  matters  stood  ai 
the  origin  of  Christianity.  Why,  in  thosa 
early  days  a  conscience  was  a  troublesome 
thing,  and  cost  peoplo  a  good  deal.  The 
modern  consciences  of  Dissenters  gain  them 
a  good  deal.  For  such  consciences,  Sir,  I 
have  neither  respect  nor  tenderness.  You 
have,  I  think,  been  very  much  shooting 
in  ambush — exercising  something  after  tb^ 
fashion  of  the  rifle  corps.  You  have  Been 
discussing  various  collateral  issues,  being 
afraid  to  touch  the  main  point.  The  Dit* 
seniors  have,  as  I  have  said  before,  honestlj 
told  you  in  this  House  and  out  of  it,  that 
the  question  is  a  contest  d  Voutranoe^^ 
Established  Church  or  no  Established 
Church.  There  is  no  disguising  it.  The 
noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  has  tola  us  we  had 
two  retrograde  speeches  today.  Of  course, 
to  get  rid  of  tho  Established  Church  is  an 
exemplification  of  progress.  But  which 
way  are  you  progressing  ?  Did  the  Romans 
or  the  Greeks — do  the  Sepoys  or  the  Chi- 
nese, or  any  other  people  in  the  worldi 
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solutely  and  for  ever  to  the  alleged  con- 
scientioua  scruples  of  Dissenters  in  regard 
to  this  impost,  yet,  since  the  rejection  of 
that    measure,   not   by   Churchmen,  who 
might  perhaps  naturally  have  thought  the 
liberal  compromise  it  proposed  went  to  the 
very  verge  of  concession  ;  but  by  those 
who  more  especially  represented  the  Non- 
conformist interest,  aided,  he  regretted  to 
Bay,  by  many  members  of  the  present  Mi- 
nistry, it  was  impossible  any  longer  fairly 
to  urge   this  plea  against  church  rates. 
Therefore,  what  had  formerly  been  avowed 
out  of  doors  might  now  be  taken  to  be 
practically  avowed  within  that  House,  and 
the  present  Bill,  instead  of  being  viewed  as 
a  measure  for  the  relief  of  tender  con- 
sciences aggrieved  at  the  exaction  of  church 
rates,  might  be  regarded  as  designed  to  sub- 
vert and  destroy  one  of  the  fundamental 
principles   of    the    existing    constitution, 
namely,  the  union  between   Church  and 
State.     The  right   hon.  Gentleman   then 
proved  how  infinitesimal  the  grievance  was  ; 
that  in  the  great  mass  of  the  rural  parishes 
this  impost  was  paid  without  opposition  or 
di£Scuity,  while  in  the  great  commercial  and 
manufacturing  towns  church  rates  had  long 
ceased  to  be  levied,  the  question  being  de- 
cided in  the  comparatively  few  remaining 
places  where  they  were  resisted  according 
to  the  English  principle  of  the  minority 
yielding  to  the  majority  ;  and  having  also 
shown  that  any  substitute  for  church  rates 
would  be  less  equitable  and  unobjectionable 
than  that  impost,  he  ended  by  saying  he 
should  support  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.     True,  when  the  mischief  had  been 
done  by  abolishing  church  rates,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   held  out  a  vague  hope 
that  at  some  future  time  he  might  propose 
the  establishment  of  a  diocesan  Board  to 
receive  and  distribute  the  funds  that  might 
be  raised  according  to  some  plan,  in  the 
justness  and  sufficiency  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  no  confidence  ; 
but  was  that  the  mode  in  which  a  member 
of  Her  Majesty's   Government  ought  to 
treat  a  great  and  fundamental  question  of 
this  kind  ?    One  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  was  historically  inaccurate. 
When  exhausting  the  various  schemes  of 
compromise  that  had  been  suggested  on  this 
subject,  he  referred  in  terms  of  approval 
to  the  proposal  made  by  Dr.  Phillimore 
for  the  personal  exemption  of  Dissenters, 
and   cast   the   responsibility   of  rejecting 
that    solution  of  the   question   on   Mem- 
bers of  tho  Opposition,  who  called  them- 
selves the  friends  of  the  Church.     Now,  if 


I  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  turn  to 
the  records  of  their  debates  and  divisions, 
he  wou'd  find  that  he  was  in  error.     Dr. 
Phillimore's  Bill  was  thrown  out  on  the 
second  reading  by  a  narrow  majority  of  22, 
185  Members  voting  for  it,  and  207  against 
it  ;  and  in  the  minority  ranked,  generally 
speaking,  the   great   Conservative  party, 
while  in  the  majority  ranked  the  Liberal 
party,  headed  by  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Sir  G.  Grey), 
and  by  the  representatives   of  the   Dis- 
senters, Sir  William  Clay  and  Sir  Morton 
Pete.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
no  evil  would   result  from   the  abolition 
of  church  rates,  because  a  large  sum  was 
now  raised  spontaneously  to  build  and  sus- 
tain new  churches,  and  if  this  impost  were 
withdrawn   the   void   would    be    supplied 
by  an  increase  of  the  same  individual  libe- 
rality.    The  fallacy  of  this  argument  was 
remarkable,  preceding  as  it'  did  from  so 
eminent  a  logician.     The  existing  system, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  eulogized, 
was  partly  voluntary  and  partly  compul- 
sory, and  he  asked  them  to  abolish  its  pre- 
sent composite  character,  and  yet  to  expect 
the  same  results  to  follow  inevitably  from 
the  new  system.     That  surely  was  a  mode 
of  reasoning  upon  which  the  House  could 
hardly  be  induced  to  surrender  an  impost 
which  had   existed   for  1,000  years,  and 
which,  let  hon.  Gentlemen   talk   as   they 
pleased,  had  really  secured  to  the  poor  of 
this  couutry,  without  price,  the  free  services 
of  the  Church  of  England.     After  the  de- 
cision come  to  on  the  church-rate  Bill  of  the 
late  Government  they  might  fall  back  upon 
the  existing  system,  wholly  unpledged  and 
unfettered  by  anything  that  had  previously 
passed.     For  himself  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  taking  that  course,  though  he  had  al- 
ways been  anxious  to  relieve  the  conscien- 
tious scruples  of  Dissenters.      He  entirely 
agreed  with  a  remark  of  the  present  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  S.  Herbert) 
— namely,  that,  after  all,  the  present  sys- 
tem was  right,  was  easily  defensible,  that 
it  worked  well,  and  was  far  better  than 
any  of  the  substitutes  offered  for  it.     This 
opinion  was  expressed  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  only  a  few  short  months 
ago,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  now  going  to  fol- 
low the  lead  of  his  right  hon.  Colleague 
in  support  of  a  Bill  which  the  Government 
admitted  to  be  unnecessary,  and  denounc- 
ed as  unjust,  throwing  the  whole  question 
open,  and  providing  no  substitute  for  what 
was  to  be  taken  away.     Would  that  right 
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late  Government  (Sir  E.  Bulwer  Ljtton)  in 
the  discussion  on  the  last  Reform  Bill, 
when,  going  through  point  after  point  of 
their  measure,  he  said  again  and  again  to 
different  objectors,  **  Ah  !  prove  your  case; 
that  is  a  question  for  the  Committee." 
These  rapturous  and  enthusiastic  applaud- 
ers  of  a  right  hon.  Member  of  their  Go- 
vernment, who  sought  to  evade  pressure 
by  referring  his  critics  to  the  Committee, 
are  now,  forsooth,  disposed  to  treat  with 
levity  and  contumely  a  proposal  to  modify 
the  details  of  this  Bill  in  Committee !  I 
hope  that  in  Committee  we  shall  have  from 
them  the  same  assistance  which  they  would 
have  given  in  the  case  of  the  Reform  Bill. 
Again,  it  is  said  that  the  abolition  of  com- 
pulsory church  rates  would  be  destructive 
to  the  Established  Church.  I  repudiate 
that  argument.  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  the 
Church  of  England  to  put  its  maintenance 
upon  such  a  ground.  I  am  convinced  that 
the  Church  rests  upon  the  affection  and 
respect  of  the  people,  and  that  if  it  is  ever 
to  fall  it  will  be  not  by  the  aholition  of 
church  rates  but  by  the  faults  of  its  own 
ministers  and  members.  I  see  no  such 
faults  at  the  present  moment ;  the  con- 
trary, indeed,  is  manifested  in  the  conduct 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church, 
and  I  am  persuaded  that  the  exemplary 
proceedings  of  its  ministers  and  of  those 
who  belong  to  its  communion  \\\\\  tend  year 
after  year  to  rivet  still  more  strongly  the 
attachment  which  now  exists  among  the 
great  majority  of  the  people.  So  far, 
therefore,  from  agreeing  with  those  who 
think  that  church  rates  are  necessary  and 
should  be  maintained  for  the  support  of 
the  Established  Church,  I  believe  that  the 
abolition  of  an  impost  which  is  disliked  not 
only  by  Dissenters,  but  in  many  cases  also 
by  members  of  the  Church  itself,  will  tend 
to  strengthen  and  extend  the  established 
religion  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  have  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  and  I  quite  agree  with  him 
that  changes  of  opinion  upon  all  subjects 
of  puhlic  importance  are  open  to  every 
Gentleman  who  wishes  to  profit  by  the 
lessons  of  reflection  and  experience.  The 
noble  Lord  has,  upon  several  occasions, 
made  interestingannouncements  of  changes 
in  his  opinion  to  the  House.  I  remember, 
when  I  first  entered  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, he  informed  us  that  he  had  become  a 
juvenile  Whig.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  was 
a  change  which  brought  to  his  party  great 
power  and  lustre,  and  if  I  thought  that  by 
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any  change  of  opinion  upon  the  preaent  oc- 
casion he  could  assist  a  happy  aolution  of  a 
long- vexed  question,  I  should  not  regret  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  altered  his  views.  Some 
Session  or  two  ago,  he  advocated  a  conclu- 
sion very  different  from  that  which  he  has 
just  recommended  to  the  House.  But  the 
question  is,  seeing  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
changed  his  opinion,  has  he  come  forward 
to-day  in  a  manner  becoming  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  situation,  and  has  he  indicated 
any  course  which  ought  at  once  to  make 
us  recognize  him  as  one  capahle  of  a 
policy  that  will  extricate  us,  in  a  wise  and 
dignified  manner,  from  the  difficulty  which 
every  one  must  have  experienced  and  ac- 
knowledged ?  I  could  collect  nothing  from 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  which  could 
give  satisfaction  to  the  House  in  that  re- 
spect. The  noble  Lord  has  entered  into 
some  general  arguments  against  church 
rates,  which,  if  they  amounted  toanything, 
seemed  to  imply  that  the  nohle  Lord  is  m 
favour  of  a  voluntary  system  with  respect 
to  ecclesiastical  establishments.  A  larger 
question  could  not  be  discussed,  hat  the 
noble  Lord,  descending  to  details,  has  ad- 
verted to  the  satisfactory  conclusions  at 
which  we  ought  to  arrive  from  our  expe- 
rience of  district  churches.  He  has  com- 
pared a  district  church  with  a  parochial 
church.  A  district  church,  he  says,  has  no 
rate,  and  yet  it  is  built  and  maintained  in  a 
manner  than  which  nothing  could  be  more 
gratifying  and  satisfactory.  But  the  noble 
Lord  forgets  that  district  churches  are  not 
churches  of  yesterday;  that  they  existed 
and  flourished  when  he  addressed  the 
House,  not  against,  but  as  the  earnest  ad- 
vocate of  church  rates.  The  noble  Lord 
cannot  believe  that  if  we  agree  to  the  pre- 
sent Bill  any  of  those  serious  results  which 
have  been  so  often  predicted  will  occur. 
But  who,  let  me  ask,  has  impressed  upon 
Parliament  the  conviction  that  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tavistock  (Sir  J.  Trelawny),  if  accepted* 
will  lead  to  changes  of  the  most  serious 
and  even  revolutionary  character,  in  a 
manner  so  forcible  and  so  grave,  and  with 
so  deep  a  sense  of  responsibility,  as  a  not 
insignificant  colleague  of  the  noble  Lord  ? 
I  have  heard  sketches  given  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House  of  what 
might  be  the  possible  consequence  of  aho- 
lishing  church  rates.  I  have  heard  from 
this  side  some  views  which  may,  perhaps* 
have  appeared  to  me  to  be  overstated  or 
too  highly  coloured ;  but  I  have  heard 
nothing  that  in  its  consequences,  in  its 
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ever  think  of  such  a  thing  as  a  nation 
without  on  establiBhccI  church  ?  On  this 
ground  I  oppose  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  I  opposed  the  Bill  of  mj  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  and  as  I  will  opposo  every  Bill 
that  enters  into  a  compromise  on  these 
matters.  For  there  are  questions  where 
you  had  better  stand  out  to  the  last  and 
be  ruined  than  give  way.  It  is  stated  of 
Prince  Metternich  that  a  very  short  time 
before  his  death  he  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Emperor  of  Austria,  in  which  he  said, 
"  Make  no  peace.  Fight  for  what  is  your 
own  ;  and  rather  give  up  Vienna  to  be 
sacked  than  compromise  one  tittle  of  your 
right."  I  say  thot  is  the  counsel  of  duty, 
the  counsel  of  principle  ;  but  it  is  not  the 
counsel  of  expediency  or  of  Liberalism. 

Ma.  MAGUIRE  said,  he  would  not  have 
trespassed  on  the  House  but  for  the  appeal 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  King's 
Couuty  (Mr.  Hennessy)  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholics. He  believed  he  and  every  other 
Catholic  Member  would  go  into  a  different 
lobby  from  the  hon.  Member.  From  1852 
he  had  always  supported  the  principle  of 
this  Bill,  and  would  still  do  so.  This  was 
not  an  attack  on  the  institution  of  the 
Church,  but  an  attack  on  an  abuse.  It 
was  not  fair  to  make  a  Roraon  Catholic  or 
a  Dissenter  pay  for  the  worship  of  a  Pro- 
testant. The  Roman  Catholic  Church  in 
Ireland  was  entirely  voluntary,  yet  what 
was  the  result?  Every  day  saw  new 
churches  and  convents  rising  up.  So  also 
if  church  rates  were  done  away  with  the 
Protestants  df  England  would  be  able  to 
maintain  their  Church.  In  all  the  battles 
for  Catholic  freedom  the  Dissenters  had 
supported  them,  and  he  would  now  return 
that  support.  The  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  was  not  a  bulwark  of  liberty,  but 
a  monument  of  oppre^^sion.  Take  the  case 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  landlord  forced  to 
pay  a  Protestant  clergyman,  who  rendered 
no  service  to  him  or  his  tenants.  The 
Establishment  was  an  abuse,  and  the  Irish 
Romon  Catholics  would  be  every  day  call- 
ing with  a  louder  voice  on  the  Dissenters 
of  England  to  aid  them  in  their  attack 
on  it. 

Viscount  PALME RSTON  :  Sir,  I  am 
anxious  to  state  in  a  very  few  words  the 
grounds  upon  which  I  shall  give  my  deli- 
berate vote  in  support  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  I  think  that  I  have  never 
hitherto  voted  for  a  Bill  of  this  descrip- 
tion. [Laughter  from  the  Opposition,]  I 
am  very  glad  to  see  that  thoso  who  are 


themselves  patterns  and  models  of  con- 
verts receive  with  such  joy  others  who  are 
also  converts  to  an  opinion  which  they 
have  not  always  entertained.  I  have 
thought,  and  I  still  think,  that  it  is  es- 
sential for  the  interest  and  the  honour  of 
the  country,  as  well  as  for  the  sake  of 
religion,  that  the  fabrics  of  our  national 
Church  should  be  maintained  ;  and  if  it 
had  been  possible  to  continue  the  system 
under  which  that  object  is  accomplished 
by  a  rate  I  should  have  preferred  that  that 
system  should  be  adhered  to.  But  when  I 
find  from  repeated  instances  that  the  pub- 
lic opinion  of  the  nation,  not  only  out  of 
doors,  but  in  Parliament,  has  been  de- 
clared strongly  and  by  great  majorities 
in  favour  of  a  change  in  this  respect,  I 
cannot  set  my  individual  preference  against 
tlie  force  of  that  public  opinion,  and  I  am 
compelled  to  look  about  and  see  whether 
the  same  end  cannot  be  attained  by  some 
other  and  less  objectionable  means.  I 
find  that  we  have  vast  numbers  of  district 
churches,  fine  structures,  admirably  built, 
well  maintained,  capable  of  receiving  large 
congregations,  erected  and  supported  with- 
out the  aid  of  church  rates,  and  answering 
all  the  purposes  for  which  such  edifices  are 
,  designed.  I  ask  myself,  then,  whether  it 
may  not  be  possible  for  the  parish  churches 
of  this  country  to  be  maintained  in  a  simi- 
lar manner?  And  it  appears  to  me  that 
arrangements  may  be  made  by  which  a 
sufficient  provision  shall  be  secured  for  tlie 
support  of  our  parish  churches,  by  tho 
same  means  ns  thoso  by  which  our  dis- 
trict churches  are  constructed  and  main- 
tained. Hun.  Gentlemen  have  entered  into 
and  discussed  the  motives  in  which  this 
opposition  to  church  rates  originates.  Sir» 
I  do  not  pretend  to  do  that.  I  am  per- 
suaded, however,  of  this,  that,  although 
Dissenters  may,  for  reasons  of  which  they 
are  entitled  to  be  the  judges,  object  to 
this  impost,  there  are  many  cases  in  which 
they  would  voluntarily  contribute  to  the 
maintenance  and  repair  of  churches  which 
are  ornaments  of  the  cities  and  towns  in 
which  they  live  ;  and  thot  their  liberality 
of  sentiment  would  induce  them  to  give 
freely  and  spontaneously  that  which,  upon 
principle,  whether  well  or  ill-founded,  they 
refuse  when  it  is  demanded  of  them  by 
compulsion.  Then,  Sir,  I  am  ready  to  vote 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  I  trust 
that  in  Committee  arrangements  may  be 
devised  — [  Laughter  from  the  Opposition] 
— yes,  these  are  the  Gentlemen  who  cheer- 
ed to  tUo  echo  a  right  hon.  Member  of  ttiA 


ii7« 


Church  Rates 


{COMMONS t 


AhoUHtmBitt. 


1176 


late  Government  (Sir  E.  Buiwer  Lytton)  in 
the  discussion  on  the  last  Reform  Bill, 
when,  going  tlirough  point  after  point  of 
their  nicosure,  he  said  an;ain  and  again  to 
different  objectors,  *•  Ah  !  prove  your  case; 
that  is  a  question  for  the  Committee." 
These  rapturous  nnd  enthusiastic  applaud- 
ers  of  n  right  hon.  Member  of  their  Go- 
vernment, who  sought  to  evade  pressure 
bj  referring  his  critics  to  the  Committee, 
are  now,  forsooth,  disposed  to  treat  with 
levity  and  contumely  a  proposal  to  modify 
the  details  of  this  Bill  in  Committee !  I 
hope  that  in  Committee  wo  shall  have  from 
them  the  same  assistance  which  they  would 
have  given  in  the  case  of  the  Reform  Bill. 
Again,  it  is  said  that  tho  abolition  of  com- 
pulsory church  rates  would  be  destructive 
to  the  Established  Church.  I  repudiate 
that  argument.  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  the 
Church  of  England  to  put  its  maintenance 
npon  such  a  ground.  I  am  convinced  that 
the  Church  rests  upon  the  affection  and 
respect  of  tho  people,  and  that  if  it  is  ever 
to  fall  it  will  he  not  by  tho  abolition  of 
church  rates  but  by  the  faults  of  its  own 
ministers  and  members.  I  see  no  such 
faults  at  the  present  moment ;  the  con- 
trary, indeed,  is  manifested  in  the  conduct 
of  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church, 
and  I  am  persuaded  that  tho  exemplary 
proceedings  of  its  ministers  and  of  those 
who  belong  to  its  communion  will  tend  year 
after  year  to  rivet  still  more  strongly  the 
attachment  which  now  exists  among  the 
great  majority  of  the  people.  So  far, 
therefore,  from  agreeing  with  thoso  who 
think  that  church  rates  are  necessary  and 
should  bo  maintained  for  the  support  of 
the  Established  Church,  I  believe  that  tho 
abolition  of  an  impost  which  is  disliked  not 
only  by  Dissenters,  but  in  many  cases  also 
by  members  of  tho  Church  itself,  will  tend 
to  strengthen  and  extend  the  established 
religion  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  have  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  and  I  quite  agree  with  him 
that  changes  of  opinion  upon  all  subjects 
of  public  importance  are  open  to  every 
Gentleman  who  wishes  to  profit  by  the 
lessons  of  reflection  and  experience.  The 
noble  Lord  has,  upon  several  occasions, 
made  interestingannouncemcnts  of  changes 
in  his  opinion  to  the  House.  I  remember, 
when  I  first  entered  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, he  informed  us  that  he  had  become  a 
juvenile  Whig.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  was 
a  change  which  brought  to  his  party  great 
power  and  lustre,  and  if  I  thought  that  by 
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any  change  of  opinion  upon  tbe  presento^ 
casion  he  eoald  auist  a  li*ppj  solutioD  of  i 
long-vexed  qaestion,  I  Bhould  not  regret  tint 
the  noble  Lord  had  altered  hie  inews.  Som 
Session  or  two  ago*  he  advocated  a  coDeh- 
sion  very  different  from  that  whieh  he  hu 
just  recommended  to  the  Hooae.     But  the 
question  is,  seeing  that  the  noble  Lord  hu 
changed  hit  opinion*  haa  he  come  fonrud 
to-day  in  a  manner  becoming  the  diffieol- 
tiea  of  the  aitnation,  and  haa  he  indieitod 
any  course  which  ought  at  once  to  oike 
us  reoogniie   him    aa   one    capable  of  i 
policy  that  will  extricate  aa,  in  a  wise  ssd 
dignified  manner,  from  the  difficoUj  whidi 
every  one  muat  have  experienced  and  a^ 
knowledged  ?    I  could  collect  nothing  from 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  which  conld 
give  satisfaction  to  the  House  in  that  re> 
spect.     The  noble  Lord  haa  entered  into 
some  general  argnmenta  against  chareh 
rates,  which,  if  they  amounted  to  anything 
seemed  to  imply  that  the  noble  Lord  is  it 
favour  of  a  yolnntarj  ayatem  with  respeet 
to  ecclesiastical  establish roenta.     A  larger 
question  could  not  be  diacusaed,  but  the 
noble  Lord,  descending  to  details,  has  ad- 
verted to  the  satisfactory  eonclnsioni  it 
which  we  ought  to  arriye  from  our  expe- 
rience of  district  churobea.     He  has  com- 
pared a  district  chnrch  with  a  paroobltl 
church.     A  district  church,  he  aaja,  has  no 
rate,  and  yet  it  is  built  and  maintained  in  s 
manner  than  which  nothing  could  be  more 
gratifying  and  satisfactory.    But  the  noUe 
Lord  forgets  that  district  cburchea  are  not 
churches  of  yesterday;  that  they  existed 
and  flourished   when    he   addreaaed   the 
House,  not  against,  but  as  tbe  earnest  ad- 
vocate of  church  rates.     The  noUe  Lord 
cannot  believe  that  if  we  agree  to  the  pre- 
sent Bill  any  of  those  serious  results  which 
have  been  so  often  predicted  will  occur. 
But  who,  let  me  ask.  has  impressed  upon 
Parliament  the  conviction  that  the  proposir 
tion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tavistock  (Sir  J.  Trelawny),  if  accepted, 
will  lead  to  changes  of  the  most  serioni 
and  oven   revolutionary  character,   in  a 
manner  so  forcible  and  so  grare,  and  with 
so  deep  a  sense  of  responsibility,  aa  a  not 
insignificant  colleague  of  the  noble  Lordt 
I  have  heard  sketches  given  by  hon.  Gen« 
tiemcn  on  both  sides  of  the  House  of  what 
might  be  the  possible  consequence  of  abo- 
lishing church  rates.     I  hare  heard  from 
this  side  some  views  which  may,  perhaps, 
have  appeared  to  me  to  be  OTcratated  or 
too  highly  coloured;  but  I  hare  heard 
nothing  that  in  its  conseqoenoea,  in  its 
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compreheDsive  view  of  disastrous  results, 
can  for  a  moment  compete  with  that  great 
historical  sketch  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  offered  to 
us  not  more  than  two  years  ago.  Yet  the 
first  Minister  of  the  Grown  now  rises  in  his 
place,  and  now  speaks  as  if  there  were  no 
persons  in  this  House  who  have  ever  con- 
templated serious  consequences  from  the 
change  now  proposed  but  hon.  Gentlemen 
Bitting  on  this  side.  But  the  noble  Lord 
tells  us,  that  although  in  favour  of  the  abo- 
lition of  church  rates,  he  thinks  that  some 
substitute  should  be  supplied,  and  he  adds 
that  this  should  be  done  in  Committee. 
All  the  difficult  questions  of  modern  poli- 
tics are  no  longer  to  be  settled  by  the  de- 
liberate voice  of  a  Senate;  we  are  to  leave 
them  in  future  to  the  labours  of  Commit- 
tee. The  noble  Lord  has  reminded  us  to- 
day, for  the  fourth  time,  of  a  speech  made 
by  a  distinguished  Member  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, in  which,  referring  to  certain 
questions  of  detail  that  were  then  before 
the  House,  be  said  that  Committee  was 
the  proper  place  for  their  consideration. 
That  eminent  Gentleman  has  achieved 
great  celebrity,  not  only  in  politics,  but 
also  in  other  spheres  of  human  distinction; 
but  I  believe  there  never  was  an  individual 
who  has  obtained  for  one  speech  such  an 
enduring  celebrity  as  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertfordshire,  for  that  delivered 
during  the  discussion  on  the  late  Reform 
Bill.  It  'really  has  become  the  stock  in 
trade  of  the  present  Ministers  to  refer  to 
that  speech,  and  to  avoid  all  the  difficul- 
ties which  press  upon  them  by  recommend- 
ing that  they  should  be  settled  in  Cou- 
mittee,  according  to  the  prescription  of  my 
late  colleague.  I  beg  to  say,  however,  with 
great  deference  to  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
question  which  we  discussed  last  night, 
and  that  which  we  are  discussing  to-day 
are  both  of  them  questions  of  principle 
and  not  of  detail,  and  questions  of  which 
those  who  offered  a  policy  to  us  should  in- 
clude in  their  Bills  at  least  the  outlines  of 
a  settlement.  It  is  not  my  intention  to 
cast  any  reflection  upon  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tavistock.  He  has  on 
this,  as  on  every  occasion,  in  a  manly 
and  straightforward  manner,  expressed  his 
opinions,  and  has  recommended  to  us 
the  adoption  of  the  only  course  which 
he  believes  will  carry  them  into  effect. 
He  thinks  that  church  rates  ought  to  be 
abolished  ;  he  does  not  think  that  a  sub- 
stitute ought  to  be  supplied.  But  Minis- 
ters are  not  of  that  opinion.    I  do  not  re- 


fer merely  to  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  with  whose  extravagant  notions  1 
never  could  agree,  because  I  could  never 
think  that  church  rates  were  in  the  English 
constitution  what  the  noble  Lord  has  more 
than  once  represented  them  to  be  ;  but 
some  of  his  colleagues  have  to-day,  in 
their  more  temperate  and  tempered  view 
of  the  question,  acknowledged  that  if  the 
proposed  change  took  place,  a  substitute 
ought  to  be  furnished.  What  I  say,  then, 
is  that  if  such  is  their  opinion  they  are 
bound  to  supply  that  substitute,  or  at  all 
events  not  to  support  any  measure  which 
is  recommended  to  the  House  without  pro- 
posing a  remedy  which  they  think  so  de- 
sirable. But  if,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, we  lay  down  as  a  principle  that  a 
Government  which  believes  that  a  substitute 
ought  to  be  furnished  for  a  rate  which  it  is 
prepared  to  abolish  is  bound  to  support  no 
proposition  which  does  not  meet  that  ne- 
cessity, how  much  more  strongly  should 
we  insist  upon  it  in  the  case  of  Ministers 
who  have  on  more  than  one  occasion  with 
matured  experience  and  an  extensive  ac- 
quaintance with  the  subject,  given  it  as 
their  opinion  that  the  existing  order  of 
things  ought  to  be  maintained.  The  course 
which  the  Government  is  taking  is  not 
statesmanlike.  It  cannot  be  said  that  the 
legislation  of  the  country  is  carried  on  in  a 
becoming  manner  when  you  have  a  Ministry 
which  acknowledges  that  changes  are  neces- 
sary, which  states  that  the  change  proposed 
is  not  desirable,  but  which  at  the  same  time 
is  not  prepared  to  propose  a  measure  calcu- 
lated to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case.  I 
cannot  conceive  any  position  which  can  be 
more  injurious  to  the  public  welfare  than 
the  one  now  occupied  by  noble  Lords  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  the  present  state  of 
the  question  is  highly  unsatisfactory.  I 
do  not  intend  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the 
proposal  made  by  the  late  Government, 
but  it  was  at  least  an  honest  and  sincere 
effort,  and  I  say  that  any  Minister  who 
professes  the  opinions  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  is  bound  to  make 
an  attempt  to  settle  the  question.  If  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues  are  prepared 
to  adopt  the  views  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tavistock,  they  are  quite 
justified  in  the  vote  they  are  going  to  give. 
If  they  came  forward  and  said  that  the 
principle  upon  which  church  rates  are 
levied  is  essentially  unjust  and  intolerable 
I  could  understand  them,  and,  though  I 
should  myself  ehrink  from  the  respon* 


1183 


Church  Batei 


{COMMONS} 


AboUiUmBm. 


1181 


Such  18  ono  strong  argument  in  favour  of 
hiB  Bill.  Neither  my  nohle  Friend  nor 
myself  say  that  the  exaction  of  church 
rates  is  unjust  and  intolerable,  but  we  do 
say,  looking  at  the  state  of  public  opinion 
out  of  doors,  and  looking  at  the  feeling  of 
this  House,  that  it  will  he  better  and  safer 
for  the  Church  to  rely  upon  the  voluntary 
offerings  of  the  people  than  to  continue  a 
compulsory  rate  which  is  disliked  by  almost 
all  classes  of  the  community. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  263 ;  Noes 
193  :  Majority  70. 

Li$t  of  the  Ates. 


Aoton,  Sir  J.  D. 
AduD,  W.  P. 
Affncw,  Sir  A. 
Alcock,  T. 
Andover,  Visct. 
Angerstcin,  W. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Atherton,  W. 
Ayrton,  A.  S. 
Bagwell,  J. 
Bailey,  G. 
Ball,  E. 
Baring,  II.  B. 


Clive,  G. 
Cogan,  W.  H.  F. 
Coke,  bon.  Od. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collier,  R.  P. 
ConiDgham,  W. 
Cowpor,  rt.  bon.  W.  F. 
Craufurd,  E.  H.  J. 
Crossley,  F. 
Dalglish  R. 
Davey,  R. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Davie,  Col.  F. 
Deasy,  R. 


Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T.    Donison,  l)on.  W. 


Bass,  M.  T. 

Baxter,  W.  E. 

Bcale,  S. 

Beamish,  F.  B. 

Beaumont,  W.  B. 

Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 

Berkeley,  Col.  F.  W.  F.     Dunbar,  Sir  W. 

Biddulph^  Col.  Duncan,  Yisot 

Biggs,  J.  Dnncombe,  T. 

Black,  A.  Dundas,  F. 

Bonham-Carter,  J.  Dunlop,  A.  M. 

Bouverio,  rt.  hon.  £.  P.    Dutton,  hon.  R.  II. 


Denman,  hon.  G. 
Divett,  E. 
Dodson,  J.  G. 
Douglas,  SirC. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Duff,  Major  L.  D.  G. 


Brady,  J. 
Brand,  bon.  II. 
Bright,  J. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Bristow,  A.  R. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Bruce,  11.  A. 
Buchanan,  W. 
Buckley,  Gen. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R. 
Buller,  J.  W. 
Bury,  Visct. 
Butler,  C.  S. 
Buxton,  C. 
Byng,  hon.  G. 
Caird,  J. 


Egerton,  E.  C. 
Ellice,  rt.  hon.  E. 
EUice,  E. 

Elphinstone,  Sir  J,  D. 
Ennis,  J. 
Esmonde,  J. 
Euston,  Earl  of 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  W, 
Ewart,  J.  C. 
Ewing,  H.  E.  C. 
Fenwick,  H. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fermoy,  Lord 
Finlay,  A.  S. 
FitzGerald,rt.hon.J.D. 


Calthorpe,  hon.  F.  II.     FitzRoy,  rt.  hon.  II. 


W.  G. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Card  well,  rt.hon.  E. 
Castlerosse,  Visct. 
Cavendish,  hon.  W. 
Clay,  J. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Clifford,  Col. 


Foley,  J.  II. 
Foley,  U.  W. 
Foljanibe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  C. 
Fortescue,  hon.  F.  D. 
Fortescue,  C.  S. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Froeland,  U.  W. 


Gamett,W.J. 
Gavin,  Major 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gilpin,  C. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Glyn,  G.  G. 
Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greenwood,  J. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grogaon,  S. 
Grey,  rt.  bon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Gumey,  S. 
Hadfield,  G. 
Hanbury,  R. 
Uandley,  J. 
Hankey,  T. 
Ilanmer,  Sir  J. 
Ilarcouit,  G.  G. 
Ilardoastle,  J.  A. 
Headlam,rt.  hon.T.  E. 
Ileneage,  G.  F. 
Ilenley,  Lord 
Ilerbert,  rt.  hon.  H.  A. 
Ilodgkinson,  G. 
Hortman,  rt.  bon.  E. 
Howard,  hon.  0.  W,  Q« 
Ilutt,  W. 
Ingham,  R. 
Ingram,  H. 
James,  E. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  0. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
KeaUng,  Sir  U.  S. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
KingUke,  A.  W. 
Kinglake,  J.  A. 
Kingsoote,  Col. 
K  natohbull-Uogeiten. 
Labouohere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
lAing,  S. 

I^angton.  W.  H.  G. 
Lanigan,  J. 
Laslctt,  W. 
LiawBon,  W. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatbam,  W.  H. 
Lee,  W. 
Levinge,  Sir  R. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  W.  S. 
Locke,  Joseph 
Locke,  John 
Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Lyons,  Dr. 
Lysloy,  W.  J. 
Mackie,  J. 
Mackinnon,  Wm.  Alex. 

(Lymington) 
Maguire,  J.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Marsh,  M.  H. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Masscy,  W.  N. 
Mathcson,  A. 
Mel  lor,  J. 
Merry,  J. 
Mildmay,  H.  F. 
Miller,  W. 
Mills,  T. 


Zord  John  Rustell 


Ifbooreiff,  J. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
MoBSOD,  hon.  W.  J. 
MorrU,  0. 
MortjD.hn.  T.  E.lf.L. 
Napier,  Sir  G. 
Noble,  J.  W.- 
North,  F. 
O'Donoglioe,  The 
CFemOl,  rt.  hn.  R.  IL 
Onslow,  O. 
Pagetk  G. 
Pupet,  Ixird  C. 
Piwnenton,  Viiet. 
Pftxton  Sir  J. 
Pease,  H. 
Peehell,  Sir  O.  B. 
Perrjy  Sir  T.  £. 
Peto,  Sir  8.  M. 
Pigott^F. 
Piiklngton,  J. 
Pinnej,  Ool. 
Pollard-Urqnhart,  W. 
PonM>nb7f  hon.  A. 
Portmaa,  hon.  W.  H.  B. 
Prioe,  W.  P. 
Pryee,  E.  L. 
Pn^h,  D.,  OannaiilHB 
lUmiden,  Sir  J.  W. 
BjiTnhani,  Viaoi, 
Bioardo,  O. 
Rioh,H. 
Ridley,  G. 
Robartei^  T.  J.  A. 
RobertaoB,  D. 
Roebnok,  J.  A. 
RutiieU,  Lord  J. 
RnueU,  H. 
RnueU,  A. 
St.  Anbjn,  J. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Salt^T. 

Sohenlejr,  E.  W.  H. 
Schneider,  H.  W. 
Soholefleld,  W. 
Scott.  Sir  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seyuaur,  H*  D. 
Shafto^  R.D. 
SheUey,  Sir  J.  V. 
Sheridan,  B.  B. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Smith,  J.  Bb 
Smith,  A. 
SomerfiUe,  it.  hon.  Sir 

Staniland,  If. 
Stanaasld^J. 
^teel,J. 
Stuart,  Lofd  J. 
Stoart.  Cd. 
SnlUTan,  If. 
Sykes,  Ckd.  W.  H. 
Talbot,  O.  R.  If. 
Taylor,  H. 

Tollcmaeha,  hon.  V.  h 
Tomlins,  G. 
Tomer,  J.  A« 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
VilUen^  ri.  hon.  C.  P. 
ViTian,  H.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
WaltsnyR,  . 
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Watkins,  Col.  L. 
WemyBS,  J.  H.  E. 
'Weitern,  S. 
Weathead,  J.  P.  B. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  Col.  L. 
Wlokham,  U.  W. 
WUlcox,  B.  M*a. 
Williams,  W. 


WiUottghby,  Sir  IT. 
Wilson,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wynne,  C.  G. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TBLLBRS. 

Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Baines,  E. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Adderley,  rt.  hon.  C.  B.    Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W. 


Anson,  hon.  C. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  Gen. 
Astell,  J.  H. 
Baring,  T. 
Barrow,  W.  H. 
Bathurst,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  G.  W.  P. 
Beresford,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Bernard,  T.  T. 
Blackburn,  P. 
Bond,  J.  W.  M'G. 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bridges,  Sir  B.  W. 
Brooks,  R. 
Bruce,  Major  C. 
Bruen,  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Cartwright,  Col. 
Cave,  S. 
Cecil,  Lord  R. 
Churchill,  Lord  A.  S. 
Clinton,  Lord  R. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Cochrane,  A.  D.  R.W.B. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Cole,  hon.  Col. 
Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 
Conolly,  T. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Darner,  S.  D. 
Dawson,  R.  P. 
Deedes,  W. 
Dickson,  Col. 
Disraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Drummond,  II. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W.  E. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Earle,  R.  A. 
Edwards,  Major 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 


Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gordon.  C.  W. 
Gore,  J.  R.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Graham,  Lord  W. 
Griffith,  C.  D. 
Grogan,  Sir  E. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hanbury,  hon.  Capt. 
Hardy,  G. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Henley,  rt  hon.  J.  W. 
Hennessy,  J.  P. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  CoL  P. 
neygate,SirF.W. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Hill,  hon.  R.  C. 
Hoare,  J. 
Holdford,  R.  S. 
Holmesdale,  Visct. 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hopwood,  J.  T. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Howes,  E. 
Hubbard,  J.  G. 
Hume,  W.  W.  F. 
Hunt,  G.  W. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Jervis,  Capt. 
Joliflfe,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 

G.  H. 
JolliflFe,  H.  H. 
Kekewich,  S.  T. 
Kelly,  Sir  F. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
Kerrison,Sir  E.  C. 
King,  J.  K. 
Knightley,  R. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  Major  C. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Leslie,  0.  P. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  G. 


Matheson,  Sir  J. 
Miller,  T.  J. 
MiUs,  A. 
Mitford,-W.T. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Mure,  rt.  hon.  D. 
Murray,  W, 
Naas,  Lord 
Newark,  Visct. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Nicol,  W. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Col. 
Northcote,  Sir  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakenham,  Col. 
Pakington,  rt,  hn.  Sir  J. 
PapUlon,  P.  0. 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  Col.  W. 
Paull,  H. 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 
Pevensey,  Visct. 
Philipps,  J.  H. 
Potts,  G. 
Powys,  P.  L. 
Pugh,  D.,  Montgomery 
Puller,  C.  W.  G. 
Quinn,  P. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Rogers,  J.  J. 
Rolt,  J. 
Salt,  T. 

Sclater-Booth,  G. 
Selwyn,  C.  J. 

Main  Question  put, 
Bill  read  2o> 


Scymer,  H.  K. 
Slbthorp,  Major 
Smith,  A. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Col. 
Spooner,'R. 
Steuart,  A. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  R.  S. 
Stuart,  Major  W. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Straoey,  Sir  H. 
Talbot,  hon.  W.  C. 
Taylor,  Col. 
Tempest,  Lord  A.  V. 
Thynne,Lordn. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Torrens,  R. 
Trefusis,  hon.  C.  H.  R. 
Upton,  hon.  Gen. 
Valletort,  Visct. 
Vance,  J. 
Vansittart,  W. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Vernon,  L.  V. 
Walcott,  Admiral 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  8.  H. 
Watlington,  J.  W.  P. 
Way,  A.  E. 
Wolby,  W.  E. 
Whiteside,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Whitmore,  H. 
Williams,  Col. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wyndham,  Sir  H. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TBLLXB8. 

Du  Cane,  C. 
Montagu,  Lord  R. 

and  agreed  to. 


E8tcourt,rt.  hn.T.  H.  S.    Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 


Farquhar,  Sir  M. 
Farrer,  J. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filmer,Sir  E. 
Forester,  rt.  hon.  Col. 
Gal  way,  Visct. 
Card,  R.  S. 
George,  J. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 


Long,  R.  P. 
Long,  W. 
Longfield,  R. 
Lowther,  Capt. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon,  hon.  F. 
Macaulay,  K. 
Malins,  R. 

Manners,  rt  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 


VOL.   CLIV.      [third  dEBIBS.l 


On  Question  that  the  Committee  upon 
the  Bill  be  fixed  for  to-morrow, 

Mr.  walpole  said,  he  understood  the 
noble  Viscount  to  intimate  that  in  Com- 
mittee arrangements  might  be  made  for 
establishing  some  substitute  in  place  of 
church  rates.  If  clauses  to  this  effect  were 
to  be  introduced  the  Government  no  doubt 
would  take  them  in  hand,  and  give  notice 
of  their  purport.  This,  however,  would 
render  it  necessary  to  go  into  Committee 
to-morrow.  Perhaps  the  noble  Viscount 
would  state  his  intention  on  this  point  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that  in 
speaking  of  a  substitute  for  church  rates 
he  was  referring  onlj  to  voluntary  contri- 
butions. 

Mr.  newdegate  said,  that  in  the 
Inst  Parliament  he  had  proposed  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  imposing  on  all  property  with 
respect  to  which  church  rates  had  been 
paid  for  seven  years  a  charge  of  2d,  in  the 
pound,  to  be  levied  on  the  occupier,  giving 
him  the  opportunity  of  recovering  the  same 
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rom  the  landlord.  He  nov  gave  notice 
that  he  should  renew  this  Motion  upon  the 
order  for  goiqg  into  Committee. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  thai  the  m  had 
come  very  unex{>eotedIj  into  his  bands  on 
account  of  the  illness  of  the  hou.  Baronet 
the  Memher  for  Tavistock,  and  he  was 
quite  willing  ip  ia)(e  any  course  >yhiph  was 
for  the  couyenienA^  of  the  Hous^. 

Bill  commiltsd  for  To-morroto, 

n«use  adjourned  ajt  h»lf-after 

Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Thursday,  July  14,  1859. 

Minutes.]  ScU  First  in  Parliament, — The  Duke 
of  Leeds — after  the  Death  of  his  Cousin ;  The 
Viscount  Ilood — after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 
PuBuo  Bills. — 2*  Attorneys  and  Solicitors. 

AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY. 
NOTICE   OF  MOTION  WITHDRAWN. 

LoED  STRATFORD  DE  REDOLIFFB 
said,  that  as  he  had  lately  postponed  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice  on 
this  suhjcct  in  consequence  of  the  receipt 
of  the  news  of  an  armistice,  he  wished  now 
to  state  that  in  consequence  of  the  still 
more  important  news  which  had  since  been 
received  the  Motion  would  drop  altogether. 
If  at  any  future  time  it  should  be  necessary 
to  call  attention  to  the  correspondence  laid 
on  the  tabic,  it  must  be  under  a  different 
form,  and  he  would  therefore  now  ask  per- 
mission to  withdraw  the  notice  of  Motion 
which  he  had  placed  on  the  table. 

ATTORNEYS  AND  SOLICITORS   BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in  moving 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  said  that 
its  object  was  to  improve  the  education  of 
attorneys  and  solicitors.  Ho  would  not 
dwell  on  the  importance,  of  that  hranch 
of  the  legal  profession,  or  the  confidcnoe 
necessarily  reposed  in  them  in  all  the 
affairs  of  life.  Although  some  amongst 
them»  such  as  the  late  Mr.  Roscoe,  of 
Liverpool,  had  great  literary  acquirements, 
it  was  generally  that  they  had  not  re- 
ceived a  liberal  education,  being  too  much 
ioogroased  in    early    life  by   professional 

Mr,  Nevodegate 


pursuits.  This  Bill  was  intended  to  faeiii- 
tate  and  encourage  literary  studies  in  tiie 
case  of  young  men  designed  for  that  pro- 
fession— and  for  this  purpose  it  offered  cer- 
tain advantages  to  those  who  should  b^y« 
taken  a  degree  at  Oxford  or  Cambridge,  or 
at  the  Universities  of  Dublin,  Durham  or 
London,  or  in  the  Queen's  Univenity  ii;i 
Ireland.  At  present  before  a  man  could 
be  admitted  to  practise  as  an  attorney  he 
must  have  served  under  articles  for  five 
years.  It  was  now  proposed  that  those 
who  had  taken  University  decrees  should 
be  admitted  after  serving  three  ycarg  in 
clerkship  under  articles.  It  was  also  |Hro- 
posed  that  any  young  man  who  had  Bueeets- 
fuUy  passed  the  middle-class  examination 
lately  established  throughout  the  couotrv  by 
the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  CambriogSi 
should  have  his  clerkship  abridged  by  one 
year,  so  that  it  would  only  be  neceMary 
for  him  to  serve  under  articles  four  years 
instead  of  iive.  Another  clause  extended 
the  6th  and  7th  Ftc.,  c.  73,  to  persons 
articled  for  four  years,  one  of  which  might 
be  served  with. a  barrister.  Another  clause 
of  the  Bill  gave  power  to  the  Judges  to 
form  regulations  by  which,  before  an  attor- 
ney entered  into  his  clerkship,  he  should 
undergo  an  examination,  and  this  exami- 
nation should  bo  reviewed  before  he 
was  admitted  to  practice.  These  enact- 
ments were  to  extend  to  the  attorneys 
of  the  counties  palatine  of  Lancaster  and 
Durham.  It  might  be  asked  how  these 
regulations  would  compare  with  those 
for  the  education  of  members  of  the 
bar.  He  was  ashamed  to  say  that  thb 
had  been  formerly  in  a  very  lamentable 
condition  ;  but  it  wns  not  necessary  to  In- 
troduce any  legislative  measure  on  the  sub- 
ject because  the  Inns  of  Court  had  abun- 
dant power  in  their  hands  to  deal  with  it. 
A  system  had  now  been  established,  mainly 
through  the  exertions  of  his  learned  FrieiM 
Sir  Richard  Bethel  1,  the  present  Attorney 
General,  by  which  before  any  student  was 
called  to  the  bar  by  an  Inn  of  Court,  he 
must  undergo  an  examination,  or  give  proof 
of  regular  attendance  at  lectures.  That 
system  had  already  been  productive  of  the 
best  results,  and  it  was  to  he  hoped  that 
the  Bill  now  proposed  would  do  as  much 
to  improve  the  education  of  the  other  branch 
of  the  profession. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  expressed  his  ap- 
probation of  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  2*  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Tuesday 
next. 
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HUDSON'S  BAY  COMPANY. 
QUESTION. 

The  Earl  op  CARNARVON  said,  that 
before  lie  put  the  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  to  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
(the  Duke  of  Newcastle)  he  would  ask  their 
Lordships'  permission  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks upon  the  very  important  subject  to 
which  it  referred.  Ho  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Duke  whether  the  Government  pro- 
posed, during  the  present  Session,  to  take 
any  steps  in  reference  to  the  North  Ame- 
rican Territories  over  which  hitherto  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  have  held  an  ex- 
clusive Licence  of  Trade  with  the  Indians. 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  that  tlie  rights 
and  claims  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
to  the  territories  which  they  now  governed 
were  of  a  two-fold  character ;  first,  that 
territory  which  they  held  round  that  great 
inland  sea,  the  Hudson's  Bay,  and  the 
rivers  and  streams  that  run  into  it,  which 
they  possesed  by  charter  granted  by 
Charles  IL  ;  and  second,  that  vast  district 
running  inland  to  the  base  of  the  Rocky 
fountains,  and  extending  over  nearly  1800 
miles,  which  they  held  by  virtue  of  an  ex- 
clusive license  to  trade  with  the  Indians. 
In  1821  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
which  empowered  the  Crown  to  issue  licen- 
ces for  the  occvpatioQ  of  tbis  district,  and 
advantage  was  immediately  taken  of  it  by 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  to  obtain  the 
occupation  of  the  country.  Those  licences 
were  renewed  from  time  to  time,  and  the 
last  granted  in  1838  for  twenty-one  years  ; 
they  were  now  on  the  eve  of  expiring,  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  was  lately  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Office  (Sir  E.  Bulvver 
Lytton),  after  the  fullest  consideration  he 
could  give  to  the  subject,  came  to  the 
opinion  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  renew 
the  licence  on  the  same  terms  as  heretofore. 
Qreat  changes  were  taking  place,  year  after 
year,  in  that  region  of  the  world  ;  British 
Columbia  had  risen  to  a  very  considerable 
position,  nnd  Canada  itself  had  acquired 
.«  great  augmentation  of  population  and 
wealth.  All  these  conditions  were  adverse 
to  the  renewal  of  the  licence.  There  was 
a  strong  opinion,  also,  prevailing  upon  the 
subject  both  here  and  in  Canada,  adverse 
to  the  renewal  of  the  licence.  Ilis  right 
hon.  Friend  had  therefore  determined  not 
to  renew  the  licence.  But  as  it  was  ob- 
riously  a  very  dangerous  policy  to  allow 
this  extensive  tract  of  country  to  remain 
altogether  whithout  a  Qovcmment  his  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed  to  renew  the  Hpd- 
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son's  Bay  Company  for  one  year,  and  after- 
wards he  extended  his  offer  to  two  years,  to 
allow  time  for  some  other  arrangement  to 
be  made  for  the  government  of  the  coun- 
try ;  but  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  de- 
clined both  offers.  It  was  not  for  him  to 
question  the  grounds  on  which  they  had 
come  to  that  decision  ;  but  certainly,  con- 
sidering the  long  connection  they  had  had 
with  the  district,  the  advantages  they  had 
hitherto  derived  from  it,  and  the  close  re- 
lation in  which  they  had  hitherto  been  with 
the  Indians,  he  thought  they  incurred  a 
serious  responsibility  by  their  conduct. 
But  he  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
justified  in  not  offering  to  extend  the  re- 
newal of  the  licence  for  more  than  two 
years,  because  in  the  course  of  that  time 
they  migbt  expect  great  changes  to  take 
place  over  the  whole  northern  portion  of 
that  continent.  The  rise  of  the  colony  of 
British  Columbia  had  greatly  fostered  the 
growth  of  colonization  there,  and  though 
it  was  not  more  than  twelve  months  since 
that  colony  sprang  into  existence  there  was 
already  a  population  there  of  10,000  per- 
sons. In  the  course  of  the  next  two  years, 
therefore,  there  was  every  reason  to  expect 
that  arrangements  would  be  made  which 
would  enable  the  Government  to  arrange 
for  the  government  of  this  territory  in  a  more 
satisfactory  and  permanent  manner.  As  it 
was,  the  reasons  which  first  formed  the 
justification  for  granting  the  licences,  and 
thus  securing  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany a  practical  monopoly  of  these  hunting 
grounds,  no  longer  existed.  At  the  time 
when  these  licences  were  first  granted 
there  had  been  a  feud  between  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  and  the  North- West  Com- 
pany, in  which  blood  was  shed,  and  frequent 
atrocities  committed,  and  it  became  neces- 
sary for  the  Government  to  interfere,  at  all 
hazards,  to  secure  peace.  At  that  time 
the  Canadas  and  the  other  British  North 
American  provinces  were  in  a  very  unde- 
veloped state  ;  questions  of  internal  ad- 
ministration naturally  occupied  their  at- 
tention, and  diverted  them  from  any  con- 
nection with  a  district  which  geographi- 
cally was  then  so  far  separated  from 
them.  If  tlierefore  those  vast  hunting 
grounds  to  the  north-west,  divided  from 
Canada  by  lakes  and  rivers,  and  by  an  im- 
mense interval  of  space,  had  been  plaoad 
under  the  Canadian  jurisdiction,  that  juris- 
diction would  have  been  little  more  than 
nominal.  On  the  other  hand,  to  have 
abandoned  the  territory  would  have  been 
to  invite  a  recurrence  of  the  old  feuds. 
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The  exclusive  licence  was  therefore  bestow- 
ed on  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.     But  , 
now  all  these  circumstances  were  materially  \ 
modified.     He  certainly  did  not  mean  to  j 
argue  the  question  of  monopoly  on  general  i 
grounds,    as  he  believed  all    their   Lord-  j 
ships    wore   convinced   that   a   monopoly, 
except  the  most  pressing  necessity  could 
be    shown    for    its     existence,     was    in- 
defensible.    But  it  was  argued  that  there  ! 
were  such  grounds  to  be  urged  in  favour 
of  the  monopoly  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany ;  and,  first  of  all,  it  was  said  that 
their  monopoly  was  essential  to  the  welfare 
of  the  natives.     Now,  he  was  ready  to  ad- 
mit that  their  rule  over  the  natives  had 
been  mild  and  on  the  whole  beneficial;  but 
they  had  kept  them  in  the  most  absolute 
and  child-like  dependence  on  the  Company 
not  only  for  the  luxuries  and  conveniences 
of  life,  but  for  the  most  common  neces- 
saries —  for   powder   and   shot,   food  and 
clothing.     This   state  of  thing?  rendered 
it  necessary  to  proceed  with  caution,  lest 
the  sudden  withdrawal  of  that  superinten- 
dence should  prove  destructive  to  the  In- 
dians ;  and  therefore  he  trusted  that  the 
noble  Duke,  if  he  made  any  changes,  would 
exercise  the  utmost  vigilance  as  to  their 
working,  else  the  population  of  this  dis- 
trict might  be   exposed    to  some  serious 
catastrophe.     Then  it  was  said  that  this 
monopoly  was  the  only  means  by  which 
they  could  preserve  the  fur  trade.     Now, 
he  was  quite  willing  to  admit  the  valu6  of 
that  trade,  but  surely  it  would  not  be  main- 
tained that  it  was  the  all-important  sub- 
ject for  consideration  in  this  House.     He, 
for  one,  saw  no  difficulty  in  devoting  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  territory — say  the 
northern  portion,  which  was  most  adapted 
for  the  purpose — to  the  fur  trade ;  but  the 
southern  portion,  which  offered  great  faci- 
lities for  colonization,  ought  no  longer  to 
bo  left  waste  for  the  purpose  of  stimulating 
the  fur  trade.     The  first  object  which  the 
Government  ought  to  have  before  them  was 
as  soon  as  possible  to  provide  some  provi- 
sional means  by  which  persons  might  be 
authorized  to  dispense  in  a  general  way  a 
rough  sort  of  justice,  or  the  power  to  de- 
cide cases  of  dispute  both  among  the  white 
settlers  themselves  and  between  the  white 
men  and  the  Indians  ;  while  nil  grave  and 
serious  offences  might  be  sent  to  be  tried 
at  one  or  other  of  the  neighbouring  colo- 
nies— British  Columbia  on  the  Red  River 
Settlement.     Such  a  mode  of  administer- 
ing justice  ought  to  be  sufficiently  simple 
and  elastic  as  to  be  capable  of  being  adapt- 
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ed  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the  territory. 
It  would  not  be  necessary  to  have  a  large 
staff  of  magistrates  for  the  purpose,  but  he 
would  place  them  in  much  the  same  posi- 
tion that  was  occupied  by  the  British  vice- 
consuls  in  the  East.     If  they  were  at  first 
well  selected  he  was  sure  they  would  exer- 
cise great  influence  over  the  natives.  There 
was  one  point  more  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Duke.     It 
was  said  that  the  country  was  impractica- 
ble for  colonization.     Now,  he  had  already 
admitted  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
territory  was  so.    But  in  the  southern  por- 
tion there  were  considerable  tracts  of  good 
land.    A  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  lately  sat  on  this  question,  be- 
hre  whom  witnesses  were  examined,  who 
r  ported  most  favourably  from  personal  ex- 
pc  rience  of  the  capabilities  of  the  country, 
lliey  described  it  as  abounding  in  wood 
at.d  water.    About  two  years  ago  an  expe- 
dition  started  through   the  country,  and 
they  described  the  soil  from  the  Red  River 
Settlement  to  the  base  of  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains, and  their  testimony  was  to  the  same 
effect.     This  was  the  country  where  enor- 
mous herds  of  buffaloes  were  to  be  found, 
which,  of  course,  argued  something  for  the 
goodness  of  the  pasture.     He  might  add 
that  the  very  same  argument  was  used 
some  years  ago  against  the  colonization  of 
British  Columbia,  yet  no  one  now  denied 
that  that  country  had  in  it  all  the  elements 
of  prosperity.     It  was  true  that  gold  had 
been  the  effectual  means  by  which  a  popu- 
lation had  been  drawn  to  British  Columbia 
and  other  new  countries;  but  wherever  na- 
ture afforded  a  fair  prospect  of  reward  to 
encourage  the  energy  of  man,  there  colo- 
nization might  be  expected  to  advance,  if 
it  were  not  precluded  by  impolitic  restric- 
tions.    What  he  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  Government  was,  first  of  all,  the  ne- 
cessity of  establishing  good  communica- 
tions between  Canada  and  British  Colum- 
bia ;  secondly,  the  formation  of  colonies — 
he  did  not  care  how  small  they  were — 
which  would  indicate  our  title  to  the  undi- 
vided sovereignty  of  the  territory  on  the 
northern  side  of  the  boundary  line ;  and, 
in  the  meantime,  the  establishment  of  a 
provisional  system  of  government,  and  the 
appointment,  as  soon  as  possible,  of  magis' 
trates,  who  might  exercise  more  or  less 
control  and  administer  justice  ;  above  all, 
he  would  impress  upon  the  Government 
that  the  privileges  of  a  trading  company 
ought  not  to  bo  tillowed  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  Imperial  colonisation.    It  was  most 
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important  that  no  time  should  be  lost  in 
carrying  these  objects  into  effect,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  noble  Duke  opposite  would 
be  in  a  position  to  state  that  steps  would 
be  taken  immediately  to  do  so. 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  so  long  and  in- 
teresting a  tour  in  North  America,  and 
travelled  so  far  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
that  he  was  afraid  that  he  might  forget  to 
answer  all  the  points  in  detail.  He  recog- 
nized to  its  full  extent  the  importance  of 
this  question,  affecting  the  relationships  of 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  with  that  im- 
mense tract  of  territory  lying  between  the 
boundaries  of  Upper  Canada  on  one  side, 
and  the  higher  portion  of  the  Pacific 
Ocean  on  the  other.  He  was  not  sure  that, 
having  so  recently  assumed  the  seals  of 
the  Colonial  Office,  he  should,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  have  been  prepared  to 
answer  the  question  ;  but  having  paid  a 
great  deal  of  attention  to  the  subject  for 
some  years,  he  could  venture  to  do  so  with- 
out any  fear  of  doing  injustice  either  to 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  or  the  other 
important  interests  involved,  inasmuch  as 
twelve  years  since,  as  a  private  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  he  brought  the 
whole  question  of  the  relations  of  the 
Hudson  s  Bay  Company  with  this  territory 
before  that  House.  The  noble  Earl,  in  the 
latter  part  of  his  observations,  had  tra- 
velled a  good  deal  beyond  the  limits  of 
what  was  termed  the  licence  territory,  and 
had  encroached  upon  that  portion  of  the 
country  in  which  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany exercised  proprietary  rights,  and 
which  was  known  as  the  charter  district, 
from  being  held  under  a  charter  of  Charles* 
II.  He  had  also  touched  upon  negotia- 
tions which  were  still  pending  with  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  with  respect  to 
that  charter,  and  therefore  the  noble  Earl 
must  excuse  him  if  he  did  not  follow  him 
in  detail  upon  that  portion  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  confined  his  observations  to  the 
licensed  portion  of  the  territory  which  lay 
between  the  Hocky  Mountains  and  the 
ocean.  The  noble  Earl  asked  whether  the 
Government  thought  it  was  proper  or  not 
to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  renew  the  licence 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  which, 
after  having  been  in  existence  for  forty- 
two  years,  expired  in  May  last.  He  so  far 
differed  with  the  noble  Earl  that  he  con- 
sidered it  was  an  extremely  fortunate  thing 
that  the  question  had  been  left  open,  and 
that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  did  not  ac- 


cept either  of  the  offers  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  after  full  consideration  of  the 
question,  and,  no  doubt,  with  the  best  in- 
tentions towards  them,  for  the  extension  of 
the  licence  for  one  or  two  years.  He  re- 
joiced that  those  offers  were  rejected,  not 
only  as  they  affected  the  interests  of  the 
Company,  but  the  interests  of  other  par- 
ties ;  because  he  was  thoroughly  convinced 
that  it  was  far  better  that  the  question 
should  be  settled  at  once  than  that  it 
should  be  delayed  two  or  three  years 
more,  when,  in  consequence  of  the  exten- 
sion of  colonization,  the  discovery  of  gold 
in  British  Columbia,  and  other  circum- 
stances, the  settlement  of  the  rights  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  might  have  be- 
come an  exceedingly  difficult  and  embar- 
rassing question.  He  would  state  at  once 
to  the  noble  Earl  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  recommend 
Her  Majesty  to  sanction  a  renewal  of  the 
licence  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  for 
any  time  whatever  ;  and  therefore  all  that 
remained  was  to  make  such  provisions  for 
the  government  of  that  territory  as  were 
rendered  necessary  by  the  extinction  of 
the  power  of  the  Company.  No  doubt  it 
was  desirable,  as  the  noble  Earl  had  said, 
that  some  provisions  should  also  be  made 
for  the  regulation  of  trade  and  securing 
the  relatiun  betweeu  the  white  settlers 
and  the  Indians,  and  for  that  purpose 
legislation  would  be  necessary,  but  that 
legislation  need  not  be  of  a  very  compli- 
cated character.  Power  would  have  to 
be  taken  to  provide  a  magistracy  for  the 
settlement  of  disputes  and  the  administra- 
tration  of  justice  in  all  simple  and  ordinary 
cases,  and  in  the  course  of  a  few  days,  the 
Government  intended  to  introduce,  either 
in  their  Lordships'  House  or  the  House  of 
Commons,  a  measure  authorizing  the  ap- 
pointment of  such  magistrates.  It  would 
not  be  necessary  in  the  first  instance  to 
go  to  any  great  expense  in  the  matter  by 
sending  out  magistrates  from  England;  all 
that  was  required  would  be  to  select  the  most 
respectable  and  competent  persons  in  the 
district,  granting  them  power  to  deal  sum- 
marily with  small  cases,  but  providing  that 
in  all  cases  of  an  aggravated  description, 
the  question  of  the  amount  of  punishment 
should  be  awarded  by  a  superior  court ; 
and  therefore  power  would  be  given  to 
remit  such  cases  either  to  Canada  or  to 
British  Columbia.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  also  have  to  advise  Her  Majesty 
to  lay  down  regulations  of  trade  with  the 
Indians,  in  order  to  prevent  those  excesses 
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which  unscrupulous  traders  would  practise 
on  the  unhappy  natives  when  all  those  re- 
strictions were  removed  which  were  impos- 
ed by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  andthe 
exclusive  licences  were  done  away  with.  He 
thought  he  had  now  answered  succhictly 
all  the  questions  of  the  noble  Earl.  But  it 
appeared  to  him,  that  the  mnin  point  to 
which  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  was 
directed  was  the  necessity  of  encouraging 
emigration  as  much  as  possible,  in  order 
to  colonize  the  more  southern  portion  of 
the  late  Hudson's  Bay  Company's  licensed 
territory,  and  he  also  referred  to  that  por- 
tion of  the  country  on  this  side  of  the 
Kocky  Mountains.  Now  he  (the  Duke  of 
Newcastle)  did  not  think  it  necessary  that 
the  Colonial  Office  should  take  any  de- 
cided steps  in  the  ]iromotion  of  coloniza- 
tion. Of  course  it  was  their  duty  to  give 
every  facility  to  emigration,  and  remove 
all  impediments  in  its  way.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thoroughly  concurred  with  the 
noble  Earl  that  at  some  future  time  this 
question  might  become  one  of  great  im- 
portance. Another  point  raised  by  the 
noble  Earl  was  the  necessity  of  some  regu- 
lar communication  between  the  boundaries 
of  Canada  on  one  side,  and  the  boundary 
of  Vancouver's  Island  on  the  other,  and 
he  stated  thatarepreseutation  was  made  to 
the  late  Government  to  induce  them  to 
assist  in  establishing  some  such  line  of 
communication.  He  was  aware  that  some 
scheme  had  been  proposed  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  railroad,  and  he  was  not.one 
of  those  who  looked  upon  it  as  visionary; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  anticipated  that  the 
day  would  come  when  railroad  communica- 
tion would  be  made  the  whole  distance. 
The  Government  would  bo  anxious  to  give 
every  proper  encouragement  to  any  scheme 
proposed  either  by  the  proposed  Company 
or  any  other,  but  they  did  not  contemplate 
at  present  the  extension  of  communications 
by  means  of  subsidies,  and  if  this  question 
involved  a  demand  for  a  very  largo  subsidy 
it  would  be  highly  objectionable.  At  the 
same  time  ho  fully  admitted  the  great  na- 
tional importance  of  a  communication 
across  the  continent,  and  such ^ a  scheme 
might  depend  upon  having  the  warm  sup- 
port of  the  Government. 

ARMAMENT  OF  MERCHAxNT  STEAM- 
VESSELS.— QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  AIRLIE  rose  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  they  had 
taken  into  consideration  the  Expediency  of 
The  Duke  of  Newcastle 


entering  into  Arrangements  with  Persona 
or  Companies  owning  Steam  Vessels  other 
than  those  which  carry  the  Mails,  for  the 
purpose  of  rendering  such  steam  vessels 
capable  of  carrying  Armaments  of  heavy 
guns,  if  required  ?  He  said  that  it  was 
well  known  that  steamers  which  received 
Government  subsidies  to  carry  mails  were 
under  engagement  tha  they  should  bo  so 
constructed  as  to  be  able  to  carry  guns  iQ 
case  of  necessity,  and  should  be  placed  at 
the  service  of  the  Government  for  warlike 
purposes  if  required.  But  there  was  a  very 
prevalent  impression  that  the  contract  that 
these  steam  vessels  should  be  so  construct- 
ed as  to  be  capable  of  being  turned  into 
armed  vessels  bad  been  very  imperfectly 
kept,  and  that  in  fact  they  were  not  ca- 
pable of  carrying  any  armament.  If  this 
were  the  case,  it  was  time  that  the  public 
should  know  the  real  fact,  and  that  the 
contracts  should  be  more  rigorously  en- 
forced. But  as  the  principle  had  been  ad- 
mitted that  certain  steamers — commercial 
steamers — should  be  so  fitted  as  to  be  able 
to  carry  heavy  guns,  why  should  not  the 
same  arrangement  bo  applied  to  other 
steam  vessels  as  well  as  those  which  car- 
ried mails  ?  The  steamers  which  carried 
mails  had  a  Government  agent  on  boards 
but  he  did  not  know  if  it  was  his  duty  to 
see  if  the  vessel  was  seaworthy  ;  but  under 
the  Passengers'  Act  the  Government  had 
the  power  of  ascertaining  whether  any 
steamer  which  carried  passengers  was  sea- 
worthy. The  service  of  large  steamers 
carrying  mails  was  of  great  importance  to 
the  public  ;  it  was  important  that  the  mails 
should  be  regularly  transmitted,  and  the 
service  liable  to  no  interruption.  A  strong 
caso,  therefore,  ought  to  be  made  out  be- 
fore the  Government  should  take  these 
vessels  for  warlike  purposes.  There  had 
been  lately  published  a  pamphlet  by  a 
gentleman  whose  opinion  was  of  great 
weight  on  all  matters  relating  to  steam 
navigation — Mr.  Laird.  That  gentleman 
said  that  many  steam  vessels  employed  in 
the  coasting  trade  of  a  smaller  description 
might  be  used  for  warlike  purposes,  and 
bo  useful  in  defending  the  coast  and  the 
mouths  of  great  rivers  like  the  Mersey, 
which  were  now  unprotected.  Mr.  Laird 
had  made  an  estimate  of  tho  cost  of  fitting 
these  vessels  for  warlike  purposes.  His 
scheme  was  that  the  vessels  should  be 
made  so  strong  as  to  bo  capable  of  mount- 
ing heavy  guns,  and  he  proposed  to  fit  out 
200  of  these  vessels  so  as  to  serve  as  gun- 
boats.    Mr.  Laird  put  tho  cost  of  building 
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aad  fitting  200  gunboats  at  £1,900,000, 
aud  the  annual  charge  for  keeping  them 
up  he  put  at  10  per  cent  of  the  cost,  or 
£190,000.  The  costof  fitting  vessels  already 
hi  existence  as  gunboats  would,  he  calcu* 
latcd,  be  £200  each,  or  £40,000;  and 
the  annual  charge  fbr  them  at  £100  each, 
or  £20,000.  The  difference  between  the 
expense  of  regular  gunboats  and  the  fitting 
of  the  proposed  vessels  for  the  purpose  of 
converting  them  into  gunboats  was,  that 
the  former  would  cost  exactly  eleven  times 
as  much  as  the  latter.  Mr.  Laird,  how- 
ever, admitted  that  he  did  not  expect  that 
the  vessels  so  fitted  would  be  quite  so  well 
adapted  as  regularly  built  gunboats  for 
warlike  purposes.  These  vessels  besides 
would  be  quite  as  quickly  made  available 
for  service  as  the  gunboats  laid  up  in  or- 
dinary, especially  considering  the  way  in 
which  those  vessels  had  been  treated.  It 
was  not  for  him  to  say  whether  Mr.  Laird's 
scheme  was  a  feasible  one,  and  if  it  was 
carried  out,  in  what  manner  it  was  to  be 
carried  out.  Vessels  of  that  description 
ought  certainly  to  be  manned  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  not  to  interfere  with  the  manning 
of  the  regular  navy.  Men  might  be  got  for 
that  service  beyond  the  age  when  they 
would  be  received  into  the  navy  for  con- 
tinual service.  It  was  quite  certain  it  was 
not  possible  to  construct  fortifications  suf- 
ficient for  the  defence  of  the  wholo  of  our 
coasts,  and  if  wc  could  we  should  not  be 
able  to  man  them  ;  while  any  fortifications, 
if  they  were  so  situated  as  not  to  be 
efficient,  had  better  not  be  erected  at  all. 
Some  such  scheme  as  this  was  therefore 
necessary,  but  it  was  not  necessary  to  go 
to  any  great  expense  at  first,  but  to  try  it 
on  a  small  scale  in  the  first  instance.  He 
would  not  at  that  late  hour  enter,  as  ho 
might  have  done  earlier  in  the  evening, 
into  the  general  subject  of  our  national 
defences,  but  he  would  content  himself 
with  putting  the  question  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Tde  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  their 
Lordships  were  probably  aware  that  for 
the  last  fifteen  or  sixteen  years  this  sub- 
ject had,  at  various  times,  been  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
For  many  years,  indeed,  it  was  part  of  the 
contract  of  those  great  companies  which 
carried  the  West  India  and  other  Inails 
that  they  should  adapt  their  vessels  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  armaments.  This 
went  on  for  some  time  ;  until  about  1852 
a  Committee,  consisting  of  naval  and  mili- 
tary officers,  was  appointed  to  examine  into 


this  question.  That  Committee  went  into 
the  subject  with  great  care,  and  they  sur- 
veyed almost  all  the  steam  vessels  round 
the  coast  of  England.  The  general  result 
of  their  report  was,  that  it  was  not  expe- 
dient to  attempt  to  render  these  vessels  fit 
for  war  purposes ;  that,  in  fact,  the  attempt 
to  make  them  fit  for  war  purposes  would 
render  them  very  unfit  for  commercial 
vessels.  In  1853  another  inquiry  was  in- 
stituted, going  still  further  into  the  matter: 
and  that,  probably,  accounted  for  some 
little  difference  in  the  report.  It  was  on 
that  occasion  admitted  that  by  a  consider- 
able expenditure  some  of  the  steam  vessels 
might  be  rendered  fit  to  carry  armaments, 
but  not  fit  to  cope  with  vessels  of  war  ; 
that  they  might  be  made  fit  to  defend 
themselves,  and  thus  be  so  much  more 
fitted  for  the  conveyance  of  troops  ;  but 
even  that  the  Commission,  which  looked 
into  the  matter  with  very  great  care,  and 
which  consisted  entirely  of  professional 
men,  did  not  recommend.  At  the  same 
time  they  stated  that  some  of  these  vessels, 
in  the  case  of  an  emergency,  might,  at  an 
expense  of  £3,000  or  £4,000  each,  be 
rendered  available  for  defence.  The  pro- 
posal of  Mr.  Laird  was  much  to  this  effect 
— that  there  were  certain  steam  tugs  and 
other  small  vessels,  especially  in  the  Mersey, 
which  might  be  fitted  up  for  the  defence  of 
that  river.  As  soon  as  that  question  was 
brought  before  the  Admiralty  they  sent 
down  agents  and  had  those  vessels  sur- 
veyed, that  they  might  ascertain  how  far 
it  was  possible  that  some  of  them  might  be 
used  for  that  purpose.  He  did  not  antici- 
pate that  very  much  would  result  from  this 
inquiry;  but  at  the  same  time  it  was  de» 
sirable  that  'they  should  know  how  far 
these  vessels  might  be  rendered  fit  for  the 
defence  of  the  river.  He  did  not  think 
that  anybody  now  was  of  opinion  that  our 
large  steamers  which  went  round  the  coast 
or  to  our  colonies  could  be  rendered  fit  for 
war  ;  and  he  believed  that  any  attempt  to 
make  them  so  would  only  be  throwing  the 
money  away.  But  there  was  no  doubt  that 
from  the  great  resources  of  these  Com- 
panies, they  could,  on  any  pressing  emer- 
gency, rapidly  turn  out  vessels  which  would 
be  available  for  war,  and  they  had  the 
means  of  putting  on  board  engines  that 
would  produce  in  a  short  time  a  very  con- 
siderable steam  navy.  The  late  Govern- 
ment had  tried  this  to  some  extent  by 
making  arrangements  to  build  a  certain 
number  of  corvettes  by  contract,  a  species 
of  vessel  trhich  the  commercial  yarda  were 
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peculiarly  qualified  to  deal  witli,  and  if  any 
sudden  emergency  should  arise  lie  should 
be  inclined  to  deal  with  the  matter  in  the 
same  spirit.  He  would  conclude  by  saying, 
in  answer  to  the  noble  Earl,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  considered  the  expediency  of 
converting  small  steam  tugs  and  other 
vessels  into  ships  of  war,  but  they  did  not 
contemplate  re-opening  the  question,  which 
was  thoroughly  discussed  in  1852  and  1853. 
The  reports  made  on  those  occasions  were 
printed,  and  could  be  referred  to  by  any- 
bodv  who  wished  to  investigate  the  matter. 
The  Earl  op  HARDWICKB  thought 
that  this  matter  was  of  some  importance, 
as  bearing  upon  the  defence  of  our  shores. 
He  did  not  think,  unless  an  expensive  sys- 
tem of  investigation  were  sot  on  foot  in 
reference  to  the  construction  of  merchant 
vessels,  which  would  cause  great  expense, 
and  very  much  interfere  with  trade,  there 
was  any  likelihood  of  merchant  vessels 
being  very  well  suited  for  war.  Ho  there- 
fore very  much  concurred  with  the  noble 
Duke  that  anything  of  the  kind  proposed 
would  waste  the  public  money  without  any 
adequate  result.  With  our  immense  power 
of  production  he  believed  that  we  could 
produce  such  a  quantity  of  ships  as  would 
meet  any  emergency.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  rely  on  our  mercantile 
marine  for  tho  purposes  of  war. 

House  adjoomod  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half- 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  July  U,  1859. 

MiNUiBS.]  Public  Bills. — 2^  Law  Ascertainment 

Facilities, 
do  Admiralty  Court  Bill. 

SUBMARINE  TELEGRAPH  COMPANY. 
EXPLANATION. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  would  beg  to  trespass  on  the  attention 
of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  with  re- 
ference to  a  statement  he  had  made  the 
other  night  in  his  speech  on  the  Red  Sea 
and  India  Telegraph  Bill.  On  that  occa- 
sion he  had  stated  that  certain  conditions 
had  been  made  bj  the  Submarine  Tele- 
graph Company  with  the  Government  of 
France.     He  had  since  receired  a  lettor 

The  Duke  of  Sofnenet 


from  the  chairman  of  the  Submarine  Com- 
pany, which  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  to  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  said/  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  read  a  letter  relating 
to  a  former  debate. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  that  case  be  would  confine  himself  to 
the  statement,  that  ho  was  in  error  in  say- 
ing that  the  arrangement  made  by  this 
Company  with  the  French  Government, 
gave  to  that  Government  a  priority  over 
the  British  Government,  in  the  right  of 
transmitting  mesaages. 

BARRACKMASTERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LANIGAN  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  when 
the  arrangement  for  improving  the  condi- 
tion of  BaiTackmasters  will  be  carried  into 
effect  ? 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  that 
tho  scheme,  if  carried  out,  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  barrackmasters.  They  would 
be  divided  into  classes,  and  would  be  pro- 
moted from  one  to  another.  The  whole 
subject  had  received  great  attention  from 
his  predecessor  in  office,  and  he  would  an- 
nounce tho  decision  of  the  Government  in 
a  few  days. 

SHERIFF  COURTS  (SCOTLAND). 

Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  he  rose  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  include  any 
provision  in  the  Estimates  of  the  present 
year  for  the  Sheriff  Courts  in  Scotland  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  un- 
derstood  that  in  the  Estimates  of  the  pre- 
sent year  there  was  no  such  Vote,  and 
without  an  Act  of  Parliament  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  the  Government  to  include 
a  sum  in  the  Estimates  for  that  purpose. 

MUTINY  COMPENSATION  (INDIA). 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  VANSITTART  said,  he  wish- 
ed to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
whether  the  Report  from  the  Government 
of  India  respecting  compensation  for  losses 
sustained  during  the  late  mutiny  has  been 
received;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  his  in- 
tention to  lay  such  Report  on  the  table  of 
this  House  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  Re- 
port from  India  had  been  received  upon 
compensation  for  losses  incurred  during 
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the  mutiny,  but  it  was  not  a  final  Report. 
The  whole  subject  would  have  to  come 
under  the  notice  of  the  House,  but  he  was 
not  prepared  at  present  to  say,  whether  he 
should  be  able  to  lay  the  Report  on  the 
table,  as  he  apprehended  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary to  communicate  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  upon  it. 

VERIFICATION  OF  WEIGHTS  AND   MEA- 
SURES.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  EDWIN  JAMES  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  any  informa- 
tion has  reached  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 
ment to  the  effect  that  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  the  provincial  and  local  Stand- 
ards of  Weights  and  Measures  have  l)cen 
used  moro  than  twenty  years  without  re- 
yerification,  and  that  the  same  are  defec- 
tive and  unjust,  and  cannot  be  relied  on 
as  tests  of  accuracy  ;  that  such  Standards 
nevertheless  furnish  the  legal  means  and 
evidence  by  which  the  integrity  and  accu- 
racy of  the  Weights  and  Measures  used 
by  the  tradesmen  for  commercial  purposes 
are  ascertained  and  tested  ;  that  legal  con- 
victions take  place  and  penalties  are  en- 
forced for  non-conformity  to  such  Stand- 
ards ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  intend  to  take  any  steps  for  the 
prevention  of  so  great  an  injustice. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  the 
Question  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  founded  upon  a  Report  of  the  Astro- 
nomer Royal  which  was  laid  before  Par- 
liament last  session.  That  Report  stated 
that  besides  the  standards  of  weights 
and  measures  deposited  in  the  Exche- 
quer, under  the  custody  of  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Exchequer,  there  were  certain 
provincial  and  local  standards  of  weights 
and  measures,  which  might  be  called 
secondary  standards,  as  to  which  there 
had  been  a  deficiency  of  reverification  of 
late  years.  The  process  had  been  very 
irregularly  repeated  ;  and,  in  answer  to 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  question,  he 
would  beg  to  remark — first,  that  there  was 
no  need  of  the  process  of  reverification 
being  repeated  very  often,  as  the  Stand- 
ards^ having  been  once  verified,  were  sub- 
ject to  very  little  wear  and  tear  and  to 
little  or  no  change  ;  and,  secondly  that  the 
law  did  not  provide  a  fund  for  the  payment 
of  the  costs  of  such  reverification,  which 
must  fall  either  upon  the  public  purse  or 
upon  some  local  fund. 

Mb.  W  alp  OLE  said,  he  wished  to  in- 


quire  wliether  the  Act  of  Parliament  was 
not  defective  as  to  the  subject  of  verifying 
these  Weights  and  Measures  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  remedy  the  defect  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  should 
have  no  objection  to  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  on  the  subject,  if  the  question 
of  how  the  expense  of  the  reverification 
should  be  borne  could  be  satisfactorily  set- 
tled. 


INDIAN  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  he  wished  to  put 
again  a  question  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  which  he  had  asked  him  a  few 
nights  ago,  namely,  whether  he  is  able  to 
inform  the  House  when  he  will  bring  for- 
ward the  question  of  Indian  Finance,  and 
whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Tabic  the  latest  despatches  which  he 
has  received  from  India  on  that  subject? 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  who  filled 
the  office  before  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
had  followed  that  course,  and  the  House 
had  been  given  to  understand  that  it  would 
be  followed  out  in  future. 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  with 
regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Question  he  had  laid  upon  the 
table  within  the  last  quarter  of  an  hour 
the  last  despatches  which  he  had  received 
from  India  ;  and,  with  regard  to  the  former 
part  of  the  Question,  he  could  not  at  pre- 
sent name  the  day  on  which  he  should  be 
prepared  to  bring  forward  the  subject  of 
Indian  Finance,  as  the  general  financial 
statement  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must  take 
precedence  ;  when  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  made  his  statement,  he  (Sir  Charles 
Wood)  would  make  his  statement  on  Indian 
finance  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

LONDON  CORPORATION  REFORM. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  if  he  thought  it  was 
right  that  the  Bill  for  the  reform  of  the 
Corporation  should  be  brought  forward  at 
this  period  of  the  Session?  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  intends  to  proceed 
with  a  measure,  which  must  call  up  much 
opposition  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  could 
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only  Btftte  that  ho  Imd  hccn  led  to  under- 
stand that  there  would  be  no  genernl  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill.  His  present  wish  was 
to  fix  a  day  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE  TO  MEMBERS. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Brand,  leave  of 
absence  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session 
was  given  to  the  Enrl  of  Gifford,  on  ac- 
count of  ill  health. 

Sib  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  moved  that 
n  fortnight's  leave  of  absence  bo  granted 
to  Mr.  Tottenham  for  a  similar  cause. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  he  desired  to  have 
some  further  information  on  this  subject. 
It  was  very  important  that  leave  of  ab- 
sence should  not  bo  unnecessarily  extended 
at  this  period  of  the  Session,  otherwise 
there  would  be  a  very  unequal  pressure 
upon  Members  serving  upon  Election  Com- 
mittees. He  thought  that  those  who  moved 
for  leave  of  absence  for  other  Members 
should  ascertain  whether  the  grounds  were 
really  such  as  to  justify  the  indulgence. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  ho 
could  assure  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  that 
he  had  ascertained  the  facts  in  this  instance. 
Mr.  Tottenham  met  with  an  accident  a 
short  time  ago,  and  was  suffering  from  a 
slight  concussion  of  the  brain,  and  he  (Sir 
W.  Jolliffc)  had  in  his  pocket  a  doctor's 
certificate  upon  tlio  point. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

THE  BUDGET.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HORSFALL  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
can  now  fix  the  day  upon  which  he  will 
make  his  financial  statement  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  onnnot,  I  am  afraid,  give 
an  absolute  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  it  is  uncertain  what 
timo  will  be  occupied  by  the  Naval  and 
Military  Estimates  ;  but  if  those  Estimates 
should  happily  bo  concluded  by  to-morrow 
night — and  perhaps  the  House  will  be  dis- 
posed to  sit  a  little  later  than  usual  iu  order 
to  get  through — in  that  case  I  will  make 
the  financial  statement  on  Monday. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  said,  ho  wished  to 

inquire  whether  it  is  intended  to  proceed 

with  this  Bill  without  giving  an  opportunity 

of  discussing  it  ?   The  Bill  had  only  been  iii- 

Sir  George  Lewis  I 


trodaced  on  the  4th  of  Jo1j»  and  stood  for 
a  third  reading  that  ovening. 

Sir  GKORGB  LB  WIS  said,  the  reanm 
why  the  Bill  hod  been  pressed  on  was,  h» 
belicTcd,  because  tho  Commission  wodd 
expire  on  the  Ist  of  Angosf,  and  if  it  vu 
to  be  renewed,  tho  Bill  mast  be  passed  it 
once. 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  said,  he  thought 
a  continuance  Bill  for  one  year  would  be 
sufficient ;  so  that  the  sabject  might  be  dii- 
cussed  next  year. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  of  tho  Dsj  for  going  into  Commit- 
tee of  Sujiply, 

INDIA.-ORGANIZATION  OF  THE  INDIAN 

ARMT. 

REPORT  OF  COSIlOSSIOir,       QUESTfOV. 

Mr.  II.  BAILLIE  said,  he  wished  tt 
make  a  few  obsorTationa  in  referenes  tt 
tho  Report  of  the  Commiasion  appoialsd 
to  inquire  into  the  Militarj  Oiganisstioi 
of  our  Indian  Empire.  He  waa  aware  that 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  having  been  bit 
a  short  timo  in  office,  had  not,  perhspi, 
had  leisure  to  consider  the  subject;  bnt, 
inasinuoh  as  this  was  a  question  whieb  is- 
Tolved  not  only  the  efficiency  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's army  in  India,  bat  also  tlie  efii- 
ciency  of  Iler  Majesty's  armj  in  this  eeis- 
try,  it  was  a  question  which  ought  to  re> 
ccive  tho  attention  and  most  carefvl  cos* 
sideration  of  that  Hoase,  and  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  political  affairs  a  settlemsit 
of  it  ought  not  to  be  much  longer  delayed. 
Now,  in  the  Report  of  this  CommisBien  lbs 
opinion  was  expressed — and  he  beliered  it 
to  havo  been  the  unsnimoas  opinion  of 
all  the  Members  of  the  Commissuin-^ibst 
henceforth  an  army  of  not  less  than  80,090 
men  should  bo  permanentlj  maintained  is 
our  Indian  empire.  He  knew  not,  sf 
course,  what  might  be  the  opiniea  of  Hsr 
Majesty's  Ministers  on  this  sobjeet«  bat  it 
would  be  Tory  easy  for  that  Hooae  to  vole 
that  number  of  men,  or  anj  namber  sf 
men,  because  the  House  woold  net  be 
called  upon  to  pay  them ;  bat  it  wodM 
not  be  BO  easy  to  raise  the  men,  neie 
especially  in  timo  of  war;  and  he  veiy 
much  feared  that  the  Commission,  in  eooh 
iug  to  this  conclusion,  had  been  influenced 
rather  by  what  they  conceived  to  be  the 
necessities  of  our  Indian  empire,  without  a 
just  appreciation  of  tho  wants  ond  m 
ties  of  this  country ;  now^  this  last 
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deration,  in  his  opinion,  was  of  far  greater 
importance  to  the  people  of  this  country 
than  even  the  stability  and  the  maintenance 
of*  our  Indian  empire.  The  noble  Lord 
now  at  tho  head  of  the  Government  had 
always  had  great  credit  given  to  him  by 
his  friends  for  tho  e£Scient  manner  in 
which  he  was  supposed  to  have  conducted 
our  military  affairs  during  the  late  Russian 
war.  He  (Mr.  Baillie)  was  always  one  of 
those  who  presumed  very  humbly  to  differ 
from  that  opinion ;  and  he  did  so,  because 
he  was  aware  that  during  the  whole  course 
of  that  war,  the  army  of  this  country  never 
was  in  a  state  of  efficiency,  if  to  he  in  a 
state  of  efficiency  was  to  have  the  whole 
number  of  men  that  were  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment. So  far  from  that  being  the  case, 
during  the  whole  course  of  that  war  the 
army  of  this  country  was  from  40,000  to 
50,000  below  tho  number  voted  by  Parlia- 
nient.  It  was  on  that  account  that  they 
had  been  obliged  to  raise  foreign  legions. 
There  was  a  foreign  legion  raised  in  Ger- 
many, and  another  in  Switzerland,  and 
another  in  Italy,  and  there  was  nothing 
which  BO  much  lowered  the  character  and 
reputation  of  this  country  iu  tho  eyes  of 
foreigners  as  this  exhibition  of  our  appa- 
rent weakness.  Now,  ho  did  not  make 
this  statement  for  the  purpose  of  casting 
any  blame  or  censure  upon  the  noble  Lord 
now  at  the  head  of  tho  Government.  Far 
from  it — he  was  persuaded  that  no  man  in 
England  would  have  used  greater  endea- 
vours to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the 
army;  but  he  made  this  statement  in  order 
to  show  the  House  the  great  difficulty  in 
this  country  in  raising  men  in  time  of  war, 
and  also  to  point  out  the  impossibility  of 
our  maintaining  an  army  of  80,000  men  in 
India,  should  we  be  engaged  in  a  foreign 
war.  He  also  wished  to  show  that  the 
House  was  in  the  habit  of  voting  money 
for  men  which  the  Government  were  utterly 
nnable  to  raise.  Now,  let  them  just  con- 
sider what  was  tho  state  and  condition  of 
the  army  at  the  present  time.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's forces  now  in  India  amounted  to 
about  85,000  men;  a  number  which  did 
not  include  those  who  were  formerly  in  the 
service  of  the  East  India  Company.  Now 
observe,  this  force  of  85,000  men  was  not 
much  larger  than  the  Commission  proposed 
should  be  permanently  maintained  in  our 
Indian  empire.  Let  the  House  then  see 
what  had  been  the  result  during  the  last 
two  years  of  their  having  maintained  an 
army  of  85,000  men  iu  India  as  regarded 
the  effect  upon  the  Home  Elstdblisbment. 


What  had  been  the  consequence,  in  spite 
of  all  the  efforts  made  during  the  last  two 
years  ?     Why,  the  consequence  had  been 
that  they  had  been  unable  to   raise  tho 
number  of   men   they   wanted  last  year. 
The  stondard  of  the  height  of  the  men 
had   been   reduced    to    the  lowest   point, 
free  kits  had  been  given  to  the  soldiers, 
and  every  inducement  had  been  held  out 
to  enlistment;  but  in  spite  of  all  this,  the 
army  was  10,000  men  below  tho  number 
voted  last  year.    But  that  was  hot  all;  the 
Government  had  been  obliged  to  call  out 
23,000  militia  to  do  the  duty  of  the  regu- 
lar  troops.     Now,  the  militia  was  a  force 
which  ought  to  be  their  reserve  in  time  of 
war;  but  they  had  been  obliged  to  call  the 
militia  out  in  time  of  peace,  and  therefore, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  army  was  really  defi- 
cient 33,000  men,  and  not  10,000.     His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Minister  of  War 
(General  Peel)  made  a  statement  the  other 
evening  which  had  been  very  much  cavilled 
at,  but  which  was  perfectly  connect,  as  his 
statements  always  were ;  but  on  examin- 
ing that  statement,  he  did  not  think  the 
House  would  think  it  quite  bo  satisfactory 
as  it  appeared  at  first  sight.     In  the  first 
place,  ins  right  hon.  Friend  included  among 
the  110,000  men  he  mentioned,  the  23,000 
militia  to  whom  he  had  referred.     Now,  if 
they  included  their  reserve  in  their  efficient 
force,  of  course  if  they  had  a  war  they 
would  have  no  reserve;  and  therefore  he 
did  not  think  tho  militia  ought  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  regular  forces  of  the  country. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  also  included 
the  dep6ts  of  the  regiments  that  were  in 
India.     The  men  in  these  dep6ts  consisted 
in  a  great  part  of  raw  recruits,  and  of  men 
who  were  liable  at  any  moment  to  be  sent 
away  from  this  country  to  join  their  regi- 
ments.    They   were   a  very  large  force, 
amounting  in  number  to  nearly  19,000 
men,  and  they  were  all  paid  by  the  In- 
dian  Government.      Now,    it    would    bo 
monstrous  if  that  House  was   to  regard 
the  forces  for  which  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment paid  as  among  the  available  forces  of 
this  country.     Well,  then,  deducting  these 
19,000   men,  and  deducting  the  militia, 
they  would   have   to  deduct   upwards   of 
40,000  men  from  the  numbers  stated  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  that  would  leave 
only  70,000  men  available  ;  but  then  they 
must  also  deduct  from  those  70,000  men, 
the  non-fighting  corps.     There  were  1.800 
men  in  the  Waggon  Train  ;  there  was  the 
Medical  Staff;  and  they  must  deduct  the 
I  men  who  were  not  available  when  in  bos- 
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pital.     In  fact,  he  did  not  tbink  it  would 
be  an  unfair  estimate  wben  be  said  tbey 
must  deduct  20  per  cent  from  the  force  ; 
and  this  would  leave  them  with  a  force  of 
somewhere  about  58,000  men  for  the  homo 
service.    Then,  tbey  would  require  for  gar- 
rison of  Ireland  25,000  men ;  so  that  for 
the  defence  of  England  and  Scotland  they 
would  have  an  available  force  of  somewhere 
about  40,000  men.    Then  they  would  have 
to   place   garrisons  in  all  their  arsenals. 
They  might  put  militia  in  them  ;  but  they 
must  have  some  regular  troops  ;  and  when 
they  had  placed  a  sufficient  number  of  men 
in  Woolwich,  Sheerness,  Chatham,  Dover, 
Portsmouth,  and  Devonport,  he  should  like 
to  know  what  would  be  the  amount  of  force 
left  available.     He  thought  they  would  be 
fortunate  if  they  could  bring  25,000  men 
into  the  field.     It  was  for  the  House  to 
decide  whether  that  was  a   force  which, 
under  existing  circumstances,  it  was  safe 
to  depend  on  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
honour  and  safety  of  the  country.      He 
would  not  at  the  present  time  enter  into 
the  question  of  Indian  finance,  although 
were  he  to  do  so  he  did  not  think  he  should 
have  much  difficulty  in  proving  that,  if  the 
Indian  Government  were  compelled  to  main- 
tain permanently  80,000  European  troops 
in  India,   which  would  cost  as  much  as 
160,000  in  England,  and  if  in  addition  the 
Indian  Government  had  to  maintain  a  Na- 
tive army  of  twice  that  amount,  he  did  not 
think  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
with  all  his  great  financial  ability,  would 
find  it  easy  to  make  an  even  balance  be 
tween  the  expenditure  and  the  revenue. 
That,  however,  was  a  question  into  which, 
however  important,  he  would  not  enter. 
The  question  which  for  us  at  the  present 
moment  was  a  far  more  serious  on^  was, 
could  we  with  our  present  system  of  volun- 
tary enlistment  raise  and  maintain  so  large 
an  army  in  this  country  as  would  not  only 
furnish  permanently  80,000  men  in  India, 
but  would  provide  for  the  wants  and  neces- 
sities of  all  our  numerous  colonies,  and  at 
the  same  time  keep  up  such  au  army  in 
this  country,  as  would  give  some  security 
to  the  people  that  their  hearths  would  not 
be  invaded,  and  that  in  the  event  of  war 
that  they  would  be  able  to  maintain  the 
honour  and  defend  the  interests  of  the  na- 
tion. Now,  they  had  learned  by  the  papers 
laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House  that  Her 
Majesty's  late  Government  announced  to 
the  Powers  of  Germany  that  in  the  event 
of  their  going  to  war  to  maintain  their  inte- 
rests England  would  be  neutral,  aud  that 

Mr.  H.  Baillie 


even  in  case  their  ports  were  blockaded 
England  would  not  interfere.     He  thought 
that  was  a  very  unwise  declaration,  but 
that    declaration   had   been    repeated   by 
the  present  Government,  and  in  diplomatic 
circles  it  was  rumoured  to  have  been  re- 
peated in  language  which  had  given  much 
offence  to  the  German  Powers.   The  state- 
ment, however,  had  been  made,  and  we 
must  abide  the  consequences.     And  what 
were  the  consequences  ?  That  in  the  event 
of  our  having  the  misfortune  to  be  engaged 
in  war  with  any  great  Power — with  France 
for  example — we  must  expect  to  have  inti- 
mated to  us  that  the  German  Powers  in- 
tended to  remain  neutral,  and  that  they 
would  take  good  care  that  no  legions  were 
raised  in  Germany  for  English  purposes* 
Under  these  circumstances  it  behovcKi  the 
House  to  consider  well  what  would  be  our 
position  if  the  intense  desire  which  now 
prevailed,  amongst  all  classes  to  maintain 
a  cordial  alliance  with  France  should  be 
misinterpreted  by  our  vivacious  neighboun, 
and,  unfortunately  producing  a  contrary 
effect,  should  end  in  a  war.     He  was  one 
of  those  who  thought  that  in  the  event  of 
hostilities,  if  all  means  failed  of  raising  by 
voluntary  enlistment  a  force  sufficient  to 
defend  the   honour   and  interests   of  the 
country,  the  person  as  well  as  the  purse 
ought  to  be  available  for  the  public  wel- 
fare ;  nor  did  he  aee  that  there  would  be 
any  more  infringement  of  popular  liberty 
in  the  one  case  than  in  the  other.     He 
might  be  told  that  any  such  plan  would  be 
impracticable,  and  that  no  Minister  would 
venture  to  make  such  a  proposition  ;  but 
at  all  events  let  not  the  House  of  Com* 
mens  and  the  country  be  deluded  Jby  the 
mere  passing  of  votes  for  numbers  of  men 
— as  they  did  during  the  Crimean  war — 
whom  they  knew  by  past  experience  they 
should  never  be  able  to  raise — thus  teach- 
ing the  public  to  believe  that  we  had  a 
force  sufficient  for  all  the  requirements  of 
the  State,   when  in  point  of  fact  it  was 
a  force  efficient  only  on  paper,  and  at  a 
period  of  difficulty  and  danger  would  not 
be  forthcoming  for  the  public  service.  They 
had,  as  he  had  stated,  been  obliged  in  a 
time  of  peace  to  call  out  25,000  militia, 
to  do  the  duty  of  regular  troops  whom  it 
had  been  found  impossible  to  raise,  and  he 
feared  that  the  desire  for  peace  which  ap- 
peared to  prevail  among  all  classes  in  this 
country    was    attributable,    not    so   much 
to  any  abstract  love  of  peace  as  to  the 
conviction  that  the  present  system  of  our 
military  administration  would  not  enable 
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U3  to  contend  successfully  against  those 
systems  which  had  been  deyised  and  adopt- 
ed in  modern  times  by  the  other  great  na- 
tions of  the  world.  He  would  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  abstain  from  expressing  any 
opinion  as  to  what  ouglit  to  be  the  amount 
of  the  European  force  employed  in  India, 
and  he  would  defer  any  explanation  of  his 
views  upon  that  point  until  the  subject  was 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  might  say,  however,  that  in 
his  opinion  the  European  force  requisite 
for  India  would  depend  entirely  upon  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  of  that 
vast  dependency  was  conducted.  If  offi- 
cials in  India  were  to  be  allowed  to  set 
Her  Majesty's  Proclamation  systematically 
at  defiance,  as  they  seemed  inclined  to  do, 
not  only  would  a  very  large  force  be  neces- 
sary for  India,  but  he  did  not  know  what 
amount  of  force  which  could  be  sent  to 
that  country  would  enable  us  to  maintain 
tranquillity  in  our  Indian  empire.  In  con- 
clusion, he  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  bring 
this  subject  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  previously  to  the  prorogation  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  W.  vans  ITT  art  said,  that  ho 
could  not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  that 
this  country  was  unable  to  maintain  80,000 
European  troops  in  India.  We  had  already 
85,000  men  there,  independently  of  the 
25,000  which  were  maintained  by  the  old 
East  India  Company.  He  had  read  with 
much  interest  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners on  this  subject,  which  he  ventured 
to  say  was  second  to  none  in  importance 
not  only  as  regarded  the  power  and  wel- 
fare of  India,  but  of  the  whole  British  em- 
pire. Happily,  the  Commissioners  were 
unanimous  on  one  point  —  namely,  that 
India  would  re/juire  the  presence  of  a  large 
European  force,  not  less  than  80,000  men  ; 
50,000  for  Bengal,  including  the  Punjab, 
and  15,000  for  each  of  the  minor  Presi- 
dencies of  Madras  and  Bombay.  But 
there  was  a  great  diversity  of  opinion  as 
to  whether  this  force  should  be  a  local 
force,  or  whether  it  should  form  an  inte- 
gral portion  of  the  British  army,  to  be 
supplied  in  regular  routine  from  the  line. 
On  carefully  going  through  the  evidence 
submitted  to  the  Commissioners,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  force  should  bo  com- 
posed partly  of  troops  of  the  line,  taking 
India  as  part  of  the  regular  tour  of  ser- 
vice, and  partly  of  troops  raised  for  service 
in  India  only.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
any  one  who  had  been  in  India  could  not 


fail  to  have  been  struck  with  the  appear- 
ance of  a  line  regiment  recently  arrived 
from  England  as  contrasted  with  a  local 
regiment.  Both  officers  and  men  were 
better  set  up,  smarter  looking,  and  there 
must  necessarily  be  a  greater  amount 
of  vigour  and  fresh  European  notions  and 
feelings,  and  consequently  discipline,  than 
in  a  local  regiment,  the  officers  and  men 
of  which  lived  on  year  after  year  in  India 
with  no  prospect  of  revisiting  their  native 
country  until  they  were  completely  worn 
out  by  the  climate,  sickness,  or  age.  He 
was  aware  that  symptoms  of  disaffection 
had  appeared  among  the  late  East  India 
Company's  or  local  Europeans  stationed  at 
Meerut,  Allahabad,  Berhampore,  and  elso* 
where  ;  but  it  arose  solely  from  the  men 
understanding  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  have  said 
in  his  speech,  in  introducing  his  India  Bill, 
on  the  12th  of  February  of  last  year,  that 
their  services  were  optional,  and  that  if 
they  objected  to  the  change  they  were  en- 
titled to  their  discharge.  As  what  the 
noble  Viscount  did  say  was  very  short,  he 
would,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
read  it.  The  noble  Viscount,  in  speaking 
of  the  army,  said, — 

"  With  regard  to  Queen's  troops  no  change  will 
be  made.  With  regard  to  the  others,  they  will  be 
transferred  to  the  Crown  from  the  service  of  the 
Coropany,  subject  to  the  same  conditions  of  ser- 
vice as  those  under  which  they  were  enlisted;  and, 
if  they  dislike  that  change,  I  think,  in  common 
justice,  they  will  be  entitled  to  their  discharge." 
[3  Hansard,  cxlviii.  1287.] 

On  this  speech  reaching  Calcutta  a  petti- 
fogging attorney,  a  sort  of  "  needy  knife- 
grinder,"  took  down  these  words  and  sent 
them  up  to  Meerut,  and  they  were  freely 
discussed  and  as  freely  commented  upon  by 
the  men.  He  thought  at  the  time  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  rather  indiscreet  ;  but 
it  would  have  been  unbecoming  in  so  hum- 
ble an  individual  as  himself  to  correct  the 
noble  Lord.  In  regard  to  the  recruiting 
of  this  force  he  (Mr.  Vansittart)  did  not 
anticipate  any  difficulty,  for  it  could  be 
effected  partly  by  volunteers  from  line  re- 
giments ordered  home,  as  at  present,  and 
partly  by  recruiting  separately  for  it  in 
Great  Britain.  He  thought  the  patronage 
might  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Horse  Guards,  because  it  would  establish 
that  prestige  which  was  so  dear  to  English- 
men, of  bearing  Her  Majesty's  commis- 
sion direct  from  Her  Majesty's  Royal 
hands.  This  surely  would  be  preferable 
to  handing  it  over  to  the  Secretary  of  State 


i2iJ       fii^ila '  Orjanuation  rsf       ;COMUOXS;  Oe  hriiiw  Armg.        U\2 

V,r  I'.  i>v  M.'l  }«-'  CMiricil,  to  Ic  (listrib'jtcd  '  to  eex  or  age;  or  else  ILej  liad  n  le 
^ '/'.'.;'  :.  >.  '.'^rj-*!'.-j'.':.i:,  llJ  nrjior;;;  the  vatchcd  and  gcmnled  bj  ocr  Eoropcn 
r-  ..tiv'n  fill'!  U\".u*U  of  the  councillors,  troops.  Under  all  these  eirenmsu&ees.'u 
M\ti  v»f;/fr  fi]fc-:i'ly  fiunicif'titly  well  [>ai(l  .  thought  hit  hon.  Friend  liad  done  veil ii 
/  .'.'1  hy  u'l  ni':uiit  ovf'iworkcJ.  In  regard  hringiiig  this  important  anbject  before  the 
t'f  til':  N.'itiwj  [jMtion  of  the  army,  he  would  j  House  ;  and  ii  was  to   be  hoped  thutfae 


Mr'lu'M!  tit<:  |iro|M>rti'in  even  bchivr  tlini  rc- 

roijirri'  ud<  d  hv  tli(;  ^'oniiniiNioncrft  of  *'  two 

N4tiv(r!)   t'i   onu    jjurofjcan."      lie   would 

fiialci:  (ho  )irfi)ioiii<in  threo  Natives  to  two 

Kniopr-anH ;   nml   thi.i    would   ;;ivc    us  an 

arifiy  of  1^00. 000  men  for  all   India,  con- 

Mintinp;  of  ^'.O.OOO  Kiiropr.anH,  and  120,000 

Niitivi'H.      Much   was    his  opinion  of  the 

Mi'poyii  ihiil  liM  waff  anxious  to  reduce  that 

jffiit  (if  thf!  army  an  muoh  an  prncticable, 

iio'l  hi*  wiiH  hMlivfifd  (liiH  force  of  200,000 

nn  (I  «wjoM  hn  fuiijily  hunicieuL  to  meet  nil 

iMiniii  ini<nln,    rind    pmvo    an    economical 

imiiPiiiii  ;  miin*  iMijiiTiuHy  if  they  carried 

out  Mil  c  hnili  -t  'rn'Vi<lyMn*H  Hu^^cntion  to 

liniM^li  r  hiiiiii*  iif  ihii  diilii'H  now  performed 

hy  ihii  liiilitiiiy   III  a  ))iiliiMt.     The  police 

khoidd  hit  a  i-ivil  furct',  hiciilixtul  and  com- 

iiiMiiihMJ  hy  a  Knrii|»oini  for  each  district  ; 

M  p<olii>n  td'  llii>  mt'O  should  ho  armed,  nut 

Willi  ihn   Miiiiii  or  I'lnlidd  rifle,  hut  with 

lhi»   I'liiuiiKin  piMvnshion    musket,    and  to 

I  hi  I  ^11  will)  wrro  (Iium  armed  hhould  ho  in- 

liiihliMl   ilh*  dnttrH   of  cAcortiitp:    treasure 

fiiim  iliilrirl  to  di'<trict,  of  supplying  guards 

Inr  (ho  f'liolM.  and  so  forth.     Sir  Charles 

'rir\i<)Yan    aNi)    riM'ommonded    that    the 

niiifMtriiii'it  Hhould  ho  deposited  in  places 

hrhl  h\  Knrnp(wiM<«  ;  that  there  should  be 

im    fi>w   di'larhoil  posts   as   possible  ;  and 

(hill  III    nil  (ho    htatioits  there  should    bo 

a   mmL    of  fortilicntion,  within    which   the 

liPtiniiiy,  (lu«  mili(ary  chest,  the  records, 

(ho   HlinoN,    (ho  ma;:n/.ines,  women,    and 

idiihliiii  mi,"Jil    ho  placed.     Now  that  the 

whtdo  counlry  was  being  disnnnod,    rnil- 

wayn  wcro    being  ho  rapidly  constructed, 

and  tho  iinncxnliun   policy    had    been    so 

lullv  ciiriiod  on  I,  (hero  was  every  pro>pect 

of  India  ciijoving  a  long  period  of  repose 

Niiil  poiiei«,  nnd  it  was  in  such  times  as  tliose 
...It  ••1.1 


Secretary  of  State  for  India  wonld  gire 
an  auuranee  that  he  wonld  take  it  iato  jui 
earliest  consideration. 

Sm  CUARLES  WOOD  aaid.  that  u 
lie  supposed  it  was  the  vi^h  of  Ae  Hone 
to  proceed  with  the  business  on  the  ptpa 
as  speedily  as  possible,  he  would  not  U- 
low  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  throogh  nuij 
of  the  topics  on  which  they  had  toncbci 
llo  freely  acknowledged  the  intimste  eoo> 
nection  between  Indian  finance  and  the  ill- 
import  tut  quoation  of  the  amount  of  mili- 
tary force  which  it  woa  necessarj  to  main- 
tain in  India.     No  doubt  the  strength  of 
that  force  would  require  to  he  indefioitdij 
increased  if  the  Government  of  that  cou- 
try  were  to  bo  conducted  without  regard  to 
tho  feelings  and  sentiments  of  its  people; 
but  if  India  were  goremed  properly,  he 
believed    tho   amount   of  European   sdiI 
Native  troops  which  it  would  berequis'te 
to  keep  up  would  not  exceed  that  which 
tho  resources  of  the  eountrj  eonld  esiilj 
bear.     With  regard  to  the  Report  of  tlie 
Commission  ou  tho  organization  of  the  In* 
dian  army,  tho  present  GoTcmment  fatd 
hardly  had  sufficient  time  yet  to  consider 
that  question.     Indeed,  looking  at  the  im- 
portance and  difficulty  of  this  subject,  be 
was  not  surprised  that  the  noblo  Lord  who 
preceded  him  in  his  present  office,  with  all  his 
diligence  and  power  of  work,  had  not  bees 
able  to  bring  into  a  more  forward  state  the 
measures    which  wero  necessary  on  thii 
subject.     Tho  question  really  required  the 
greatest  attention  and  care,  nor  could  it 
be  decided  without  information  which  wsi 
not  enjoyed  here.     Opinions  fonned  on  the 
spot  on  such  a  mattci  must  obviously  be  fsr 
more  valuable  than  any  that  could  be  fomed 
in  this  country.     Moreover,  events  micht 


(hill,  a  Sepoy  army  was  I'ound  to  be  not  ,  at  any  time  happen  in  India  which  would 
only  worno  than  UMdess,  but  costly  nnd  ,  mnteiinlly  atfcct  this  question.  While,  u 
Iroiildenomo.  Well  armed,  well  tntined,  \  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted,  hehsd 
nnd  with  nothing  to  do,  they  were  loft  to  ;  hardly  had  time  since  ho  acceded  to  offies 
blood  in  stn^rixuion  and  li>(lessness  in  ean> '  even  to  read  all  the  papers  relating  to  this 
lmimon(s  over  imni;innry  fe.irs,  which  pro>  subject,  he  could  assure  him  that  it 
liahty  terminnted  cidier  in  thoir  takin-;  w,.u!d  receive  from  him  the  most  csrc- 
filahti  or  lUHhinit  once  more,  v.nder  the  ful  and  impartial  consideration,  with  a  view 
JMipiiUo  of  panic,  inio  ntutinv  i\v.\\  nunilor.  to  its  bein:;  decided  at  the  earliest  piae- 
Npioitdimr  ruin  and  desolation  over  (he  ileal le  pcried  ;  but  he  was  wholly  nasUe 
liiiHlllilnl  plains  of  llindo>tAn,  nnd  bum-  to  mention  the  precise  time  when  he  would 
ii  oinl  innii<>neiio^  every  thin-;  nnd  every-  be  able  to  make  the  statement  lefniied  ef 
fidl  ill  their  way.  without  respect   him. 


V\\H$%iUvt 
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General  PEEL  said,  that  although  his 
hoD.  Friend  (Mr.  II.  Baillio)  had  concluded 
his  remarks  b^  asking  a  question  of  the 
Government,  he  had  referred  to  a  speech 
made  by  him  in  that.  House  on  a  former 
occasion.  As  there  ought  to  be  no  mistake 
as  to  the  amount  of  force  in  this  country 
and  in  India  ho  was  glad  to  avail  himself 
of  the  present  opportunity  of  entering  into 
a  short  explanation,  and  of  answering  a 
letter  which  he  had  seen  in  that  day's 
papers,  which  was  written  in  so  different 
a  spirit  from  that  which  characterized 
many  previous  letters  in  tho  same  journal, 
^d  which,  though  anonymous,  were  sup- 
posed to  come  from  a  source  tolerably 
well-known,  that  he  had  the  greatest 
possible  pleasure  in  replying  to  it.  The 
letter  in  question  stated  that  he  had  made 
a  great  mistake  in  the  statement  he 
had  made,  and  must  have  quoted  from  a 
return  made  at  the  War  Office  by  clerks 
who  did  not  know  their  business,  and  who 
had  taken  the  number  of  men  voted  by 
Parliament  instead  of  the  number  of  men 
actually  in  this  country.  He  begged  to 
B^j  that  he  had  done  no  such  thing.  The 
document  ho  had  quoted  from  was  the 
monthly  returns  made  by  the  Horse  Guards 
to  the  War  Office,  signed  by  the  Adjutant 
General  of  the  Forces,  who  was  respon- 
sible for  the  accuracy  of  tho  figures.  He 
had  explained  to  the  House  the  condition 
of  the  British  army  on  the  Ist  of  June, 
1859,  and  had  road  the  line  giving  the 
^  total  force  at  home.  The  only  inaccuracy 
in  the  report  of  what  he  had  said  on  a 
former  evening  was  that  he  was  represented 
as  saying  that  ho  did  not  include  the  de- 
pots of  regiments  in  India,  whereas  he  had 
said  nothing  about  them.  What  he  said 
was  that  the  numbers  ho  had  read  did 
not  include  the  Marines  (one  of  the  finest 
forces  in  the  country),  the  pensioners,  or  the 
Irish  constabulary.  Tho  return  gave  not 
only  tho  exact  number  of  men  in  the  regi< 
ments,  but  also  in  the  depots,  and  told 
where  they  were  stationed.  The  number 
of  men  voted  by  Parliament  last  Session 
was,  for  the  British  establishment,  122,655; 
and  for  the  Indian  establishment,  106,902; 
making  a  total  of  229,557.  Tho  number 
absolutely  raised  was  219,91 2.  They  were 
now  distributed  thus  : — In  India,  85,219  ; 
and  there  were  ordered  home,  or  on  their 
return  passage,  5,725.  The  latter  were 
still  on  the  Indian  establishment  and  paid 
for  by  that  establishment.  There  was 
at  home,  on  tho  British  establishment, 
64,653 ;  depdts  of  regiments  on  the  Indian 


establishment,  21,769  ;  and  in  the  Colo- 
nics, 42,546  ;  making  up  the  total  already 
mentioned  as  having  been  actually  raised 
and  receiving  pay,  namely,  219,912.     It 
was  impossible,  in  considering  the  strength 
of  the  regiments,  to  leave  the  depots  out 
of  consideration.     The  regiments  coming 
home  fropi  India,  tho  instant  they  arrived 
were  transferred  with  their  depots  to  the 
British  establishment,  and  were  available 
for  any  purpose  for  which  they  might  bo 
called  upon  to  give  their  service.     Take 
the  eas^  pf  a  single  regiment,  tho  36th. 
The  depot  consisted  of  656  men.     This 
regiment  was  on  its  way  home,  and  would 
be  transferred  with   its   depot  from   tho 
Indian  to  the  British  establishment.     So 
far  from  having  overstated  the  number  of 
men  available  for  home   service,  he  (|id 
not  include   in   his   statement  the  depot 
at  Warley  for  tho  local  force  of  India; 
these,  being  maintained  at  the  expense 
of  the  Indian  Government,  were  not  in- 
cluded   in    the    return  from    the   Horse 
Guards.     His  hon.  Friend  had  ommitted 
altogether,  for  cases   of  emergency,  tho 
embodied  militia.     No  force  in  tho  British 
army  at  this  moment  was  in  a  greater  state  , 
of  efficiency  than  the  embodied   militia. 
It  had  now  been  out  two  years,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  make  it  more  efficient.     So, 
again,   there   were    the    pensioners,  who 
would  be  of  the  greatest  possible  uso  in 
doing  garrison  duty  in  tho  event  of  our 
being  attacked.     He   trusted   the   House 
would  see  that  he  had  not  overstated  the 
case.     He  did  not  say  that  our  force  was 
sufficient  for  this  country.     That  was  a 
question  to  be  determined  in  relation  to 
what  was  passing  at  the  time,  and  it  now 
rested  with  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment.    Ho  held  that,  during  the  period 
they  had  been  in  office,  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  maintained  in  this  country  the 
largest  force  which  it  was  their  duty  to 
call  upon  tho  public  to  pay  for.     He  did 
not  say  that  circumstances  had  not  arisen 
making  it  expedient  to  increase  tho  num- 
ber of  our  troops,  but  while  they  were  in 
office  no  such  step  was   advisable.     Ho 
thought  it  very  undesirable  to  add  to  the 
number  of  regiments  in  the  British  estab- 
lishment, involving,  as   it  would  do,  the 
throwing  of  a  burden  on  the  country  for  ^ 
half- pay.      Tho  number  of  regiments  of 
tho  line  was  131  battalions.     Supposing 
fifty  battalions  were  required  for  service  in 
India,  they  must  have  twenty-five  additional 
battalions  in  this  country  to  form  a  relief 
for  them.    So,  ogain,  if  they  required  forty- 
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two  baiia."-:-.-  ': :        i-.'-TiJ**.  v  ■«  j  ▼t'.--»fi        L'43  STAXLET  said,  that  the  soljett 
aboct  !v-=r.:T  ^::^  l:  i:<zrT  f:?  v.>*^rfiC»?f.    lif  v^  orgia'tatkin  of  tlie  Indian  amiTtas 


To  hiTe  \  !i£-^-:  i-.-^«»'  :*•'  -^r-'S-'*  "-f'-'  '■*»  wisiri*  co^d  be  properlj  diiCQH- 

cf  tie  !:-•:  ::  ::  i,-j  .'  i£*r  *I  lOid •»  lt:  «-:    :£  a  dovharj  eonrersation  like  tbe 

in  Ir.'i^a  »*  iM  i::  -^i  :z:r*  '.'•  \z  ifTj  r'*«si;    b«t    as  tkc   qnestion  hid  ben 

batuI&Ls  ::  ':-»  £:".  .1  Zizlmf.   I;«:a'':  nJivHi   be  visbcd    to   Tindieate  the  Coo- 


therefore  l-»  Terr  ^i-vIm  :•:  k^i  n  Tiai  r^»>:9e7>    frocn    tlie   impntatioo  of  har- 

namber.     He  '>i.:*r^i  ;ii:  lii  rlrt.i  b:c.  '-r   ixed   aa    arbitrmrj   Diunber  for  the 

saccessor  :•:•:&  '.'l*  ur-e  ri-^v  u  ii^  v.-*  E-ir:<peaa  troops  ia  India.     That  wu  1 

number  of  reg:-re:::«.  i=.-2  vas  ^->i  in  faricr  =ia:;<r  vaich  obrioaalT  moat  depend  opoi 


of   either   I'^n^'.zz    :r  d.'z:Ii"w;"iy   :le    Sd:^*^  isaaeial  aad  political  eoBiideratiou, 
number  cf  Br'ffh  rer'=:r^uv*Lec  err.'Sti    a->J  :be  C<i— lissioneia  earefbllj  abitaii- 


when  :he  s«a!s  0:   the  ^ar  Osee  ve»  fri  fns  expn  wing  a  decided   opiiuoo  a 

handed  orer  :o  h'.s.     The  ni:=i:<*r  cf  :le  tLe  Kbjed,  altbough  thej  went  the  ko^tk 

embodied  ?*::i*t:i :«  2o.'I*».  ::  Mjisg  cbat  the   aoHMnit  of  Eoropea 

C0L05EL  HERBERT  >ji^  :ie  c^^^«»r  -.rccss  to  be  befeafter  Bsaiataioed  m  Indii 


given  for  th^  L?7.:e  rcrces  :=c'.sied  tie  c£-    shcsM  be  greater  than  it  was  before  tk 
ccrs,  eergean:*,  as'i  druzimers,  vhereas  ::    dstiaj.     He  did  not  attaeh  maeh  impor- 


was  snpfosei  i?  r^r resect  cn!T  rank  a::!  :a::e<  to  eoBJeetnial   catimatea  in  nidi  1 

file.     If  a  de-iuo::  :-n  were  cade  cc  :ha:  ^im  ;  and  the  same  obacrration  applied  ti 

accoQDt  from  t:  0  number  stated,  ::  w.z'.i  :>.e  proportion  to  be  maintained  betwen 

leave  onlr  90.517  men,  which  vas  .*.  =ra:e-  the    Earopean    and  Native  forces.     Tk 


rial  difference  froci  the  njures  stai^^i  :t  solo'ion  cf  those  qvestioBS  vonM  depend 

the  r:gi:t  hon.  and  gallar.:  General.     B^:  :a  lome  measore  npon    the  aneeess'ol  the 

the  J  ought  to  spe.ik  cf  efficient  serriceiMe  vorhinz  of  the  mUitaiy  police  nov  eiti> 

men  ;  and  therefore,  if  thej  ciaie  aoccan:  blished  on    so  large   a   scale   in  Tariooi 


of  sick  men,  men  waiting  f:r  their  d'«-  parts    in   India,  and   he  did    not  hdiete 

charge,  and  also  recruits,  whether  ins:n:ct-  that   either  here  or   in  Calentta  the  Oo- 

ed  or  uninstructed.  and  the  recruiting  staz,  venimeat    eotiM    proooonce    an    aeenrate 

the  deduction,  according  to  good  au'.horitj,  opinion  upon   them    imtil  tbqr  had  leea 

on  tint  ground  ircnli  be  2>>  per  cent  from  how  the  police  system  worked  orer  a  eoo- 

tiie  r*0.5I7  men.     The  emb^i-^iietl  mili::^  of  siderable  period  of  time.      Upon  oidjooe 

2-3t<>'>J  men  were  tj  serre  as  a  reserTo ;  point    could    he    rentnre    to    rceord  hil 

and  he  dil  no:  think  t:  satis  facto  rj  thit  opinion,  and  that  was  the  qnestion  whether 

the  araili'^le  forces  of  che  co-jncrj  w^re  at  the  European  force  in  India  should  be  a 

9.0  low  an  cb-j.     Bu:  it  mus:  Le  adn:i::€-«l.  local  force,  or  a  part  of  the  genenl  smT 

wLi!e  the  numbers  giren  bj  the  gallant  of  the  line.      He  belieTed  Uiat  it  wai  a 

OfEccr  might  be  true,  thev  were  calculated  matter  not  onlj  of  expediencj,  but  almoit 

to  lead  to  misapprehension.     In  the  same  of  necessitj,   in    the  earrjin^   on  of  the 

WAV,  whin  our  forces  were  in  the  Crimea,  Indian  Administration,  that  a  considefsMe 

it  was  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  portion  of  the  Earopean  armj  in  Indii 

chequer  that    at   a   particular   time  thej  should  remain  aa  at  present  a  local  force. 

amounted  to  27,00<)  or  2S,'»}  men.    This  He   should   defend   that   riew    upon  the 

statement  was  scouted  bj  the  public,  and  ground  of  economy^  because  the  ezpsMe 

it  was  stated  by  a  correspondent  of  a  public  of   relief  and  transport  wonld  be   ssTsd; 

journal  that  Lord   Raglan's  army  did  not  he  should  defend  it  also  npon  tbegronid 

contain  more  than   12,(»J  available  men.  of  efficiency,  because  by  that  means  we 

Both  statements  were  true;  but  the  latter  should  have  soldiers  acclimatised  and fiuni- 

included  only  the  efficient  serviceable  men,  liar  with  the  country,  for  it  was  well  knows 

rank  and  file,  who  were  fit  for  duty.     The  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  mortslity 

other  number  was  the  gross  number  of  men  occurred  in  regiments  newly  arrived  ;  sod 

of  all  ranks;  and  thnt  was,  no  doubt,  the  case  finally,  he  should  support  it  on  accomttlf 

also  with  the  numbers  given  by  the  hon  the  local  administration,  becanse  we  eoold 

and  gallant  Officer.     Statements  of  gross  not   expect  officers    of   the  line,  who  is 

totals  such   as  tho^c  made  by   the  right  India  were  mere  birds  of  passage,  to  qss- 

hon.   General  the  Inte  Secretary  of  War  lifv  themselves  for  Indisn    serriee   in  the 

Were  likely  to  lead  to  misapprehension  in  same  manner  as  those  did  to  whom  India 

tho  public  mind,  because  they  always  in-  was  a  home  for  life.     Ho  did  not  indeed 

eluded  A  largo  number  of  men  not  available  know  how  tho  civil  and  railitarj  admiais- 

'ov  service  in  tho  field.  tration  of  India  was  to  be  carried  on  if  we 
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deprived  the  Governor-Qeneral  of  the  as- 
BiBtance  which  he  now  derived  from  the 
presence  of  some  thousands  of  educated 
EDglishmen,  who  knew  the  Natives  and 
their  language,  and  who  intended  to  re- 
main iir  th^  country  for  the  working  part 
of  their  lives.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  think  he  was  using  a  wise  discretion 
in  declining  to  enter  at  the  present  moment 
into  the  other  important  questions  raised 
bj  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. 

Colonel  SYKES  thought  it  was  no  ob- 
ject of  the  House  to  raise  any  discussion 
now  on  the  Indian  army,  bpt  only  to  elicit 
an  assurance  from  the  Government  that 
the  subject  would  be  brought  before  the 
House.  Such  an  assurance  he  received 
in  February  last,  and  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  that  the  assurance  would  bo  ful- 
filled. When  it  was  so  brought  he  would 
gladly  state  the  result  of  his  experience 
and  in  the  meanwhile  he  would  merely 
make  one  remark  upon  the  amount  of  the 
military  force  to  be  maintained  in  India. 
He  quite  agreed  that  the  number  of  Euro 
pean  troops  must  depend  upon  the  manner 
m  which  we  governed  India,  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  people  were  satisfied  with 
our  government.  Before  the  mutiny  broke 
out  we  had  45,000  European  troops  there, 
and  the  revenues  of  India  were  barely  suffi- 
cient to  pay  that  number.  What  would  the 
House  say  to  the  payment  of  131,000  Euro- 
pean troops  including  the  20,000  at  the  de- 
pots in  England  ?  He  was  convinced  that 
it  was  utterly  impossible  for  the  revenues 
of  India  to  pay  for  more  than  50,000 
European  troops,  and  he  entreated  the 
House  to  consider  this  well  before  they 
sanctioned  the  continued  employment  in 
India  of  such  an  overwhelming  and  un 
necessary  force.  He  was  satisfied  that 
50,000  European  soldiers  would  be  quite 
sufficient  for  carrying  on  good  government 
and  ensuring  the  safety  of  the  country. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  said,  he  fully 
concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) that  it  was  indispensable  to  have  a  con- 
siderable local  European  force  in  India — 
especially  of  artillery  —  as  it  was  most 
necessary  that  the  army  should  become 
accustomed  to  the  feelings  and  habits  of 
the  Natives. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKB  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  no  action  would  be 
taken  by  the  Government  on  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  without  the  House  being 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
whole  subject,  inasmuch  as  no  decision  at 
which  they  might  arrive  would  otherwise 
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be  likely  to  give  satisfaction.  He  did  not 
think  that  it  would  be  found  so  difficult  to 
maintain  an  army  of  80,000  Europeans  in 
India,  but  at  the  same  time  lie  thought 
great  danger  might  result  from  maintain- 
ing too  large  an  European  army  there, 
because  the  Government  of  this  country,  in 
case  of  an  European  war,  might  be  led  to 
withdraw  a  portion  of  the  forces,  and  thus 
leave  the  country  insufficiently  protected. 

THE  SALE  OF  SLAVES. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  case 
of  "  Santos  t?.  Illidgo  and  Others,"  and  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  thought  that  the  5th 
and  6th  clauses  of  the  Act  6  &  7  Yictt 
c.  98,  authorizing  the  sale  of  Slaves  by 
British  Joint-Stock  Companies,  should  be 
repealed.  He  said  it  was  generally  pre- 
sumed that  by  the  operation  of  the 
Acts  of  1824  and  1833,  the  question  of 
slavery,  as  regarded  traffic  in  the  sale 
and  purchase  of  slaves  by  British  sub- 
jects, had  been  completely  put  an  end 
to.  But  in  1843  an  Act,  6  <fc  7  VkU, 
c.  98,  entituled  **An  Act  for  the  more 
effectual  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade," 
was  passed  ;  and,  in  the  course  of  the 
passage  of  that  Bill  through  the  House 
of  Commons,  two  clauses  were  introduced 
which  had  tended  in  some  degree  to  abro- 
gate the  provisions  of  the  great  Act  of 
slave  emancipation.  The  sixth  section 
provided  that  **  nothing  in  the  Act  con- 
tained should  be  held  subject  to  any  pe- 
nalty, punishment,  or  forfeiture,  any  per- 
son transferring  or  receiving  any  share  in 
any  joint-stock  company  established  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act  in  respect  of  any 
slaves  in  the  possession  of  such  company.'' 
A  company  had  been  established  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act  for  the  working  of  mines 
in  Brazil.  They  worked  those  mines  in 
the  usual  way,  namely,  by  slave  labour, 
and  an  order  had  lately  been  made  for 
winding  up  the  company.  The  Lords  Jus- 
tices, before  whom  the  question  was  brought 
by  way  of  appeal,  decided  that  their  pro- 
perty in  slaves,  as  well  as  in  other  matters, 
might  be  realized  for  the  benefit  of  the 
company,  and  an  order  was  accordingly 
issued  to  that  effect.  The  law  officers  of 
the  Crown,  however,  subsequently  gave  it 
as  thoir  opinion  that  this  decision  was  not 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Act 
of  1843,  and  that  though  the  slaves,  who 
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had  been  in  the  possession  of  the  company 
at  a  period  anterior  to  that  dato>  might  be 
disposed  of,  the  children  born  of  those  slaves 
subsequently,  could  not  be  sold.  The  direc- 
tors, feeling  dissatisfied  with  these  conflict- 
ing opinions,  referred  the  matter  to  a  court 
of  law,  and  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
decided  the  other  day  that  the  case  of 
these  slaves  did  not  come  within  the  ex- 
ceptional clauses  of  the  Act  of  1824,  and 
that  the  possession  of  these  slaves  by 
the  company  had  been  illegal  ah  initio 
under  that  Act ;  and  thus,  as  it  were  by  a 
side  blow,  the  sale  of  these  slaves  had  been 
nullified  altogether.  The  hon.  Member 
contended  that  when  three  such  totally  op- 
posite decisions  had  been  given  within  a 
limited  period,  the  case  was  one  that  ought 
legitimately  to  como  under  the  considera- 
tion cf  Parliament,  lie  did  not  expect  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  De- 
partment to  be  prepared  to  give  a  positive 
pledge,  at  this  moment,  to  deal  with  the 
existing  law;  but  he  hoped  that  it  would  be 
one  that  might  attract  his  attention. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL,  in  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes, 
whether  ho  thought  the  5th  and  6th 
clauses  of  the  Act  6  &  7  Vict.,  c.  98, 
authorizing  the  sale  of  slaves  by  British 
joint  stock  companies,  should  be  repealed, 
stated  that  there  was  no  intention  at  pre< 
sent  to  bring  in  any  measure  for  the  repeal 
of  the  law. 

LAND  TRANSPORT  CORPS. 

question. 

Loud  ADOLPHUS  VANE-TEMPEST, 
in  rising  to  ask  the  Question  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  respecting  the  claims  to 
lialf-pay  of  certain  officers  of  the  Land 
Transport  Corps,  expressed  his  acknow- 
ledgments both  to  the  gallant  General 
lately  at  the  head  of  the  War  Department, 
and  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  occu- 
pying that  post,  for  the  courtesy  which  he 
had  invariably  experienced  in  his  applica- 
tions on  this  subject.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  he  perceived,  was  absent, 
but  possibly  some  Gentleman  on  the  Trea- 
sury bench  would  be  able  to  furnish  him 
with  the  information  he  desired,  namelj', 
whether  any,  and  if  so  what,  decision  had 
been  come  to  by  the  Treasury  on  the  sub- 
ject of  carrying  out  the  recommendations 
of  tho  Committee  of  last  Session  on  the 
claims  of  the  Land  Transport  Corps,  with 
reference  to  granting  permanent  half-pay 
to  that  class  of  ofHccrs  who  entered  the 
corps  from  the  militia  and  civil  employ. 

Mr,  Darby  Griffith 


Mr.  LAING  stated  that  the  Treasury 
entertained  no  objection  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  being 
carried  out,  providing  that  tho  Secretarj 
of  State  for  War  was  favourable  to  such 
a  course. 

DOVOR  MAIL  CONTRACT. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  RICH  said,  he  had  given  •  notiae 
on  Monday  night  that  ho  should  move  the 
postponement  of  any  Vote  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  giving  a  Parliamentarj 
affirmation  to  the  contract  which  had  been 
entered  into  on  tho  26th  of  April  with  re-* 
gard  to  the  transmission  of  mails  from 
Dover.  By  some  accident  the  Notice  which 
he  had  given  did  not  appear  upon  the  paper; 
but  he  wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend  Ui# 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  question  of  the  Dover  con- 
tract had  already  been  made  the  subject  of 
discussion  in  that  House,  and  bearing  in 
mind  the  fact  that  it  was  included  in  the 
scope  of  the  reference  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee— which,  he  might  observe,  ho  could 
have  wished  had  been  composed  of  persons 
who  would  be  more  disposed  to  go  indepen- 
dently into  the  matter  ; — remembering, 
moreover,  that  in  consequence  of  a  para- 
graph in  the  Dover  election  petition,  the 
whole  question  of  this  contract  would  ha?9 
to  be  examined  into  upon  oath — he  put  it 
to  his  noble  Friend  whether  he  did  not  think 
that  a  discussion  with  reference  to  the  ful- 
filment of  such  contract  would  ho  prema- 
ture. He  trusted  therefore  that  no  aucli 
Vote  would  be  proposed  to-night,  nor  in- 
deed at  all  at  present.  In  the  event  of  its 
being  understood  that  no  such  Vote  would 
bo  gone  into,  he  was  quite  satisfied  to  let 
tho  matter  rest  for  the  present ;  but  it 
would  otherwise  be  his  duty  to  enter  into  a 
full  statement  of  what  appeared  to  him  to 
be  the  merits  and  demerits  of  that  eon- 
tract. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  express- 
ed a  hope  that  the  Navy  Estimates  might 
in  future  bo  introduced  in  a  more  intelligi- 
ble form.  In  Votes  8,  9.  and  10,  invoW- 
ing  an  expenditure  of  £3,247,000,  tho 
items  were  lumped  together  in  large  sums 
which  made  it  impossible  to  know  how  the 
money  was  really  expended,  and  which 
were  made  ridiculous  by  the  introduction, 
at  intervals,  of  precise  expenditure  on  such 
an  insignificant  object  as  a  mud-punt.  Tho 
country  would  havo  no  objection  to  pay 
whatever    amount  was  requisite  for  Uio 
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mainteimnce  of  an  efficient  fleet — but  it 
expected  that  intelligible  accounts  should 
be  given  of  the  outlay — as  there  was  an 
impression  abroad  that  the  money  was  not 
properly,  or  at  least  not  judiciously,  applied. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  in  reference 
to  the  Question  of  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Richmond  (Mr.  Rich)  begged  to  state  on 
the  part  of  the  lato  Administration,  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  indiflFerence  whether  the 
consideratron  of  the  Dovor  contract  was  en- 
tered into  then  or  at  a  later  period.  His 
Friend  the  late  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
was  prevented,  he  was  sorry  to  say  by  in- 
disposition, from  attending ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tewkesbury  (Mr.  Lygon),  in 
whose  department  this  matter  lay,  and  the 
late  Under  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who 
were  both  congnizaut  of  tho  details  of  the 
question,  were  in  their  places,  and  were 
prepared  to  give  the  fullest  explanation 
either  to  the  House  or,  if  so  desired,  to  the 
Members  of  the  Select  Committee.  He 
had  no  doubt  they  would  be  able  to  estab- 
lish that  this  contract  had  been  entered 
into  purely  ^vith  a  regard  to  the  advantage 
of  the  public,  ond  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  which  had  always  hitherto  been 
observed. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
move  the  packet  Vote,  and  it  would  then 
be  open  to  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  move 
that  the  whole  of  that  Vote,  or  any  portion 
of  it,  should  be  struck  out.  He  must  say 
ho  thought  tliat  would  be  the  proper 
course  ;  and  he  thought  it  would  bo  better 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  re- 
serve any  observations  with  that  object  till 
the  House  was  in  Committee.  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Henry  Wil- 
loughby)  he  might  state  that  Vote  No.  9, 
which  hod  been  alluded  to,  referred  merely 
to  the  wages  of  artificers  abroad,  as  to 
which  he  did  not  think  thero  would  be  any 
question.  With  reference  to  tho  others  he 
would  say  that  it  was  the  earnest  desire  of 
the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  to  give 
every  hiformation  in  their  power,  and  in 
particular  to  go  very  narrowly  into  the 
questron  of  shipbuilding.  Ho  thought  he 
bad  already  given  an  earnest  of  his  inten- 
tion in  that  respect  by  laying  before  the 
Houso  a  statement  of  the  tonnage  built  in 
each  year.  The  hon.  Baronet  would  see 
that  this  had  enabled  him  to  enter  more 
largely  into  this  expenditure  than  ho  had 
yet  been  able  to  do  ;  and  be  should  be  very 
glad,  if  the  present  Government  remained 
ill   office   till   next  year,  that  something 


could  be  done  to  render  tho  Estimates  even 
more  distinct  than  they  were  at  present. 
It  was  the  wish  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
to  make  everything  as  full  and  intelligible 
as  possible. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING,  said,  he  had 
the  himself  more  than  once  pressed  upon 
noble  Lord  the  propriety  of  postponing 
that  part  of  the  packet  Vote  whioh  related 
to  the  contract  at  Dovor.  There  had  been 
a  Committee  appointed  to  consider  the 
whole  question  of  postal  contracts,  includ- 
ing tl^at  recently  made  at  Dovor.  He 
would  not  say  whether  there  were  any 
grounds  for  the  rumours  that  were  afloat, 
but  there  certainly  was  an  idea  prevalent 
that  the  contract  required  looking  into. 
He  would  urgo  upon  his  noble  Friend  that 
the  House  should  not  be  called  upon,  by 
voting  money,  to  give  a  sanction  to  that 
contract  before  the  Committee  recently  ap- 
pointed had  reported. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  that  as  tho 
contract  had  been  signed,  he  thought  thero 
would  be  a  legal  claim  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. However,  as  it  seemed  to  be  the 
wish  of  the  Houso  that  this  portion  of  tho 
Vote  should  be  omitted,  they  would  offer 
no  opposition  to  tho  postponement. 

Mr.  lygon  remarked,  that  certain 
words  were  introduced  into  the  contract 
signed  on  the  6th  of  April  for  Dovor,  as 
had  been  done  also  in  the  case  of  Galway, 
providing  that  the  contractors  should  be 
paid  out  of  money  to  be  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment^ thus,  in  fact,  renderino:  the  contract 
subject  to  ratification  by  the  Houso. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  wished  again  to  warn 
the  Houso  of  the  danger  into  which  they 
were  likely  to  fall.  Upon  the  other  side 
of  the  Atlantic  there  was  a  Congress,  and 
also  a  place  called  a  **  Lobby,"  and  all 
transactions  concluded  in  the  Congress 
were  first  decided  in  the  •'  Lobby."  If 
they  introduced  into  that  House  the  prin- 
ciple of  canvassing  every  act  of  the  Go- 
vernment, not  merely  as  to  their  respon- 
sibility, but  deciding  upon  the  actual 
contracts  themselvos.  they  would  soon 
bring  in  a  *•  Lobby,"  here,  and  all  the 
chicanery  and  corruption  that  now  distin- 
guished the  **  Lobby  "of  Congress.  Even 
upon  the  present  occasion  ho  was  told 
that  tho  objections  to  the  particular  con- 
trocts  were  by  persons  who  expected  to 
derive  a  benefit  if  those  contracts  were 
broken  ;  that  there  were  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  that  House  who  were  directors  of  tho 
company  which  was  calling  upon  tho 
House  to  dispute  those  contracts. 

2  R2 
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AfR.  WILSON  explained,  in  reference 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tewkesbury  (Mr,  Lygon),  that  the  stipula- 
tion that  the  contracts  should  be  paid  out 
of  money  voted  by  Parliament  was  not  new. 
Why,  from  what  fund  could  they  be  paid, 
except  money  voted  by  Parliament  ?  The 
words  said  to  be  a  new  introduction,  and 
to  involve  a  new  principle  of  Parliamentary 
revision,  had  been  in  use,  at  all  events, 
since  1854,  and  were  mere  surplusage,  be- 
cause the  contracts  could  not  be  paid  out 
of  money  unless  it  was  money  voted  by 
Parliament.  He  did  not  object  to  the 
use  of  the  words,  but  they  should  not  be 
set  up  as  proof  of  extraordinary  vigilance. 
If  the  words  had  been  "  subject  to  the  ap- 
proval of  Parliament*'  the  case  would  have 
been  very  diflferent. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY.— NAVY  ESTIMATES, 

House  in  Committee. 
Mr.  Masset  in  the  Chair. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £368,311,  Reserved  Half-pay,  and 
Retirement  to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and 
Marines, 

Mr,  LINDSAY  pointed  out  the  enor- 
mous number  of  officers  on  the  active  re- 
tired list.     Out  of   100  Admirals  on  that 
list  there  were  39  between  70  and  87  years 
of  age.     Why,  he  asked,  should  they  con- 
tinue to  be  rated  as  active  ?     In  like  man- 
ner there  were  315  Captains  on  the  active 
list,  of  whom  41  were  above  60,  whilst  only 
90  were  in  active  service.     A  similar  pro- 
portion held  good  of  the  Commanders'  list. 
So  that  we  were  retaining  upon  the  active 
list  a  number  of  gentlemen  who  were  not 
active  or  fit  for  service,  and  who  themselves 
felt   that   they    were  not   fit  for   service. 
Again,  out  of  2000  officers  on  the  active 
list  214  were  between  the  ages  of  60  and 
85,  although,  curious  to  say,  upon  the  re- 
tired list  there  were  not  less  than  290  be- 
low the  age  of  60.     Now,  the  retired  and 
reserved  list  was  in  a  most  unsatisfactory 
state.      It   cost   the   country   upwards   of 
£700,000  a  year  ;  and  if  it  wore  unsatis- 
factory to  the  country  it  was  not  less  so  to 
the  officers  themselves — for  they  could  not 
obtain  active  employment  in  consequence 
of  their  number  being  so  great,  and  not  ob- 
taining active  employment  of  course  they 
could  not  get  promotion,     lie  knew  that  it 
was  utterly  impossible  to  employ  them  all 
in  time  of  peace,  and  that  it  was  necessary 
Mr»  Roebuck 


to  retain  a  very  large  number  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  war;  yet  it  happened  that  if  we 
were  now  to  engage  in  war  wo  should  be  very 
far  short  of  the  number  of  officers  requisite 
to  man  our  ships.  What  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  the  country  was  that  there  must 
be  a  complete  change  in  the  whole  system; 
but  to  maintain  sufficient  officers  for  the 
emergency  of  war  would  increase  the  half-pay 
list  to  a  still  greater  amount  than  its  present 
cost;  consequently  we  ought  to  look  to  some 
other  source.  Now,  in  the  merchant  ser- 
vice, and  especially  on  board  those  mag- 
nificent steam-ships  which  belonged  to  the 
great  navigation  companies,  there  were  a 
large  number  of  active  and  intelligent 
officers.  Since  the  passing  of  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Act  those  officers  had  been 
obliged  to  undergo  an  examination  before 
public  Boards  with  regard  to  their  acquire- 
ments in  seamanship  and  navigation  quite 
as  strict  as  that  to  which  officers  in  the 
navy  were  subjected.  And  he  thought 
that,  by  adding  to  that  course  of  examina- 
tion a  further  examination  in  gunnery, 
officers  in  the  merchant  service  might 
make  a  very  efficient  body  of  men,  who 
would  be  ready,  willing,  and  able  to  servo 
the  country  in  the  hour  of  need.  If  ul- 
timately it  should  be  determined  to  form  a 
reserve  of  merchant  seamen  these  officers 
might  be  called  out  with  them,  and  having 
undergone  a  month's  drill  annually  with 
the  men  he  had  no  doubt  they  would  be 
found  as  valuable  in  fighting  our  ships  as 
the  permanent  officers  of  the  navy.  The 
effect  of  such  a  measure  would  be  that  we 
should  encounter  no  difficulty  in  finding 
reserves  ;  we  might  reduce  the  number 
of  naval  officers,  give  them  more  employ* 
ment,  and  at  the  same  time  diminish  that 
heavy  amount  of  taxation  which  we  were 
annually  called  upon  to  vote  for  the  half- 
pay  list. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  some  of 
the  lower  grades  of  officers  in  the  navy 
were  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  state,  the 
late  First  Lord  having  stated  that  mates  and 
midshipmen  were  400  short  of  the  required 
number.  On  the  other  hand,  there  was 
quite  a  redundancy  of  Admirals. '  We  had 
not  less  than  341  Admirals,  of  whom  only 
eleven  were  employed  in  the  fleet  and  three 
in  the  dockyards,  making  together  fourteen. 
In  his  opinion  the  system  of  increasing  the 
number  of  Admirals,  which  had  been  going 
on  so  long,  ought  to  receive  a  check.  It 
did  not  look  well,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  to 
have  thirty  times  as  many  Admirals  as 
were  wanted,  whilst  they  were  short  of  the 
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younger  officers,  whose  services  were   so 
essential  to  the  manning  of  the  fleet. 

Sib  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  it  could 
not  be  wondered  at  if,  after  a  war  of  nearly 
forty  years,  tho  list  of  Admirals  was  very 
large.  In  fact,  it  could  not  be  helped, 
though  he  admitted  that  tho  promotions 
had  been  too  extensive.  The  reason  of 
the  list  being  in  its  present  state  was  that 
successive  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  had  fail- 
ed to  carry  out  the  intentions  of  Lord  Mel- 
ville. From  1815  to  1830  Lord  Melville, 
allowed  the  promotion  to  go  on  just  in  the  ! 
same  way  as  in  time  of  war.  It  was  evi- 
dent, therefore,  that  there  could  have  been 
no  reduction  in  the  list,  and  men  did  not 
die  off  so  fast  during  peace  as  during  war. 
But  in  1830  Lord  Melville,  seeing  the  error 
he  bad  committed  in  making  promotions 
on  that  scale,  issued  a  Minute  of  the  Ad- 
miralty restricting  promotions  to  one  in 
three.  From  1830  to  1846,  a  period  of 
sixteen  years,  there  were  various  First 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  and  one  succeed- 
ed another  with  tolerable  rapidity.  The 
consequence  was  that  the  Minute  of  Lord 
Melville  was  ignored.  From  February, 
1830  to  September,  1846,  245  flog  offi- 
cers and  316  captains  died  ;  and  there 
were  altogether  909  removals  from  the  list 
by  death  and  promotion  ;  but  whilst,  ac- 
cording to  Lord  Melville's  Minute,  the  pro- 
motions ought  to  have  been  only  one  in 
three  ;  instead  of  one  promotion  in  three,  al- 
most as  many  were  promoted  as  were  jre- 
moved.  Tho  case  was  just  the  same  with  the 
commanders  and  lieutenants.  But  the  lists 
of  admirals,  captains,  commanders,  and  lieu- 
tenants were  now  fixed,  and  that  not  too 
high,  and  he  believed  that  in  a  short  time 
they  would  be  all  reduced  to  a  proper  level. 
The  evils  of  the  system  of  promotion,  from 
the  tigQ  of  the  officers,  became  very  great, 
and  he  suggested  to  the  late  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  who  was  then  in  office,  a  plan  for  re- 
lieving a  certain  number  of  officers  from 
the  top  of  the  list  with  their  own  consent. 
Some  years  afterwards  Sir  Robert  Peel 
consented  to  give  a  retirement  to  a  certain 
number  of  captains,  who  were  allowed  to 
take  the  rank  of  admirals  at  60  years  of  i 
age,  and  if  that  arrangement  bad  not  been 
interfered  with  the  list  would  not  have  been 
in  its  present  state.  But  succeeding  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  had  allowed  junior  offi- 
cers to  retire,  and  so  the  alteration  had 
failed  of  its  intention.  They  could  not 
prevent  officers  from  getting  old  and  he 
was  not  prepared  to  deal  with  them  in 
such  a  way  as  that  they  should  feel  hurt 


and  degraded.  If  the  list  were  only  al- 
lowed to  remain  undisturbed  it  would  be 
easily  ascertained  from  an  actuary  withii  - 
what  period  that  list  would  be  exhausted. 
With  regard  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Lind- 
say) as  to  employing  officers  from  the  mer- 
chant service,  that  would  never  do.  Their 
education,  their  manners,  and  the  way  in 
which  they  had  been  brought  up  quite  un- 
fitted them  for  the  navy.  He  admitted 
that  in  the  event  of  war,  if  we  had  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  officers,  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  draw  upon  the 
merchant  service  for  a  supply,  with  the  un- 
derstanding, however,  that  they  were  only 
taken  up  temporarily,  though  in  cases  where 
they  distinguished  themselves  it  should  be 
open  to  them  to  remain  in  the  navy. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  admitted  by  every  one 
that  the  Question  which  had  been  touched 
upon  by  the  Members  who  had  spoken 
since  this  Vote  was  put  into  the  hands  of 
tho  Chairman  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant and  difficult  connected  with  the 
whole  question  of  the  efficiency  of  the  naval 
service :  and  he  could  not  allow  the  Vote 
to  pass  without  expressing  his  anxious  hope 
that  the  new  Board  of  Admiralty  would 
take  into  their  consideration  the  present 
stagnation  of  promotion  in  the  naval 
service,  and  that  they  will  deal  boldly 
and  courageously  with  the  subject.  Ho 
thought  he  might  venture  to  say  that 
his  eighteen  months*  experience  in  office 
had  shown  him  that  it  was  absolutely  essen- 
tial to  the  maintenance  of  efficiency  in 
the  Royal  Navy  that  some  measure  com- 
prising a  comprehensive  plan  of  retirement 
should  be  carried  ;  but  he  had  also  seen 
enough  to  be  satisfied  that  nothing  could 
be  done  unless  the  Minister  who  attempted 
to  deal  with  the  subject  was  prepared  to 
approach  it  in  a  bold  and  determined  spirit, 
not  to  he  deterred  by  slight  difficulties  from 
effecting  his  purpose.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  the  Member  for  Southwark  (Sir 
Charles  Napier)  on  a  previous  occasion  had 
adverted  in  unfavourable  terms  to  a  plan  he 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  had  conceived,  while 
he  was  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty,  for 
correcting  the  existing  state  of  things.  He 
thought  he  had  good  reason  to  complain 
that  the  gallant  Admiral  had  chosen  to 
make  a  paper,  which  in  no  sense  had  ever 
been  made  a  public  document,  the  subject 
of  public  comment.  Those  who  heard  tiiat 
comment  had  never  seen  the  paper,  and 
were  therefore  quite  unable  to  form  any 
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Opinion  as  to  tlio  fairness  or  proprieij  of 
the  lion,  nnd  gallant  Admiral's  remarks. 
Lnte  in  the  evening  the  lion.  Member  for 
Sunderland    (Mr.    Lindsay)    expressed    a  | 
liopo  that  I  would  toko  on  opportunity  of . 
oxplaiiiinc;  what  my  plan  of  retirement  was. 
Now,  wliilo  he  thought  it  would  bo  very 
inotmvonient  that  ho  should  enter  into  de- 
tails connected  with  a  paper  which  had  not 
been  made  public,  and  which  therefore  ho  . 
could  scarcely  hope  to  make  intelligible  to 
lion.  Members,  he  had  ncTcrtheless  no  ob-  j 
jectii'U  to  state  that  the  principle  of  the  ■ 
plan  ho  had  prepared  was  this — that  ro-  \ 
tircnient  should   take  place  at  a  given  ago 
(not  necessarily  always  at  tho  same  age), 
applicnblo  to  all  ranks  in  tho  naval  service, 
and  at  which  officers  would  be  compelled  to 
retire,  receiving  as  eoinpensatioii  for  that 
compulsory  rctiremcut  a  step  in  rank  and 
an  amount  of  half-pay  commensurate  with 
the  length  of  actual  service  they  had  given 
to  the  country.     Then  that  there  should  be 
another  ago  (of  course  some  years  younger 
than  that  fixed  for  the  compulsory  retire- 
ment) nt  which  officers  should  be  permitted 
to  ritiro  voluntarily  with  the  same  advan- 
tage?.     IJo  would   not  further  enter  into 
tho  details  of  his  plan.     It  was  perfectly 
true  that  ahhongh  ho  had  never  made  this 
plan  ill  any  sense  public,  ho  had  shown  it 
to  a  verv  eunsidcrablo  number  of  ofKcers 
with  tho  view  of  ascertaining  their  opinions 
upon  tho  matter.     Among  others  he  had 
shown  it  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
hiuiself.     Tho  hon.   and  gallant  Admiral 
seemed  to  entertain  a  notion  that  the  plan 
would  bear  hardly  upon  officers  of  his  own 
rank.    He  would  however  say,  that  either  in 
public  or  in  private  he  (Sir  John  Faking- 
ton)  was   prepared  to  contend  that  there 
was  nothing  in   his  ])lan  of  retirement  of 
whicli  officers  of  the  high  and  dii^tinguisked 
rank  of  Sir  Charles  Napier  would  have  the 
least  reason  to  complain.     It  was  a  difficult 
task  to  devise  a  new  plan  of  retirement  for 
the  jiurpo«c  of  remedying  the  great  evils 
that  now  pressed  so  licavily  upon  the  navy; 
nnd  he  admitted  thai  any  one  undertaking 
that  task  would  fail  in  his  duty  if  ho  did 
not  show  the  utmost  respect  and  the  utmost 
possible  regard  to  the  high  claims  of  such 
men  as  the  gallant  Admiral  and  others  who 
had  risen  to   their  high  posiiion  by  their 
great  services,   by  their  gallnntry,  and  a 
long  and  succc^bful  career  in  a  noble  pro- 
fession.    But,   on  tho  other  hand,  he  felt 
with  equal  force,  and  he  was  gind  to  have 
that   opportunity  of  stating   it,   that   any 
mau    who  volunteered  to  undertake  that 
Sir  John  Pakingicn 


difficult  task  wonld  fail  in  hit  duty  eqiaUj 
if  ho  limiled   hit  regard  to  those  ofieoi 
who  had  riMn  Co  higii  staiiona  in  the  ntn. 
Tho  poor  lieutenant  was  as  mneh  cntitU 
to  considerttion  as   the  Admiral ;  ani  b 
begged  to  state  to  the  House  that  wbileki 
was  at  tho  Admiralty  nothing  was  Don 
painful   to  him   than   the  coses  thtt  y 
come  crowding  before  him  of  men  vhoy 
served  their  country   well,    bat  who  U 
failed  in  tho  difficult  race  for  promotin 
merely  from  want  of  **  interest.  '    It  m 
too  true,  and  he  muat  repeat  it,  thtt  tbcj 
failed  only   from    want  of  interest— Ina 
want  of  that  modo  of  getting  advanceneil 
which  everybody  know  was  necessary.   U 
saying  this,  howoTcr.   ho  did  not  impiti 
blame  to  any  one.     Erorybody  knew  tk 
difficulties  with  which  a  GorenimeDt  vm 
surrounded  ;  they  were  compelled  to  maki 
selections  from  large  bodice  of  men,  sii 
let  them   make  those   aelcctiona  ever  n 
honestly  there  must  remain  a  large  rai* 
duum  unemployed    and    nnpronioted.    At 
this  momeut  there  were  caaee  of  men  wW 
had  been  lieutenants  for  years  aad  yesn, 
until  they  had  become  old  men,  and  wl* 
wore  now  strufigling  to  maintain  themidra 
as  officers  and  geiitlemon  upon  pittsneei 
wholly  inadequate.      No  man  could  hcli 
tho  position  he  had  held,  as  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  without  liaving  his  feslisgi 
continually  wounded  by  the  eight  of  nsa* 
berless   such  cases— thoy  eame  crowdiiig 
upon  him.     And  he  did    think— and  b 
said  it  with  no  disrespect—  that  it  bebored 
men  like  the  gallant  Admiral,  who  had  Ims 
moro  fortunate,  who  had   risen  to  great 
distinction  and  obtained  high  poeitiooa,  sit 
to  stand  out  witli  too  much  of  punctilio  sbost 
their  own  position,  but  to  show  aome  eoaii- 
deration  towards  their  leas  fortunate  bro- 
ther officers,  and  be  willing  to  make  iom 
sacrifices  in  order  to  relioTo  eneh  men  fron 
tho  great  difficulties  and  priTatioDS  tlN^ 
had  been  for  so  long  a  time  suffering.  Tks 
plan  of  retirement  he  proposed  had  baeaai 
far  developed  that  he  had  consulted  Ui 
Colleagues  in  the  Cabinet  concerning  it; 
and  it  was  most  cordially  and  thorooaliiy 
adopted  by  them  ;  and  if  ho  had  remansd 
at  tho  Admiralty  he  would  have  ozertil 
himself    to  tho  utmost   to   carry  it  iats 
operation  — of  course  with  sueh  modifier 
tions  as  fairness  might  suggest*     Its  d^ 
tails  throughout  were  prepared  with  the 
most  anxious  desire  on  his  part  to  avoid 
its    bearing    hardly    upon    any  class   sf 
officers.    But  the  gallant  Admiral  had  sail 
on  a  previous  occasion  that  it  was  itroaglj 
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opposed  by  many  distinguished  officers  in 
the  service,  and  further  that  the  naval 
officers  of  his  (Sir  John  Pakington's)  own 
Board  were  also  opposed  to  it.  [Sir 
Charles  Napier:  Hear,  hear!]  He 
thought  this  was  a  very  strong  statement, 
and  one  that  could  not  be  passed  without 
notice.  But  ho  would  tell  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  that  so  far  as  he  knew, 
disapprobation  of  that  plan  was  confined 
mainly — ho  would  not  say  exclusively — to 
a  very  small  number  of  officers  at  the  head 
of  the  list — of  the  gallant  Admiral's  own 
rank — who  took  a  view  of  the  plan  which 
he  thought  was  a  very  mistaken  one,  and 
one  that  he  deeply  regretted  to  find  was 
entertained.  True  it  was  that  the  profes- 
sional members  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
were  divided  upon  the  subject  ;  but  it  was 
equally  true  that  he  did  not  limit  his  in- 
quiries for  opinions  respecting  it,  either  to 
the  members  of  his  own  Board  or  to  the 
distinguished  men  who  stood  at  the  head 
of  tlio  navy.  lie  had  consulted  officers  of 
all  ranks,  without  knowing  their  previous 
bias,  and  solely  regarding  their  competency 
to  give  a  disinterested  and  a  fair  opinion 
upon  the  subject  ;  and  an  overwhelming 
majority  were  most  cordial  and  decided  in 
their  approbation,  and  he  had  received 
most  urgent  communications  from  naval 
officers  of  all  ranks  and  in  all  directions, 
expressing  their  approval  of  the  scheme, 
and  their  hopes  that  he  would  carry  out 
the  plan  to  a  successful  issue.  As  a  proof 
that  it  was  necessary  to  agree  upon  some 
alteration  of  the  existing  system  he  would 
mention  that  during  tho  first  twelve  months, 
from  April,  1858,  to  April,  1859,  that  he 
had  held  office,  he  was  able  to  promote 
only  five  lieutenants  to  be  commanders, 
and  two  conmianders  to  bo  post  captains. 
He  excepted  extraordinary  cases  of  pro- 
motion in  consequence  of  transactions  in 
China,  because  they  had  nothing  to  do 
with  tho  general  accuracy  of  the  statement 
he  had  made  as  to  the  very  limited  amount 
of  ordinary  promotion  which  occurred  be- 
tween April  1858,  and  April  1859.  Was 
it  to  be  supposed  that  in  a  great  profession 
like  the  navv  satisfaction  or  contentment 
Gould  exist  under  such  a  system  of  stagna- 
tion ?  Was  it  likely  that  officers  could  be 
obtained  of  the  right  age,  active  and  will- 
ing to  perform  their  duties,  if  such  stag- 
nation in  the  system  of  promotion  were 
allowed  to  continue  ?  The  gallant  Admiral 
had  alluded  to  the  army,  and  had  said  that 
no  evils  of  the  kind  existed  there — tliat 
the  general  officers  were  not  afked  to  re- 


tire at  a  certain  age  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  room  for  promotion  for  their 
younger  brethren.  But  in  using  that  argu- 
ment the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  clearly 
lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  two  profes- 
sions were  governed  upon  totally  different 
principles.  The  General  remaining  in  tho 
army  did  not  stop  promotion  ;  but  tho 
Admiral  remaining  in  tho  navy  did  stop 
promotion.  Every  year  there  were  num- 
bers— he  might  without  exaggeration  say 
hundreds— of  officers  who  left  the  army  by 
sale  of  their  commissions.  Who  left  the 
navy  ?  Nobody.  Year  after  year  young 
gentlemen  were  constantly  pouring  in  ; 
hitherto  perhaps  not  to  a  sufficient  extent, 
for  he  believed  it  was  true,  as  had  been 
stated,  that  the  number  of  entries  was  so 
restricted  that  Her  Majesty  *s  ships  in  com- 
mission were  short  some  300  or  400  of 
the  junior  rank  of  officers.  But  while 
pouring  in  these  young  men  at  the  bottom 
who  was  going  out  at  the  top  ?  Nobody. 
The  gallant  Admiral  (Sir  Charles  Napier) 
had  talked  about  tho&e  of  his  own  rank 
growing  old.  It  really  seemed  as  if  our 
Admirals  were  immortal ;  they  seemed  to 
be  always  growing  old,  and  never  to  get  so, 
for  such  was  their  tenacity  of  life  it  really 
would  appear  that  unless  they  happened 
to  get  knocked  off  by  a  cannon  ball,  they 
were  exempted  from  the  payment  of  that 
debt  of  nature  to  which  it  was  the  general 
belief  that  wo  were  all  liable.  He  hoped 
that  the  worthy  Admiral  would  long  enjoy 
his  apparent  exemption  ;  but  in  any  pro- 
fession, if  new  members  were  constantly 
pouring  in  at  the  bottom,  and  none  going 
out  at  the  top,  it  could  not  be  matter  of 
surprise  if  stagnation  were  to  result.  That 
stagnation  existed  in  the  navy  ;  and  it 
certainly  embarrassed,  and  he  might  almost 
say  endangered,  the  naval  service.  Suc- 
cessive Boards  of  Admiralty,  attempting 
to  reduce  the  evil,  had  adopted  new  re- 
tiring lists  until  the  alphabet  itself  was  ex- 
hausted in  supplying  di.*5tingui8hing  initials. 
But  those  lists  only  relieved  tho  system 
temporarily  ;  in  a  few  years  it  was  again 
choked  up ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  devise 
any  remedy  that  would  prove  effectual  and 
lasting,  unless  it  were  made  self-acting, 
clearing  the  way  at  the  top  as  fresh  blood 
was  poured  in  at  the  bottom.  By  this 
means  we  should  always  have  a  due  suc- 
cession of  officers  who  would  not  bo  dis- 
couraged by  want  of  promotion,  and  who 
would  reach  the  different  branches  of  the 
navy  at  that  time  of  life  when  they  could 
do  good  service  to  their  country.     It  was 
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his  anxious  wish,  by  tlic  adoption  of  a 
simple  modo  of  retirement,  with  a  fair  com- 
pensation for  the  disadvantages  it  created, 
to  afford  a  permanent  remedy  for  the  ex- 
isting state  of  things.  He  hoped  he  should 
have  been  able  to  carry  out  his  plan  of 
retirement  before  ho  left  office,  because  he 
behoved  the  leading  principles  of  that  plan 
to  bo  perfectly  fair  and  sound,  and  that  it 
would  have  effected  the  desired  object. 
He  had,  however,  left  it  to  his  successor. 
It  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Duke 
of  Somerset,  and  ho  had  implored  the 
noble  Duke  to  consider  it  impartially — 
not  to  view  it  as  a  question  between  one 
Admiralty  Board  and  another,  but  as  one 
deeply  affecting  the  welfare  of  the  British 
Navy.  He  should  be  glad  to  hear  from  his 
noble  Friend  opposite,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  Clarence  Paget)  that  it 
would  be  taken  into  consideration,  and  that 
the  new  Board  of  Admiralty  would  devise 
some  plan  by  which  that  great  and  grow* 
ing  evil — the  existing  stagnation  of  pro- 
motion— might  be  effectually  remedied. 

Sir  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  he  had 
hoped  that  after  his  explanation  the  right 
hen.  Baronet  would  not  again  have  found 
fault  with  him  for  having  mentioned  his 
plan  of  retirement.  That  plan  was  not 
furnished  to  him  confidentially,  and  ho  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  say  wliether  a  do- 
cument which  was  handed  round  to  almost 
every  old  Admiral  resident  in  London,  and 
which  formed  the  subject  of  a  petition  to 
Her  Majesty,  could  properly  be  called 
confidential.  It  was  true  that  the  petition 
to  which  he  referred  was  not  presented  to 
the  Queen,  but  the  reason  of  that  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  left  office  before  the 
requisite  arrangements  could  be  completed. 
The  petition,  however,  was  signed  by  him- 
self and  several  other  admirals,  and  one  of 
those  who  attached  their  names  to  it  took 
the  liberty  of  telling  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  an  experience  of  fifteen  months  at 
the  head  of  the  Admiralty  did  not  seem  to 
have  taught  him  to  respect  the  feelings  of 
naval  officers.  It  would  be  perfectly  fair 
to  offer  compensation  to  the  lower  ranks  of 
officers  for  voluntary  retirement ;  but  to 
force  old  officers  to  retire  from  the  service 
was  degrading  ;  and  he  could  never  forget 
that  the  death  of  his  own  father,  a  captain 
in  the  navy,  who  had  not  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  serving,  was  caused  by  his  being 
passed  over  in  promotion.  He  never  held 
up  his  head  after  it.  The  truth  was  tl.at 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  know,  and 
neror  would  know,  what  the  feelings  of 
Sir  John  Pahington 


naval  officers  were,  and  fortunate  it  was 
that  ho  was  driven  from  ofiice  before  he 
could  bring  forward  his  nefarious  system 
of  retirement.  It  was,  no  doubt,  true  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  obtained  the  assent 
of  a  number  of  officers  to  his  plan,  but  the 
probability  was  that  those  officers  were 
young  men  who  would  profit  by  the  change; 
at  all  events  he  could  state  with  certainty 
that  the  plan  was  disapproved  by  the  senior 
officers.  His  own  first  naval  Lord  disap- 
proved of  it.  The  first  civil  Lord  might 
have  approved  of  it,  but  he  knew  nothing 
about  it.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
not  told  the  House  all.  In  addition  to  the 
other  objectionahle  features  of  his  scheme, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  actually  wanted  to 
take  into  his  own  hands,  with  the  view  of 
increasing  the  patronage  at  his  disposal, 
the  haul-down  vacancies  belonging  to  flag 
officers,  as  well  as  those  special  vacancies 
which  were  given  to  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty  for  the  purpose  of  rewarding  officers 
for  distinguished  services.  It  was  quite 
true  that  various  Boards  had  made  retire- 
ments. That  was  quite  right;  for  it  brought 
forward  a  sufficient  number  of  young  officers, 
and  at  the  present  moment  there  were  more 
young  Admirals  in  the  service  than  there 
were  during  the  war.  But  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  went  much  further, 
and  he  could  only  say  that  ho  hoped  the 
present  First  Lord  would  find  something 
bettor  to  do  than  going  out  of  his  way  to 
hurt  the  feelings  of  old  officers,  and  that 
the  House  of  Commons  would  not  vote  a 
single  shilling  except  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  old  commanders  and  lieutenants 
who  had  not  sufficient  interest  to  make 
their  way  in  the  service. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  afforded  an  additional  exemplifica- 
tion of  the  inconvenience  of  discussing  a 
plan  the  details  of  which  were  not  hefore 
the  House.  Not  one  of  these  observations 
applied  to  the  plan  as  it  at  present  stood. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  complained 
of  the  cruelty  of  compelling  old  and  dis* 
tinguished  officers  to  retire.  Perhaps  the 
House  would  be  surprised  to  hear  that  his 
(Sir  John  Pakington  s)  plan  did  not  oompel 
any  flag-officer  to  retire.  It  applied  to 
officers  in  junior  ranks,  but  it  did  not  de* 
prive  any  flag-officer  of  any  privilege  that 
he  now  possessed. 

Sm  CHARLES  NAPIER  said,  he  did 
not  know  how  the  plan  stood  now :  his 
observations  applied  to  the  plan  as  it  stood 
when  he  had  oognizanoe  of  it. 
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Sib  CHARLES  WOOD  agreed  in 
thinking  it  very  inconveDicnt  tlmt  a  plan 
which  was  not  before  the  House  should 
form  the  subject  of  discussion.  He 
thought,  however,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had 
Tery  considerably  understated  the  effect 
of  the  plan  of  retirement  proposed  in 
the  "  confidential  "  document.  He  should 
certahily  disapprove  of  any  plan  by  which 
compulsory  retirement  at  the  ago  of  sixty 
jears  would  be  enforced.  If  such  a  re- 
gulation had  been  in  force,  the  country 
would  have  been  deprived  of  the  eminent 
aervices  of  the  late  Lord  Lyons.  There 
bad  certainly  been  a  difficulty  wit'i  regard 
to  the  tardy  promotion  of  post  captains  to 
the  higher  rank ;  Lord  Lyons  himself  had 
continued  for  thirty-six  years  in  the  rank 
of  post  captain,  and  he  doubted  not  that 
there  were  other  distinguished  officers  who 
had  the  same  story  to  tell.  But  regula- 
tions had  been  adopted  to  meet  this  ad- 
mitted evil  shortlv  before  he  himself  had 
quitted  the  Admiralty,  and  the  beneficial 
effects  of  these,  by  which  captains  would 
become  admirals,  generally  speaking,  in 
less  than  twenty  years,  were  only  now 
beginning  to  be  felt.  He  could  not  there- 
fore agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  spoke  of  the  utter  stagnation  of 
the  service  as  regarded  promotion  ;  and 
he  believed  that  since  Lord  Howe's  time 
there  had  never  been,  comparatively  speak- 
ing, so  many  young  admirals  in  the  ser- 
vice as  at  present.  At  the  period  when  he 
succeeded  to  the  office  of  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  there  were  onlv  nine  admirals 
under  sixty  years  of  age,  and  from  a  Re- 
turn which  he  held  in  his  hand  there  were 
now  upwards  of  thirty  under  that  age  upon 
the  active  list.  This  was  certainly  effect- 
ed by  tiie  system  of  retirement  to  which 
he  had  alluded.  He  certainly  did  not 
believe  that  retirement  by  age  would  be 
an  improvement  of  the  present  system. 
He  thought  every  one  would  admit  that 
Lord  Lyons  was  one  of  the  most  efficient 
officers  we  had  had  for  many  years,  and 
yet  Lord  Lyons  would  have  been  disquali- 
fied years  ago  if  retirement  at  the  age  of 
sixty  had  been  compulsory,  for  Lord  Lyons, 
he  believed,  was  seventy  when  he  died. 
[Admiral  Walcott  :  Sixty-eight.]  He 
did  not  say  that  every  man  above  or  below 
sixty  would  bo  able  to  command  a  fleet, 
but  he  thought  it  would  be  a  great  mistake 
to  debar  themselves  of  the  services  of  such 
a  man  as  Lord  Lyons  because  he  was  above 
sixty  years  of  age.     He  said  this  without 


any  reference  to  the  plan  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  number  of  superior 
officers  being  much  less  than  those  of  the 
inferior  officers,  it  was  impossible  to  hope 
that  by  any  plan  of  retirement  promotion 
could  bo  given  to  all  the  inferior  officers. 
Suppose  that  1,200  lieutenants  to  be  the 
number  on  the  list,  and  that  there  were 
350  captains  and  450  commanders,  it  was 
obviously  impossible  that  the  whole  num- 
ber of  lieutenants  could  be  promoted  to 
commanders.  He  was  not  in  possession  of 
the  exact  proportion  of  the  commanders, 
but  he  was  aware  that  the  actual  num- 
ber exceeded  the  authorized  limit;  thereby 
showing  that  promotion  to  that  rank  had 
gone  on  more  rapidly  than  in  any  other, 
and  consequently  the  delay  was  not,  as 
was  supposed,  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant. 
By  increasing  the  retired  list  they  remov- 
ed oflicers  who  had  attained  an  age  which 
rendered  it  almost  impossible  for  them  to 
serve,  and  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the 
country  that  the  list  of  officers  in  the 
lower  rank  should  bo  relieved  of  such  as 
are  incapable  of  serving  in  that  rank. 
He  tliought  that  the  present  rules  of  re- 
tirement had  answered,  to  a  great  extent, 
the  ])iirpose  for  which  they  were  instituted. 
No  scheme  that  could  be  invented  would 
be  agreeable  to  all  classes  of  persons. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  said,  if  the  country 
and  the  House  would  only  exercise  a  little 
patio fice  these  grey-headed  officers  would 
soon  disappear  from  the  reach  of  their 
bounty,  or  the  hearing  of  their  regrets ; 
the  broken  spirit  and  the  wounded  heart 
will  be  beyond  recall.  The  House  had  not, 
however,  been  made  acquainted  with  the 
circumstance  under  which  the  large  list 
had  been  produced.  It  owed  its  origin  to 
the  war,  which  lasted  from  1792  to  1815, 
during  which  we  had  at  one  time  nigh 
1,000  pendants  flying.  There  were  at  the 
same  time  no  less  than  147,000  seamen 
and  marines  in  the  service — wo  were  at 
war  with  almost  the  whole  world.  Russia, 
Denmark,  Holland,  France,  Spain,  Turkey 
and  lastly  the  United  States  of  America  ; 
and  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  have 
fleets  blockading  the  ports  of  the  enemy, 
and  protecting  the  commerce  of  the  coun- 
try. The  number  of  officers  was  conse- 
quently  very  largo,  and  that  was  the  cause, 
as  he  had  always  said,  of  the  number  of 
officers  on  those  lists.  If  an  actuary  were 
applied  to,  he  would  tell  them  that  officers 
of  the  navy  did  not  live  longer  than  other 
men^  but  the  more  favourable  state  of  the 
public  health  of  late  years  accounted  for 
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the  average  uf  life  being  greater.  All  the 
lists,  whether  of  admirals,  captains,  coqi- 
manders,  or  lieutenants,  were  crowded 
with  old  men,  and  they  had  only  to  exer- 
cise the  little  patience  he  had  entreated  of 
the  House  and  they  would  see  them  thinned 
by  the  natural  effect  of  time.  In  regard  to 
the  sum  required  it  was  a  debt  of  honour, 
the  fulfilment  of  an  ancient  and  just  en- 
gagement, upon  the  part  of  the  country; 
these  officers  demanded  only  this  moderate 
requital  in  their  age  and  compulsory  retire- 
ment for  activity,  energy,  and  fidelity,  the 
aggregate  of  which  ennobles  the  national 
history.  Since  1815,  appointments,  pro- 
motions, and  recommendations  for  marks 
of  honour  at  the  hand  of  the  Sovereign  had 
gone,  in  very  many  instances,  by  favour. 
Every  First  Lord  had  his  own  friends  to 
provide  for,  and  then  he  probably  took  the 
advice  of  the  First  Naval  Lord,  who  knew 
certain  officers  with  whom  he  had  served, 
and  naturally  recommended  them.  It  was 
impossiblo  there  could  bo  any  confidence 
in  the  scryice  until  the  colleagues  of  the 
First  Lord  were  made  responsible  with  him 
for  appointments,  promotions  and  rewards. 
During  forty  years  of  peace  the  proportion 
of  captains  employed  was  80  out  of  600, 
and  few  therefore  could  rise  to  the  rank  of 
admiral  on  tho  active  list  without  friends 
at  the  Admiralt}'.  In  peace  a  captain 
must  have  been  six  years,  and  in  war  four 
years,  in  command  of  a  post  ship,  before 
he  was  entitled  to  rise  to  the  rank  of 
admiral  on  the  active  list — consequently, 
if  he  were  not  employed  this  list  was  barred 
to  him  ;  if  he  had  no  interest  he  could  not 
get  employed.  There  were  ninety-nine 
admirals  on  the  active  list.  They  had 
more  young  admirals  than  they  could  em- 
ploy or  did  employ.  If  an  officer  could 
not  reach  the  car  of  the  First  Lord  he  re- 
mained without  employment,  and  was  put 
upon  the  reserved  list.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  was  displaced  when  he  had  a 
fair  right  and  title  to  be  employed.  He 
never  could  obtain  employment  sedulously 
as  he  had  applied  for  it.  Captains  who 
had  been  six,  nine,  and  ten  years  afloat 
were  able  to  get  ships,  while  other  cap- 
tains could  not  serve  the  time  necessary  to 
keep  on  the  active  list.  When  the  ex- 
perienced captains  died  the  country  lost 
their  services,  and  in  addition  the  advant- 
age of  the  survivors  having  shared  the  ex* 
periencc.  Until  some  great  consideration 
was  shown  for  merit  the  evil  must  coiUinuo. 
If  it  were  known  that  the  only  road  to  em- 
ployment, promotion,  and  recommendation 
Admiral  WalcoU 


for  marks  of  honour  at  tho  hands  of  the 
Sovereign  was  by  zeal,  energy,  and  gallant 
good  conduct,  tlicro  would  bo  a  very  dif- 
ferent feeling  in  the  service — officers  who 
had  no  influence  saw  First  Lord  after  First 
Lord  succeed  to  office,  and  just  when  they 
expected  that  the  First  Lord  had  provided 
fur  his  friends  and  could  give  encourage- 
ment to  merit,  a  change  came,  and  with 
the  change  disappointment.  They  had 
rolled  the  stone  up  hill  with  the  greateft 
difficulty  when  it  fell  and  crushed  thenit 
and  they  had  to  begin  over  and  over  again. 
That  was  his  case  for  thirty  years,  and 
hundreds  of  others  who  had  spared  no 
effort  to  get  employment  never  could  got  a 
command.  His  heart  had  been  almost 
broken,  and  he  had  been  thrust  upon  tho 
reserved  list  when  he  had  energy  and 
ability  to  have  done  his  country  some  ser- 
vice. Officers  who  had  not  used  every 
efl\)rt  to  get  employment  were  unworthy  of 
the  profession,  and  should  be  thrust  aside; 
but  those  who  offered  for  any  command 
and  any  station  were  entitled  to  some  oott- 
sideration. '  He  was  glad  that  the  Admi- 
ral ty  had  given  some  advantages  to  chap- 
lains and  surgeons,  but  the  same  wm 
equally  due  to  masters  and  licutenanta. 
He  suggested  that  to  those  lieutenants  no 
longer  available  for  active  employment,  tho 
rank  of  commander  and  some  small  peen* 
niary  consideration,  probably  an  increase 
of  a  shilling  a  day,  would  remove  discontent 
and  afford  encouragement  to  young  officert 
who  were  just  entering  the  navy. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  that  bo 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Meniber  in  tho  propriety  of  encoaragin|^ 
good  and  efficient  men.  In  the  year  1848 
tho  average  age  of  those  officers  whose 
names  stood  upon  the  admirals'  list  irao 
seventy,  and  that  there  were  only  six  of 
them  whoso  age  was  under  sixty,  while 
there  were  at  the  present  moment  thirty* 
one  admirals  who  were  below  that  ago. 
The  complaint  now  was  that  we  had 
too  many  young  admirals  rather  than  too 
many  old  ones  on  the  list.  The  conab* 
quence  of  the  state  of  things  which  for* 
merly  prevailed  was  that  when  he,  being 
then  at  tho  head  of  the  Admiralty,  eom* 
municatcd  with  two  gallant  admirals,  with 
the  view  of  sending  thom  out  to  take  com* 
niand  of  the  East  Indies,  the  answer  bo 
received  was  that  they  were  too  old  to 
perform  the  service  which  was  required  at 
their  hands,  and  he  was  eventually  obliged 
to  appoint  an  officer  to  the  command  whoso 
ago  was  Boventy-two  years.     There  were- 
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at  tho  period  to  which  ho  referred,  about 
100  officers  in  the  coptaius'  list  who  were 
incapable  of  service,  and  on  that  of  the 
lieotenants',  which  embraced  2,300  names, 
about  1,000  in  a  similar  position.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  found  it  impossible 
to  leave  matters  as  they  were,  and  ho 
therefore  introduced  a  measure  which,  in 
eoDJUDCtion  with  other  measures  in  the 
same  direction  by  which  it  was  followed, 
brought  about  tho  present  efficient  state  of 
the  Navy  list.  There  were  on  the  list 
many  gallant  officers  who  were  able  and 
would  be  delighted  to  serve,  and  who  would 
feel  tlieir  removal  from  the  active  list  as 
one  of  tho  greatest  calamities  that  could 
befall  them.  The  question  of  the  ago  of 
naval  officers  was  ono  which  had  been  over 
and  over  again  taken  into  consideration  at 
the  Admiralty  ;  but,  however  well  any 
scheme  for  dealing  with  it  might  look  upon 
paper,  to  strike  distingtiished  and  historic 
names,  such,  for  instance,  as  that  of  tho 
hoo.  and  gallant  Member  for  Southwark, 
off  tho  list  was  by  no  means  a  pleasant  task 
for  a  first  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  dis- 
charge. With  regard  to  the  cumplainta 
which  were  made  by  those  officers  who 
occupied  the  lower  ranks  in  the  service,  he 
could  only  say  that  it  was  impossible  to 
make  every  lieutenant  an  admiral — there 
must  always  bo  more  subordinates  than 
chiefs — and,  in  his  opinion,  the  best  mode 
of  doaHng  with  them  would  be  to  open  a 
door  which  would  admit  of  their  retirement 
from  tho  service  with  honour  and  satisfac- 
tion to  themselves.  To  deal  with  the 
lower  grades  in  a  liberal  spirit  would,  be 
believed,  be  the  truest  economy.  So  far  as 
the  question  of  promotion  was  concerned 
he  thought  that,  instead  of  promotion  hav- 
ing been  slow,  there  had  been  a  consider- 
able flow  of  it  for  the  last  few  years. 

Sir  JAMES  ELPIIINSTONE  said,  it 
would  bo  found  on  looking  at  the  matter 
from  a  practical  point  of  view  that  the 
number  of  junior  officers  was  too  small 
for  the  service.  How  was  that  difficulty 
best  to  be  got  over  ?  Tho  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Lindsay)  hud  recom- 
mended that  tho  officers  of  the  superior 
class  of  merchants'  ships  should  be  made 
available  for  the  navy  ;  but  he  should  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  it  would  not  bo 
easy  to  secure  tho  services  of  such  men. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  not,  when  ho 
was  in  the  East  India  Company's  service, 
have  thought  of  entering  the  navy,  in- 
asmuch as  tho  former  service  was  much 
preferable  on  tho  score  of  pay,  and  in  con 


sequence  of  the  rapidity  with  which  pro- 
motion might  be  obtained.  Those  who 
served  in  the  superior  classes  of  merchant 
vcspcls  were  generally  the  sons  of  mer- 
cantile men  who  had  the  prospect  before 
theai  of  becoming  partners  in  some  mer- 
cantile house,  or  of  settling  down  com- 
fortably in  some  other  capacity,  and  it  was 
not  therefore  probable  that  many  would  be 
lured  into  the  navy  from  that  service.  As 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  officers  in  the 
lower  ranks  of  the  navy  might  be  provided 
for,  ho  could  only  say  that  in  his  opinion 
the  best  mode  of  dealing  with  them  would 
be  either  to  raise  them  to  the  rank  of  com- 
manders or  buy  them  out,  as  had  been 
done  in  tho  East  India  Company's  service, 
in  which  a  man  on  leaving  the  service  re- 
ceived a  certain  sum  of  money  according 
to  tho  rank  which  ho  filled,  and  a  small 
premium.  If  a  similar  practice  were  to  bo 
adopted  in  the  navy  the  lieutenant's  list 
would  soon  be  cleared.  lie  might  add 
that  when  a  man  had  served  as  a  midship- 
man for  eight  or  nine  years,  and  afterwards 
a  lieutenant  for  thirteen  or  fourteen  years, 
making  in  all  a  period  of  from  twenty-one 
to  twenty-three  years'  service,  ho  generally 
became,  owing  to  the  wear  and  tear  of  con- 
stitution to  which  ho  wus  subjected,  prac- 
tically unfitted  for  duty  as  a  quarter  deck 
officer.  What,  then,  under  these  circum- 
stances, was  to  be  done  with  him  ?  lie 
could  not  bo  made  an  admiral  ;  but  theu 
he  might  have  conferred  upon  him  tho 
privilege  of  writing  Captain  So-and-So  on 
his  door,  together  with  a  small  addition  to 
his  pay  if  he  remained  in  the  service,  and 
by  that  means  the  list  might  be  cleared. 
There  was  at  tho  present  moment  in  tho 
navy  a  large  number  of  officers  who  were 
discontented,  because  they  saw,  as  it  were, 
no  daylight  before  them,  and  because  their 
youth  had  passed  away,  leaving  them  to 
spend  the  rest  of  their  days  in  the  en- 
deavour to  live  on  a  pittance  which  was  a 
disgrace  to  the  country.  He  might  also 
observe  that  tho  navy,  instead  of  being  a 
cheap  was  in  fact  an  expensive  profession, 
and  consequently  it  was  only  right  that  an 
officer  in  his  old  age  should  be  entitled  to 
receive  something  from  his  country  for  his 
past  service.  As  to  the  admiral's  list,  ho 
did  not  think  it  much  mattered  how  many 
names  stood  upon  it,  as  long  as  there  was 
a  power  of  selection. 

Mr.  LYGON  wished  to  remove  a  mit- 
conception  which  appeared  in  tho  speeches 
of  tho  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Christ* 
church  (Admiral  Walcott),  and  tho  righi 
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hciT.  l^jirvnot  the  Member  fcr  PortBi..outh 
<S  :  F.  Barinji),  in  regard  to  the  sc'icme 
rliiii  ':  Ad  been  incidentally  alluded  to  in 
II ;  TTV*oni  discu8:*ion.  There  was  i:o  at- 
i;>r.-.T-:  inado  under  that  scheme  to  rrush 
i.r>c  :f<-*Mng5  and  hrenk  the  hearts  of  r.ny  of 
zhc  reliant  men  of  the  profession.  The 
hem.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  quite 
UL'ier  a  misconception  on  that  point. 
7il  intention  of  the  scheme  was  to  se- 
cere  to  ererv  officer  his  fair  chance  of  pro- 
jz>M'>&n  without  hurting  the  feelings  of  any 

A:ki2al  DUNCOMBE  said,  it  had  been 
rurreiiiT  stated  that  the  officers  who  wore 
C!Enifi;L*:ei   br  the  late  First  Lord  in  this 

m 

lubiifr,  one  and  all  disapproved  of  the 
Bri.eaie-.  Surelv,  if  such  men  as  Lord 
I'L'jG'.'iiLi.  .Sir  George  Seymour,  and 
diiifir'  dlMPT'rovcd  of  the  scheme,  it  could 
ud:  \*t  hL'.i  I'j  hear  the  construction  just 
vui  i:;i:>i;  ':  :t  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
iLfiiLiie!  fw  Tfc^ktsbury  (Mr.  Lygon). 

AiiiiLti  WALCOTT  declared,  that  to 
ueptm  c>ji  cSccrE  was  not  calculated  to 
tiiiiv.iurirrf^  \he  present  or  provide  for  the 
Tururf.  &,Ld  i:jat  the  scheme  of  the  late 
Fi'iii  Li»vi  'A  liiC  Admit ahy  had  given  in- 
£l  *.i  T'hin  vj  many  old  and  gallant  officers 
▼M  IT  ere  v.b  pride  and  ornament  of  the 
usTi.  kid  wLom  ercry  young  officer  might 
julc  1.T'  1'^  Ki  an  example.  The  hon.  jMem- 
\*vr  f:r  Tewiesbury,  and  the  late  First 
Liiri  of  iLe  Aasi'.raliv,  had  no  fair  know- 
j&dr£^  of  i^e  pr^fes^ion,  or  they  would  not 
7L  isteDi5:'n  have  adopted  any  such  system. 
Ith^  J:  was  they  had  denied  by  their 
speeches  any  such  infliction,  but,  neverthe- 
less. I'T  some  unfortunate  misunderstand- 


COMBE  said,  ho  was  prcseut  uli  liirinjr^ 
the  discussion.]  The  gallant  Adiuirh'  iiu 
stated  that  which  he  ^Sir  J.  I'likinfTos 
could  understand  if  he  were  sla  :ii  iii 
liou^e  at  the  beginning  of  the  discussion; 
but  ho  certainly  could  not  nnderBiand  lis 
observations  when  he  said  that  he  Lbd 
been  listening  to  the  debate  tLronpLEnzt, 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  aaid,  ibfei 
all  the  officers  in  his  (Sir  J.  Fakington's: 
confidence  disapproved  of  the  pl&n.  J^cv, 
his  gallant  Friend,  if  he  were  preMoit. 
must  have  heard  him  state  that  be  tbongln 
it  his  duty  to  consult  a  great  zitimber  of 
officers  in  the  navy  as  to  his  scheme  -with- 
out any  knowledge  of  tbdr  prerious  bias. 
and  that  an  overwhelming  zuajuntr  L&d 
given  a  cordial  assent  to  his  propos:  inx). 

Admiral  DUNCOMBE  had  referred  to 
the  old  flag  officers,  all  of  whom  c<l»jeeted 
to  it. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  he 
had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  J.  Pakington)  to  say,  on  the  anb)eei 
of  the  present  rate  of  proxiiution,  that  he 
had  only  during  one  year  the  opportaniir 
of  promoting  two  commanders  to  be  cap- 
tains, and  live  lieutenants  to  be  eom- 
mandcrs.  It  was  therefore,  but  fair,  that 
he  (Lord  C.  Paget)  should  state  what  the 
promotions  in  the  year  were  during  the  jear 
i  858 ;  when  the  right  hon.Gentlemui  was  in 
office,  there  were  nine  admirals  made  from 
captains,  twentj-two  captains  made  from 
commanders,  sixty-two  commanden  made 
from  lieutenants,  and  fiftv-one  lieDteoBnts 
made  from  mates.  He  (Lord  C.  Pafct) 
did  not  say  that  eren  that  was  anfficMot 
promotion,  bat  it  made  up  a  Terj  dUffsrent 
figure  from  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


ing,  it  had  been  created,  and  the  late  First 

Lord  XDust  have  l*een   sensible   this  had  ;  tieman  put  before  the  Committee. 

Ifcen   TTL-^auted.   because   he  admitted  he!      Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  had,  in 

had  TD{idiL?id  Lis  fli-st  proposition.     Naval  .  previous    observations   referred   to   Board 

offic«!-s  ib:>a^a  l»e  encouraged  to  improve    promotions   only,  and  not    to  pTomotioDS 

liiemsel res  ir:  the T&rio us  branches  of  their    from  the    retired   list;    and    be  TOpoatcd 

profe&»i on.  sTid  tbey  s.iC'UJ.i  !»:•  made  t^  feel    that  in  the   first  twelve  months  that  he 

tkmi  this  was  ibe  oniy  roaJ  lo  enjj'ioyxueDt,    was  at  the  Amiralty,   he  had  onlj 

T.0  prom C'l ion.  and   b:»zj:>ur&.     In  the  c.is>e    two  commanders  and  five  lienteaan' 

of  ibe  rnnnery  offioert,  however,  no  such 

enoonrar'emcDt    ^as    held    oui.    aud    he 

tbrinrht  their  case  was  reaiiv  deserrini:  of 

eonsideratinn. 

Sm  JOHN  TAKINGTON  said,  the  ob- 
MTvaxions  of  ihe  hon.  and  p;liant  Admiral 
(Admiral  Duncombei.  showed  ihc  enreine 
inoonvenienee  of  cliBcuBsiLp  n  xsaiier  t:.n: 
in»  not  ncrnaiiv  hcfiire  iiic*  Honstc.  Tri'Vi-^. 
what  hnci  faliun  from  the-  hon  ltiu  iraiian  0:> 
r,  h  was  evidout  thai  he  did  not  hear  ibe 
ling  of  tlif  disrussiun.  [Admiral  I'ry 


Vote  ajTTAf  t-\  as  were  ah 

i2  )    £24o,957,   liiHurr  Penwm  and 

Allowances. 

^"^ ^  £>3.416.  Civil  Pefisioni  and  Al- 
Joranres. 

.4.     £i:yCHM,  Freight  of  Shipa. 
:•»  £7«»4.0(»S,  Parhet  Ser^ee. 

Mn.  LINDSAY  s&id,  he  wished  todinet 
I' t  i.uon:i.iTi  of  ihe  Committee  to  the  scale 
o:  T>;i}ir>erti  of  »04kmen  in  the  navy.  He 
r-;.;.].:  br  iho  laft  to  oppose  mmeeeBsariij 
any  inoroase  of  that  {laj,  fer  he  had  fceee 
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a  sailor  himself ;  but  he  asked  if  that  in- 
ereased  pay — and  a  bounty  was  only  in- 
creased pay  in  another  form — was  neces- 
sary, and,  if  so,  would  it  effect  the  object 
in  view  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  First  Lord,  in  a  time  of  peace,  but 
taking  alarm  at  mmours  which  had  not  the 
slightest  foundation,  thought  it  necessary 
to  hurry  on  the  work  of  manning  the  navy. 
It  was  extraordinary  that,  while  the  pay  of 
the  seaman  and  his  position  in  the  navy 
were  better  than  in  the  merchant  service, 
while  his  work  was  less  severe,  and  that  he 
was  not  only  provided  for  in  sickness,  but 
in  old  age — when  we  wanted  men  to  enter 
the  navy  they  could  not  be  got.  There 
must  be  something  wrong  to  account  for 
soeh  a  state  of  things.  Excessive  drill 
was  alleged  to  be  one  reason,  and  flogging 
another.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Lambeth  had  told  them  that  no  less 
than  2,100  lashes  had  been  inflicted  in  one 
Qneen's  ship  in  a  single  year.  What  a 
degrading  position  it  was  to  strip  a  man 
and  flog  him  before  his  shipmates,  and  that 
not  after  any  trial,  but  from  the  mere  im- 
pulse of  the  moment!  It  was  so  de- 
grading that  it  was  enough  to  deter  men 
from  entering  the  service.  He  (Mr.  Lind- 
say) did  not  advocate  the  doing  away 
with  corpora]  punishment  ;  it  might  be 
necessary ;  but  let  a  man,  before  being 
punished,  be  tried  by  a  court-martial  com- 
posed of  his  officers,  under  the  presidency 
of  the  Captain,  and  then  if  he  was  held  to 
have  deserved  punishment  let  it  be  inflicted 
under  the  authority  of  that  tribunal.  He 
had  heard  also  of  excessive  drill.  A  re- 
moval of  these  causes  of  complaint  might 
induce  seamen  to  enter  the  navy ;  but  the 
bounty  of  £10,  while  it  increased  the  pay 
of  the  Royal  Navy,  ended  with  increasing 
the  pay  of  the  merchant  service  from  :t2 
10<.  to  £3  10<.  per  month  ;  and  yet,  after 
•addling  an  important  and  depressed  in- 
terest with  a  heavy' additional  burden,  the 
bounty  did  not  effect  the  object  that  the 
Government  had  in  view.  The  shipping 
interest  of  this  country  were  running  a 
great  ocean  race  with  all  the  countries  in 
the  world,  and  anything  that  raised  the 
rate  of  wages  paid  in  British  ships  made 
the  shipowner  less  able  to  run  the  race 
prescribed  for  him  by  the  law.  The  £10 
bounty  created  dissatisfaction  among  the 
old  hands  serving  in  the  navy.  The  sea- 
men asked  why  they  should  not  get  £10, 
as  well  as  the  men  of  the  merchant  service. 
Well,  tho  Government  now  proposed  to 
vote   £5  to   able  seamen.     Would   that 


satisfy  them  ?  They  would  say  that  if  it 
were  just  to  give  them  £5  it  was  equally 
just  to  give  them  £10.  Ho  had  no  doubt 
it  would  be  necessary  to  vote  another 
£100,000,  and  still  the  Government  would 
not  be  able  to  gain  their  object.  He  cer- 
tainly thought  the  offer  of  a  £10  bounty  a 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  he 
had  always  understood  that  it  was  the  cus- 
tom of  the  House  to  allow  the  mover  of  a 
Vote  an  opportunity  of  explaining  it ;  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  anxious  to 
speak  that  he  had  debarred  him  from  that 
chance.  Ho  was  now  enabled  to  give  an 
explanation  of  this  Vote,  which  he  was 
unable  to  do  on  Friday.  At  that  time  the 
Order  in  Council  was  not  issued,  and  he 
preferred  to  wait  until  he  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  propose  this  Estimate.  He  wished 
to  repeat  the  opinion  he  had  before  ex- 
pressed, that  nothing  but  the  most  urgent 
necessity  could  justify  a  recourse  to  boun- 
ties, especially  to  bounties  of  so  large  an 
amount  as  that  lately  offered.  A  system 
of  bounties  might  be  compared  to  those 
opium  draughts  which  were  common  in 
Eastern  countries :  each  dose  must  be 
stronger  than  the  former.  In  like  manner, 
if  our  seamen  were  taught  to  expect  that 
at  the  least  cloud  in  the  west,  or  approach 
to  a  political  difficulty,  a  bounty  would  be 
offered,  the  Admiralty  would  never  be  able 
to  get  a  seaman  without  a  bounty.  The 
wisdom  of  giving  a  bounty  ought  therefore 
to  be  very  carefully  considered  by  any  Go* 
vernment  before  they  proposed  it,  and  the 
bounty  ought  never,  in  his  opinion,  to  be 
adopted  without  the  sanction  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Tho  bounty  offered  by  the 
late  Government  had  certainly  rapidly  in- 
creased our  force  of  seamen.  But  another 
question  then  arose.  The  Government  had 
to  consider  the  position  of  those  seamen  who 
had  been  serving  their  country  faithfully, 
who  had  learnt  in  the  Royal  Navy  the 
whole  of  the  duties  of  a  seaman,  and  who 
had  come  to  be  efficient  men-of-war*s-men. 
Now  extending  a  portion  of  this  gratuity 
to  men  who  had  five  years  to  serve  or  who 
were  willing  to  continue  in  the  service  five 
years  longer  was  a  step  he  was  perfectly 
prepared  to  defend.  The  gratuity  proposed 
to  be  given  to  each  such  man  was  £5, 
or  one  half  the  bounty  offered  by  the  late 
Board  to  new  entries.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  those  men  had  any  claim  to 
nny  gratuity  whatever  ;  but  he  wished  to 
bring  this  matter  home  to  his  right  hon. 
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Friend  (Sir  John  Pakington)  as  a  personal 
question.  He  would  suppose  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  himself  were  captains  of 
line-of-battle  ships,  and  that  instead  of  a 
Bcaroitj  of  seamen  there  was  a  scarcity  of 
captains  of  linc-of-battle  ships.  That  had 
happened  before,  not  in  the  English,  but  in 
the  French  service,  for  in  Franco  during 
the  Revolution  the  captains  of  merchant- 
men were  taken  out  of  their  ships  and  put 
in  command  of  men-of-war.  They  wore 
the  uniform  and  enjoyed  all  the  privileges 
of  captains  of  men-of-war.  Now,  suppose 
that  some  respectable  merchant  captain, 
who  was  a  very  good  seaman,  but  utterly 
unacquainted  with  the  duties  of  captain  of  a 
man-of-war,  were  put  upon  an  equality  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  and  himself.  That 
would  be  unsatisfactory  ;  but  what  would 
bis  right  hon.  Friend  and  himself  say  if 
this  captain  of  a  merchantman  had  given 
to  him  a  large  sum  of  money  in  hand  be- 
yond what  they  had  received?  If  he  ob- 
tained his  epaulettes,  sword,  cocked  hat, 
and  all  the  paraphcrnalift  of  rank,  and  all 
the  furniture  of  his  cabin  ?  Would  his 
right  hon.  Friend  and  himself  be  satisfied 
that  men,  uneducated  in  the  service,  should 
thus  come  among  them,  with  vast  advan- 
tages over  them  in  the  shape  of  the  re- 
wards given  to  the  new-comers  for  becom- 
ing captains  in  the  navy  ?  lie  thought 
they  would  not  like  it  at  all.  But  that  was 
precisely  the  case  of  the  seamen  of  the 
Royal  Navy  at  the  present  moment.  The 
bounty  of  £10  was  nearly  half  a  year*s 
pay.  Though  the  seamen  in  the  Royal 
Navy  had  no  legal  claim  to  any  parti- 
cipation in  the  bounty,  their  position 
was  such  that  the  Government  had  to 
consider  how  they  ought  to  be  treated. 
He  must  say  for  these  men  that,  so  far 
as  he  was  aware,  they  had  never  utter- 
ed a  word  of  complaint.  But  was  that 
a  reason  for  not  considering  their  claims  ? 
If  the  Goverimient  thought  they  had  a  just 
demand  for  some  consideration  justice  ought 
to  be  done  at  once  and  spontaneously,  and 
without  waiting  for  complaints.  He  thought 
it  was  best  that  the  seamen  already  in  the 
service  shouKI  have  no  cause  of  complaint. 
Although  one-half  of  the  bounty  was  to  be 
given  to  men  already  in  the  fleets  it  was 
upon  certain  conditions  that  a  man  who 
had  less  than  five  years  to  serve  should 
enter  for  an  extension  of  that  period  to  five 
years,  and  one  month  after  the  receipt  of 
the  Order  in  Council  ou  board  each  ship 
should  be  allowed  to  the  seamen  to  elect 
whether  they  would  accept  the  gratoity  or 
Lord  Clarence  Paget 


not  upon  those  terms.  Supposing  that 
those  conditions  were  accepted  by  a  majo- 
rity of  the  men,  we  should,  as  it  were,  have 
our  fleet  manned  for  live  years  to  come. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  submitted 
that  the  Government  was  justified,  upon 
grounds  of  public  policy  and  fair  consi- 
deration towards  the  men,  in  asking  the 
Committee  to  vote  this  sum  of  money. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  have  to  state  that  what  had  faUea 
from  the  noble  Lord  had  not  affected  in  the 
least  degree  the  opinion  he  had  expressed 
upon  a  former  evening.  Ho  had  heard 
nothing  which  he  could  call  a  reason  for 
the  extraordinary  course  proposed,  which 
was  a  deviation  from  all  precedent  in  the 
past,  and  establishing  an  embarrassing  and 
inconvenient  example  for  the  future.  He 
could  only  hope  that  by  the  immediate 
adoption  of  a  better  system  of  reserves  we 
might  escape  being  placed  in  tho  oritieal 
position  in  which  the  late  Government 
were  placed  when  they  were  compelled  to 
resort  to  the  system  of  a  bounty.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Lindsay) 
and  the  noble  Lord  had  both  touched  upon 
the  general  policy  of  a  bounty ;  but  that 
question  was  not  now  before  the  Commit- 
tee, and,  indeed,  it  was  settled  last  weck^ 
when  the  House  voted  the  sum  necessary 
for  that  bounty.  All  he  would  say  as  to 
the  general  policy  of  the  bounty  was*  that 
a  great  national  object  was  at  stakct  and 
that  object  had  been  accomplished  by  it. 
The  question  before  the  Committee  was  a 
different  one  —  whether,  because  Parlia* 
mcnt  had  voted  £31,000  to  get  seamen, 
it  was  right  to  spend  £100,000  more  m 
making  a  voluntary  gift  to  men  who  were 
already  in  the  navy.  He  thought  nothing 
could  justify  such  wanton  expenditure  but 
the  most  urgent  necessity.  If  any  com- 
plaints had  been  made,  if  there  had  bcea 
any  great  exhibition  of  dissatisfaction  in 
the  fleet,  that  might  have  been  an  exoose 
for  such  a  proposal,  but  nothing  of  th0 
kind  existed  upon  the  uoble  Lord's  own 
admission.  The  whole  case  of  the  Govern- 
ment turned  on  the  possibility  that  there 
might  be  dissatisfaction  amongst  thoto 
men.  He  had  said  the  other  evening  thai 
if  there  were  discontent  upon  that  ground* 
it  was  a  case  in  which  the  GovornmenI 
were  bound  for  high  reasons  of  high  policy 
to  take  a  bold  attitude  and  declare  the  de- 
mand unreasonable.  But,  to  the  honour 
of  t)ie  sailors  it  must  be  said,  they  mani- 
festly saw  the  unreasonableness  of  the  de- 
mand.    The  Committee  must  remember 
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what  had  been  done  for  those  men  rcccntlj. 
la  the  Supplementary  EstiDiates  they  were 
now  considering,  in  the  first  Vote,  were 
three  items  to  which  he  begged  to  call 
their  attention.  The  first  was  to  meet 
the  increase  of  extra  pay  allowed  to  sea- 
men  gunners,  £13,000;  the  next  was  to 
provide  for  good-conduct  pay  to  petty 
officers  for  badges  awarded  to  them  after 
promotion  to  that  rank,  £7,657  ;  and  the 
third  was  for  gratuitous  issues  of  bedding 
and  clothing  to  seamen  and  boys,  £38,000. 
Thoae  were  boons  just  granted  for  the  first 
time,  and  it  wns  unreasonable  that  a  bounty 
which  was  only  granted  upon  an  emergency 
to  induce  sailors  to  enter  the  Royal  Navy, 
who  would  otherwiFO  hnye  remained  in  the 
merchant  service,  should  be  extended  to  nil 
the  men  who  were  already  in  the  service. 
Considering  the  increased  pay  and  advant- 
ages enjoyed  by  men  engaged  for  continu- 
ous service,  there  never  was  a  moment 
when  there  was  less  excuse  for  dissatisfac- 
tion. Nothing  had  fallen  from  tlic  noble 
Lord  which  would  not  have  been  applicable 
to  the  three  former  occasions  upon  which 
boontics  had  been  granted,  and  which  were 
not  paid  to  men  already  serving.  At  some 
future  time,  notwithstanding  all  improve- 
ments, a  day  might  come  when  the  Go* 
Tcrnment  of  this  country  would  be  embar- 
rassed by  this  unreasonable  proposal  to 
throw  away  £100,000  just  now,  when,  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
probably  soon  tell  the  IIouso.  our  national 
finances  were  in  a  condition  in  which  it 
was  peculiarly  desirable  that  no  unneces- 
aary  public  expenditure  should  be  incurred. 
He  (Sir  John  Pakington)  believed  that 
there  was  no  amount  of  money  which  the 
Honse  would  not  vote  and  their  constituents 
aanciion  if  that  money  was  to  be  judiciously 
and  properly  expended  to  secure  our  na- 
tional defences.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  was  equally  persuaded  that  public  opin- 
ion ought  to  condemn  and  would  condemn 
any  gratuitous,  unnecessary  expenditure  of 
the  kind  now  proposed,  which  was  not  jus- 
tified by  past  precedent  nor  existing  facts, 
and  which  must  prove  most  embarrassing 
and  inconvenient  for  future  Administra- 
tions. Ilowever,  approval  of  the  proposal 
was  one  thing,  and  opposing  it  when  pro- 
posed was  another,  and  while  he  disap- 
proved of  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  believed  it  would  not  now  be  pos- 
aible  for  tlie  IIouso  to  refuse  its  sanction 
to  the  arrangement  into  which  they  had 
entered.  Such  a  refusal  would  indeed  be 
productive  of  discontent  in  tho  Royal  Navy 


where  two  months  ago  there  was  none. 
The  late  Government  attained  their  object, 
got  the  men  they  wanted,  and  there  was 
not  a  whisper  of  discontent  heard.  The 
noble  Lord  had  talked  about  the  policy  of 
treating  the  British  sailor  with  generosity ; 
and  so  ho  should  be:  but  the  fact  was  that 
never  was  tho  sailor  treated  with  so  much 
generosity  and  consideration  as  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Now,  for  some  motive  which 
he  could  not  understand,  and  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  certainly  not  explained,  he 
found  tho  Government  at  a  moment  of 
financial  difficulty  embarking  in  this  most 
unnecessary  expenditure.  Having  protest- 
ed against  it  on  these  grounds  of  public 
policy,  he  must  leave  the  Government  tho 
responsibility  of  the  course  they  had  adopt- 
ed, for  they  had  embarrassed  tho  question 
and  placed  it  on  a  totally  different  footing 
from  that  on  which  it  stood  before. 

Mu.  WHITBREAD  osked  the  House  to 
consider,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  tho 
present  Government  had  adopted  an  incon- 
venient precedent,  whether  it  was  not  tho 
late  Government  who  had  set  the  example 
of  inconvenient  precedents  by  giving  a 
bounty  to  seamen  on  enlisting  ?  Could 
any  one  hope  that  henceforward  men  would 
readily  engage  in  the  service  without  a 
similar  inducement  ?  Tho  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet referred  to  the  success  of  the  bounty 
in  obtaining  a  certain  number  of  men,  and 
said  that  a  great  national  object  was  to  be 
gained  by  it.  So  likewise  it  might  be  said 
of  the  recent  act  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, that  a  great  national  object  was  to 
be  gained  by  it  ;  and  he  thought  that  ob- 
ject would  be  accomplished  by  the  preven- 
tion of  any  discontent  arising  among  the 
seamen,  as  well  as  in  securing  the  services 
of  the  flower  of  the  fleet  for  many  years 
to  come.  Ho  believed,  notwithstanding 
what  had  fallen  from  an  hon.  Member, 
that  this  gratuity  would  satisfy  the  seamen, 
for  they  knew  that  they  had  no  legal  claim 
to  it,  and  they  would  bo  pleased  and  gra- 
tified by  having  it  offered  to  them  on  a 
principle  of  justice.  It  was  maintained  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that,  as  no  discon- 
tent had  been  heard  of  hitherto,  none  was 
ever  likely  to  arise,  even  if  this  gratuity 
had  not  been  offered  ;  but  discontent  did 
not  arise  in  a  moment.  The  men  whom 
this  question  affected  lived  not  like  other 
people  in  tho  midst  of  society  composed  of 
all  sorts  of  professions,  but  entirely  in  the 
company  of  persons  like  themselves.  All 
their  interests  and  feelings  ran  in  one  way; 
and  was  it  not  certain,  when  the  proprietj 


"(^  .'.^.f  - TVy-iry         r  ,\fyry3!  ffufw^ni.  1248 

•/  'o«  «i»  ',-,>'^.T-,m/.r,f  u»j  T-vn  1.  T'.i*  Its  FVst  Lord  of  the  Admiraltr  said 
Vr,rt/«  <r/^!.  «..  ,--*krr, -.;...  ^;,  •;.;ir.  \^tk,  ^^  ;iii,i  !ii?arrl  of  no  diacoDlent  among 
•-^T   *  w\'\\»\    sf  Tc/iv..' v-ri   ."  -l.-r-i  '  :.^     .ir.  :  tac  lie  ■  Sir  Cbfirles  Napier)  was 

fs-,  .. ^.y /....'.  .f.  -.,  -»/,r,/-.-.  ..  :r)#k«<)  !..,  --..  ::pr.  u  ?'>rtsmontb,  and  heard  loud  ex- 
!/<-'  -,-.-,',• 'i/.r,  •  .i-A  ,/».-,'..-t/.fi -I,.  I  .ir  i.p>  T-ps-shir^  >t'  iiscontent.  If  au  experienced 
tA^tf.'"\  •',•).!  .'.».  •■.-i,:<  !.af.  -.avr.^  c-Af:  iM;i.:r  lot  "lo  •▼racuitv  and  a  man  who  bad 
%  »i-/^j'i  "  ♦!»  'ii'^  '•■vin?  ■■•.  -I  e  ?oi:n-i7  :  .c  *tn^renee  equal  to  him  got  the  bounty 
rw'l  Z^*.  *•»'•  »'■■•*  .♦'  ♦.  imi  »:M  i*jt.irrr.:r.  1  if  il''.  "vaa  cbere  not  likely  to  be  dia- 
>/,  irA/^r,  ^/>  ♦,  ifr.  'MMirftir  it  r.is^tit  «.v:'.-  ;r:nter!r  r  Would  the  Hooae  like  to  aee 
\t's  mfltritAui/*'!  r'ri^t,  »y  *iiA,  4t.pr>  low  'aki^n  '.lie  icet  iyin^  at  3 pithead  in  the  present 
OiA  Ov/<xrnm^nn  iia/f  riof.  only  v^cnred  'o  ^rate  }f  Europe  without  hands  to  man  it? 
tbi4  f^Minf  ry  fl<^  ^^^r/icii^  of  *he  moAt  etfi-  Tlie  war  was  said  to  be  finished  ;  but  wss 
^|1nt  Wly  of  m^n  for  the  fleet  for  five  :t  really  dniahed?  In  the  present  position 
yt%hf%  \h  /"om/i.  K<it  ha^)  dl^o  inipreiifle<i  on  of  aiFaira  no  etifbrt  shonld  be  spared  to 
till  miri'U  of  rho^^.  ni<»n— ^ml  this  was  ^  place  tbe  countiy  in  a  state  of  safety. 
r«««nlf.  of  fnr  mor^  v.iImc  tlian  thri  money  it  There  was  not  a  man  in  that  House  or  s 
|irri«#ifit  A-vlc^'l  for  the  conviction  that  they  Peer  in  another  place  who  did  not  read  or 
wftrn  i\*^nX\\\{^  vrirh  a  y\^%  and  ^encro'is  hear  with  pleasure  the  speech  of  Lord  Lynd- 
Miiifitry.  hurst  the  other  erening  ;  he  should  like 

Hi  11  ^'IfAlCfiH^  VAFTKR  approved  of  to  aee  the  same  spirit  that  he  displayed 
Ihit  iMiiifity  whirh  had  br'.cn  given,  infismnch  exhibited  in  that  House.  Let  Gentlemen 
hN  it  hnd  ohlainr.rl  for  the  fleet  a  consider-  forget  for  a  time  that  they  had  constituents, 
iililfi  niiiiihor  of  men  ;  and  what  could  the';  and  let  them  boldly  approve  all  that  could 
tuiiiiilry  linvo  dono  without  them  ?  He  .  be  done  for  the  defence  of  the  eonntry,  lo 
wnuM  roiiiirid  I  ho  hon.  Oentleman  the  &fcm- ;  that  they  might  be  able  to  point  to  the 
hot-  fur  MiindnrUnd,  who  ko  much  diaap- '  British  fleet  and  say.  "  There  is  our  fleet, 
ptuviMl  iif  thn  hoiiiity,  that  ftomc  years  ago, ;  ready  to  do  all  that  it  ever  did  in  former 
wlioit  our  Ihw't  wnK  In  dnngef  from  the  days." 
niiporhit-ily    of  thn   Krencli   floct    in    the        Sir   JAMES   GRAHAM :    Sir,  I  am 


MiMlihittniiiMin,    wn  had  a  fleet   lying   at 
M)iilhoud  for  whirh  the  Admirnlty  could  not 

IMooiiro  noiniini.  Now  liy  means  of  the 
touulN.  >ut  hud  ){ot  (i.OnOoul  of  8/)00  men 
volod.  Wui  (lint  nothing?  The  iiohle 
liiMd  ntvid  (hut  nnioliomtionH  had  taken 
\\\W\^  in  (ho  norvioo.  llo  know  that  that 
^:i«  (ht«  OAiti\  hut  ho  did  not  (hank  the 
Admir<\ll\  t\*r  it.  hoonU)4o.  had  it  not  been 
f%xv  (ho  Mot  ion »  brought  forward  by  himsolf 
and  o(hor!i  nono  ofthofio  amoliorn(ions  would 
hA\«^  (.ikon  phuv.  Torporul  punishmont 
hAil  Kvn  allu  lod  (o  ;  but  ho  did  not  think 
<*\A<  O'o  uhM\  j;\'norrtllv  wrro  uvomo  to  it. 
A»  <*v\  Vn.'w  (ititt  iho  di'ioiplinoof  (ho  navy 
^s^\»  rol  Is*  o:^viiod  on  without  it.  llo 
i^'^xvM  *Ao»  bx»wotor,  (»*  *oo  (ho  moo  bivu^ht 
t.^  *  xVo;<i  '."AM;**  VoUmo  puui«hmout  xy;i»  in- 


very  unwilling  to  prolong  this  discussion, 
and  it  is  desirable  that  we  shonld  get 
through  the  Navy  Estimates  as  soon  as 
poflsible ;  but  like  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  have  for 
a  long  period  taken  a  deep  interest  in  the 
question  of  the  manning  of  the  navy,  and 
ail)  therefore  desirous  of  saying  a  very  few 
words.  I  will  not  discuss  questions  that 
aro  not  before  tho  Committee^-qoestioiis 
of  pcaco  or  war,  and  of  the  state  of  Eu- 
rope, tho  subject  of  corporal  punishment, 
and  other  topics  that  have  been  introduced. 
Tho  question  of  a  gratuity  consequent  on 
tho  bounty  that  has  been  granted  is  the 
inuttor  now  in  hand,  and  to  that  I  shtll 
u'ldross  a  few  obscrrations.  On  a  former 
ooortsion  I  01  pressed  at  some  length  my 


I  VAN*      Si/^*^vuiT^o  «o«M  jriNo  siivat  5;\.    dooidod  opinion  against  a  bounty  in  time 


r^-V.*/*'  ;,*  r*.o  'ivM  ooo.  AwA  wouM  not  do-  >  of  po.KV.  I  then  stated  my  objection  to 
**  v^  i"",*  *■  *o*j*^5*.o  o(  \^'W  M;ov  s'ju*  i»'t,r  it  in  dot.iil,  and  to  those  objections  I 
V,*"  i*'v  ,'%•  V*;o  K'.><  1  o5\\  ot'  t*;o   .Vvl-    sis' I  a.:  hero.     1  think  they  are  conelnsive 

;«: A- :i  St  cho  precedent  set  for  the  first  time 
Vv  tVx'  ■  ;:o  l\>ard  of  Admiralty  of  offering 
;  bo^^':r  :r»  i::r.o  of  peace.  I  think  that 
.  .  .\  ,*;:'-  :o  bo  tho  last  reaonrceofa 
s?  .•  *v  V  ■'  .'■:: !'  ;>o  U$t  extremity  of  war,  or 
**  .•  *  »*  ?  *  '  "ra  setitlr  pending,  and  1 
,.t  i:  .,•  :r;*  '►^  •  nr^crt  to  this  last  re- 
V.  \x  -s-r  ^  V:  r.oa^i  t«>  have  Mtabliah* 
liklA)^    v*v*v   f-*  Ns*!  V   \*  -^    uNv»f '      x^*  ^  7»-wv>ivr?;  r'lAi  wiD  mM  ittoordiiB- 
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in  manning  the  navy  in  future  in 
time  of  peace.  But  it  is  needless  to  argue 
that  question  at  any  length  on  this  occa- 
sion, because  the  bounty  has  received  the 
san^rtion  of  Parliament,  and  I  must  assume, 
therefore,  that  such  a  bounty  was  neces- 
sary. But  if  that  he  the  ease,  1  can  have 
no  doubt  whatever  with  respect  to  the 
Vote  now  before  the  House.  1  think  this 
ffratuity  is  the  inevitable  consequence  of 
ue  bounty  which  we  have  granted.  The 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  says,  there 
has  been  no  discontent  on  the  part  of  the 
men  now  serving  in  the  Royal  Navy. 
There  are  two  important  occasions  on 
which  a  bounty  has  been  offered  in  this 
eonntry.  One  of  these  was  in  1793,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  revolutionary 
war.  We  had  then  only  about  14,000 
seamen,  and  just  one-half  of  the  amount 
now  offered  in  time  of  peace  was  offered  as 
bonnty  by  the  Government.  The  effect 
was,  that  in  six  months  the  number  of 
men  rose  from  14,000  to  60,000.  The 
other  oceasion  was  in  1803,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  second  French  war.  A 
bounty  was  then  offered  of  £5  for  able 
seamen,  and  £2  10 s.  for  ordinary  seamen 
—-or  exactly  half  the  amount  of  that  now 
offered  in  time  of  peace.  At  that  time 
there  were  about  20,000  men  serving  in 
the  navy,  and  the  effect  of  the  bounty  in 
six  months  was  to  raise  the  number  again 
to  60,000.  Now,  what  is  the  case  on  this 
occasion  ?  If  1  mistake  not,  there  are  more 
than  30,000  men  now  serving.  But,  besides 
thaty  a  new  system  has  been  adopted  — 
namely,  that  of  continuous  service.  I  be- 
lieve that  is  a  system  which  ought  to  be 
cherished  as  the  foundation  of  an  effective 
navy^  and  as  one  likely  at  all  times  to  en- 
sure the  service  of  disciplined  men.  It  is  a 
system  which,  either  in  peace  or  war,  pro- 
mises to  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the 
nation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
there  is  no  discontent ;  but  let  the  House 
reflect  on  what  is  the  inevitable  effect  of 
this  bounty.  Supposing  a  ship  arrives  in 
port  from  a  foreign  station  to  be  paid  off. 
There  are  five  continuous-service  men  on 
board  and  five  non-continuous-service  men. 
The  five  continuous-service  men  are  oblig- 
ed to  go  to  the  flagship,  in  order  to  be  em- 
ployed in  some  other  ship.  The  non- con- 
tinuous-service men  can  the  next  day  take 
the  bounty  of  JCIO  and  enter  into  service 
in  another  ship;  but  the  continuous-service 
men,  though  of  equal  merit  in  every  rc- 
spectf  are  bound  to  serve  five  years  longer 
without   any  bounty  whatever.    Bat  the 
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I  advantage  to  the  nun-con tiauous-service 
man  does  not  end  there — he  «^ets  a  suit  of 
clothes,  bedding,  aud  kit,  complete,  worth 
£6t  while  the  continuous-service  man  gets 
nothing. 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON:  The  con- 
tinuous-service  man  Las  mure  than  an  equi- 
valent for  the  bounty. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM:  He  will,  at 
the  end  of  ton  years,  have  received  an 
equivalent ;  but  it  will  be  doled  out  to  him 
in  small  driblets,  at  each  monthly  pay  ; 
while  the  non-continnous  man  gets  JSIO  in 
his  hand  and  £6  worth  in  clothes. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  The  non- 
continuance  man  will  receive  £40. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM :  At  the  end 
of  ten  years  he  will  have  received  £40 
I  admit ;  but  still,  when  one  man  re- 
ceives £10  in  hand  and  clothes  worth 
£6,  and  another  gets  £40  in  small  sums 
at  the  expiration  of  ten  years,  1  appeal 
to  the  House  whether  the  immediate  effect 
is  not  likely  to  be  discontent  ?  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sajs,  no  demand 
has  been  made  for  this  gratuity.  But  can 
any  doctrine  be  more  dangerous  than  that  ? 
Why  wait  for  demands  ?  What  was  the 
cause  of  the  mutiny  at  the  Nore  ?  The  men 
made  demands,  but  no  attention  was  paid 
to  them  till  those  demands  assumed  a  most 
dangerous  and  formidable  shape  ;  and  then 
concessions  were  made  in  a  manner  most 
degrading  to  the  State,  and  that  produced 
no  salutary  effect.  It  is  said  this  is  great 
generosity  on  the  part  of  the  State.  Let 
there  be  such  generosity.  I  think  the 
wisest  possible  course  at  the  present  mo- 
ment is  to  treat  our  sailors  with  kindness, 
generosity,  and  due  consideration.  Thehon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  (Sir  Charles  Napier) 
takes  to  himself  exclusively  the  merit  of 
everything  that  has  been  done  in  favour  of 
the  sailor  for  the  last  thirty  years;  but, 
setting  aside  that  claim,  it  has  been  the 
object  of  Governments  for  the  last  thirty 
years  to  improve  the  condition  of  our 
sailors,  and  the  concessions  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, founded  as  they  were  upon  jus- 
tice, seem  to  me  to  have  been  based 
upon  sound  policy.  1  think  the  question 
is  not  one  of  generosity,  of  discontent, 
or  contentment,  but  of  justice.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  referred  to  a  measure 
which  I  introduced  in  1832,  when  I  had 
the  advantage  of  the  advice  of  the  late  Sir 
Thomas  Hardy,  who  was  better  acquainted 
with  the  feelings,  the  habits,  and  the  pre* 
judices  of  sailors,  and  the  motives  by  which 
they  are  actuated,  than  any  officer  I  have 
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over  known.     With  tlio  vijw  of  averting 
tho  necessity  of  iniproasmont  I  introduce<l 
that  moARurc,  giving  11  or  Majctty,  at  the 
oomnicncciuent  of  a  war,  or  when  war  was 
imniinont,  or  when  invasion  was  expected, 
tho  power  of  iaaulnij  a  Proclamation  calling 
for  the  service  of  seafaring  men  within  a 
short  ])eriod — six  or  twelve  days — and  of 
ofForinrr  to  all  men  who  volunteered  within 
that  limited  timo  douhlo  bounty.     By  the 
advice  of  Sir  Thomas  Hardy  I  included  in 
that  Bill  a  provision  which,  after  debate, 
received  tho  sanction  of  this  House,  that 
a  bounty  being  given  to  new-comers  an 
equal  bounty  should  be  given  to  all  men 
then  serving  in  the  fleet.     Tho  object  of 
that  Act  was  to  abolish  the  system  of  im- 
pressment.   The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Southwark,  in  a  pamphlet  published  in 
1840,  referred  to  circumstances  which  had 
occurred  in  tho  Mediterranean,  and  pointed 
out  what  appeared  to  him  the  disadvantages 
of  the  enactment.    I  thought,  upon  mature 
consideration,  that  the  objections  were  well 
founded,  and  in  18o3  I  introiluccd  a  mea- 
sure materially  altering  the  Act  of  1S32, 
and  enabling  tho  Queen  to  issue  a  Procla-  ; 
mation,  not  to  all  seafaring  men,  but  to  ! 
classes  between  certain  ages,  and  leaving  ^ 
the  question  of  the  gratuity  to  the  advisers  ■ 
of  tho  CrowiK     So  the  law  now  stands ;  , 
but   I  am  bound  to  say  tl^at  upon  every  : 
piinoiplo  of  equity,  and  upon  every  con-  '* 
sideration  of  poliey,  I  am  convinced*  in  the  ' 
first  place,  that  nv>  Proclamatioa  for  c^m-  i 
pulsi^ry  service  oau  bo  issued  without  the 
concomitant  ofer  of  a  K>uotv,  thoui^h  I 
think  tho  c:fer  of  a  bountv  oucrht  to  be 
nfsorveJ  for  that  ^reat  emergency  ;  and  : 
second  It.  that  whenever  a  bountv  is  olfered  l 
to  new  Twruiis  a  craiuiiv  mu<t  l«o  civen,  . 
not  perhaps  of  an  equal  amount,  but  of  a 
cons'dcTaMo  amount,  to  all  men  alreadr 
•errir.g  in  the  fleet.     I  think  you  cannot 
aroid  the  risk  of  serious  discontent  without 
taking  th«:  step,  and  in  my  opir.ion  it  is 
dfiandcd  by  strict  equity.     I  deny  thai 
it  is  impossible  to  man  the  fieot  quick- 
It  viib\NBi  a  K^untv.     On  this  l>^casion  a  . 
bowitT  has  Kx^  oiToresi  in  a  time  of  f*;ace. 
It  was  n»T  dntT  i^  man  a  fleet  in  time  of 

^     '  viilioBi  a  K>untT.  and  I  sneeeedei  ^n 

« 

n      it :  n.-^t  1,  but  an  offi^vr  of  the  hiir-- 

ni»  who  was  as5kv  aiou  •r:t.h  roc — 

p       nnc^  B«rtie3eT — w*•^  ^r^ji  i^nire^v 

iMd  Te  a  Kvnnty.  and  «ho.  in  the  <x- 

ty  *f  war,  ani  aro«r4 1\  the  »I:f5c'c":-ies 

«c       Wivr  c  1 V  e  fle^t  t :  i':  r. ;  : -.r.-e,  s: ci. ."  i  v 
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fleet  on  that  oceaaion  was  manned  by  tin- 
kers, tailors,  and  Lord  Mayor 'a  men.  Well, 
Sir,  there  may  have  been  tinkers,  and  there 
may  have  bLcn  tailors,  in  orery  ship  on  the 
station  ;  but  there  were  captains  in  that 
fleet  who,  satisfied  with  their  crews,  were 
ready  to  follow  with  their  men  into  any  ac- 
tion and  into  any  danger  in  which  the  g^- 
lant  Admiral  was  prepared  to  lead  them.  I 
can  appeal  to  Sir  Henry  Keppel,  who  com- 
manded the  St  Jean  aAert — to  .Admiral 
Elliot,  who  commanded  a  screw  line-of- 
battle  ship,  and  to  the  present  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Clarence  Paget), 
who  commanded  the  Princeu  Boyal,  and 
I  would  ask  them  whether  those  *' tinkers 
and  tailors"  were  not  men  in  whom  they 
placed  such  confidence  that  they  were  ready 
to  encounter  any  fleet  that  might  hare  dared 
to  engage  them.  So  much,  then,  for  the 
experience  of  manning  the  fleet  without  a 
bounty  in  time  of  war.  I  say,  again,  that  in 
time  of  peace  I  coiuider  the  bounty  to  have 
been  a  rash  and  an  inexpedient  measure.  I 
hold,  however,  the  gratuity  to  be  an  inevita- 
ble concomitant  to  the  offer  of  the  bonnty  ; 
and  if  the  result  should  be  to  render  fu- 
ture Governments  more  cautious  in  offering 
a  bounty  in  time  of  peace,  with  reference 
to  the  inevitable  expenditure  oecaaioned  in 
the  shape  of  a  gratuity,  without  whiefa  gra- 
tuitv  thev  would  run  the  risk  of  creating 
discontent  in  the  fleet,  I,  for  one,  shall 
be  extremely  glad  that  tliat  salutary  effeet 
of  greater  caution  has  been  prodoeed.  The 
bounty  having  been  given,  I  eaniiot  object 
to  the  uecesfity  and  prudence  of  roting  the 
sum  now  demanded. 

SiB  CHARLES  NAPIER:  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  savs  I  took  credit  for  all  that 
has  been  done  for  the  sailor  daring  the 
las;  thirty  years.  I  did  no  such  Chinf .  I 
sav  so  disiinctlv.  It  is  natnie.  [CKct^ 
•'  Order  :*']  \\liat  I  took  erodit  for  was 
obtaining  the  appointment  of  the  Con* 
m:t:eo  which  was  the  means  of  doing  mooh 
iLat  has  lately  been  done  for  the  good  of 
tho  service.  The  right  hea.  Baronet  says 
he  mannoi  ibc  fleet.  He  man  the  fleet ! 
Pre T::ly  the  fleet  was  manned.  There  aewer 
vas  a  fleet  s^ nt  to  sea  in  seek  a  disginue 
fr.l  siaic  as  the  Bailie  fleec  He  refers  to 
S:r  Henrv  Km^el  a&d  to  Admiral  EUiot. 
W::t  c;V*  he  Dc-i  re:eT  to  other  ofieers! 
He  kr..-^ws  V.ow  ibe  sh^ps  w«re  manned  at 
we^;  as  I  3«\  ani  cverr  c^fieer  in  that  fleet 
kr.-^v-s  ;'r«:  ':  iras  s^amefcily  and  diigraee- 
:r.'-r  r.-fcr-  ;•*"  T:*e  ie«  was  a  dk^mee  to 
i:.<'F-:.^h  N^rr.  Am  I  wifl  idl  the  right 
r.{A.  Bar^'Cd  rcnher  thai  if  he  viH  aitov 
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me  to  produce  his  own  letters,  and  Sir 
Manriee  Berkeley's  priTAte  letters  to  me, 
referring  to  the  way  in  which  that  fleet  was 
maiined  the  House  will  be  astonished.  I 
am  nol  sore  that  I  am  doing  my  duty  in 
BOt  prodncing  those  letters  ;  and  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  now  to  let  me  come 
down  to  the  House  with  them  on  another 
day,  and  they  will  show  how  the  fleet  was 
manned. 

Sm  JAMES  GRAHAM  :  The  gallant 
Admiral  has  already  taken  that  liberty  by 
prodccing  my  private  letters  without  my 
eonsent. 

Sib  CHARLES  NAPIER  :  Not  all  of 
tliem.  Will  the  right  hon.  Baronet  allow 
me  to  produce  the  rest  of  the  letters  ? 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  explained,  that 
though  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
the  Admiralty  commanded  the  Princess 
Bofal  in  the  Baltic,  he  was  not  captain  of 
that  ship  when  the  abominable  flogging  of 
whiefa  he  had  complained  took  place. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

S.)  £410,000,  Embodied  Militia. 
B.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  :  At  this 
late  boar  of  the  night  I  think  that  the 
Ck>mmittee  will  be  of  opinion  that  the  more 
I  condense  roy  statement  in  moving  the 
Army  Estimates  the  better  it  will  be. 
There  is  the  less  necessity  for  my  going 
into  much  detail  because  the  greater  part 
of  the  effective  Votes  for  the  army  were 
taken  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament. 
Only  one  Vote  was  taken  on  account,  and 
only  the  non-effective  ones  remained  to  be 
TOted.  After  the  very  frequent  discussions 
which  we  have  had  during  the  last  two  or 
three  days  upon  the  subject  of  the  force 
now  in  England  I  need  not  enter  into  par- 
tienlars  upon  that  question.  My  gallant 
Friend  who  preceded  me  in  office  (General 
Peel)  has  already  in  the  course  of  the 
erening  explained  the  exact  amount  of  the 
military  force  in  Great  Britain,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  accurately  stated 
tiiat  we  have  now  in  England,  if  we  include 
the  Indian  depdts,  1 10,000  men  of  all  ranks. 
Of  that  number  23,000  men  belong  to  the 
embodied  militia.  The  hon.  Member  for 
IcTwnessshire  (Mr.  Baillie)  objects  that 
the  militia  ought  not  to  form  part  of  the 
permanent  and  first  force  of  England  ;  it 
was  properly  a  reserve  force  ;  and  that  if 
it  were  necessary  to  make  use  of  that  re- 
serre  in  time  of  peace  we  should  have  no- 
thing to  fall  back  upon  in  time  of  war.     I 


entirely  concur  in  that  opinion  ;  but  then 
it  must  be  remembered  that  my  gallant 
Friend  had  to  administer  the  army  in  times 
of  singular  difficulty.  He  had  suddenly 
to  raise  our  forces  bv  several  battalions, 
and  to  send  to  In<lia,  to  meet  an  unpre- 
cedented em  urgency,  all  the  troops  upon 
whom  he  c^uld  lay  his  hands.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  think  he  acted 
wisely  in  calling  upon  the  militia  to  afford 
by  embodiment  a  substitute  for  the  bat- 
talions of  which  England  was  necessarily 
denuded,  and  also  in  makitaining  these  re- 
giments embodied  until  the  return  of  a 
portion  at  least  of  these  troops  from  India 
would  enable  him  to  dispense  with  their 
services.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  since  the 
late  Government  determined  to  take  a 
Supplemental  Estimnto  for  this  purpose 
we  have  been  prospectively  deprived  of  the 
return  of  two  or  three  of  these  battalions 
by  the  mutiny  which  has  broken  out  in  the 
local  European  army.  In  spite  of  that, 
however,  there  are  coming  from  India  six 
battalions  of  infantry,  one  regiment  of 
cavalry,  and  a  large  portion  of  the  military 
train  which  has  been  used  as  a  cavalry 
force  in  that  country.  We  have  also  a 
battalion  coming  home  from  Canada.  It 
would  not,  however,  I  think,  be  advisable 
to  disembody  a  coiTCsponding  force  of  mili- 
tia upon  the  arrival  of  these  troops.  Next 
year,  if  wo  get  a  large  force  from  India 
and  can  count  a  large  army — a  fair  army 
— of  regular  troops  in  this  country,  it  may 
be  wise  to  disembody  the  regiments  of 
militia,  and  to  trust  to  that  force  as  a  re- 
serve, and  as  a  reserve  alone  ;  but  before 
that  is  done  it  will  be  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  look  most  carefully  and 
anxiously  into  the  state  of  the  disembodied 
militia.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  that 
question  now,  because  it  must  necessarily 
come  under  our  consideration  upon  the 
Vote  for  the  disembodied  militia;  but  there 
is  no  doubt  that  at  present  that  force  to  a 
great  extent  exists  only  upon  paper,  and 
that  the  training  now  coming  on  will  show 
a  lamentable  deficiency  in  its  ranks.  I 
will  not,  therefore,  at  present  allude  to  the 
measures  which  the  Government  may,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  House,  take  to  miti- 
gate this  evil,  but  I  think  it  fair  that  the 
country  should  know  what  are  its  real 
resources,  and  should  not  rely  upon  that 
which  upon  paper  may  appear  extremely 
formidable,  but  in  reality  is  very  weak. 
Our  Ordnance  force,  small  as  it  is,  has  of 
late  years  been  admirably  administered. 
Wc  have  now  got  what  we  never  had  bc- 
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foro,  180  guns  completely  horsed  and 
equipped  and  ready  for  service,  and,  I 
think,  100  in  reserve.  This  is  a  great  im- 
provement, for  which  wo  arc,  I  believe, 
greatly  indebted  to  the  zeal  and  excellent 
administration  of  the  gallant  Officer  who 
preceded  me  at  the  War  Office.  A  few 
years  ago  there  was  a  great  deal  of  dissa- 
tisfaction in  this  House  at  the  formation  of 
the  camp  at  Aldershot,  and  the  Gentlemen 
who  moved  the  Army  Estimates  had  fre- 
quently great  difficulty  in  obtaining  the 
Votes  which  were  required  for  carrying 
out  that  scheme.  There  were  great  com- 
plaints tliat  it  did  not  answer  the  purpose 
of  a  camp  ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the  English  army,  admirable  as  it  is  as 
a  combatant  army,  has  for  years  been  ex- 
tremely de6cient  in  those  auxiliary  ser- 
vices upon  which  the  efficiency  of  an  army 
depends.  Until  late  in  the  Crimean  war 
oar  commissariat,  military  train,  and  medi- 
cal staff  were  exceedingly  deficient.  I  be- 
lieve that  of  late  years  great  pains  have 
been  taken  with  these  services,  and  a  great 
improvement  achieved,  and  that  nothing 
has  more  contributed  to  this  result  than  the 
establishment  of  the  camp  at  Aldershot. 
Within  the  last  few  days  I  have  read  a 
report  from  the  General  commanding  at 
that  camp  as  to  how  the  troops  have  been 
engaged  during  a  certain  period.  He  says 
that  the  drill  is  good,  that  the  second  bat- 
talions, consisting  of  course  of  young  re- 
cruits, have  made  remarkable  progress,  and 
that  the  embodied  militia  is  in  a  state  of 
efficiency  which  has  astonished  military 
men.  It  used  to  be  said  that  at  this  camp 
nothing  was  done  which  would  enable  the 
soldier  really  and  practically  to  learn  camp 
life.  I  believe  that  much  has  been  done 
to  answer  that  objection.  Earthworks  are 
DOW  thrown  up  by  unpaid  military  labour 
— a  very  wise  arrangement — and  the  en- 
gineers are  making  ^seines,  and  instruct- 
ing others  in  their  manufacture.  The  Ge- 
neral says  that  brigades  of  infantry  and 
artillery  have  been  sent  out  to  encamp  at  a 
distance  of  fifteen  miles  off,  and  that  under 
the  hot  sun  which  we  have  experienced 
during  the  last  month  these  marches  have 
been  effected  without  a  singlo  man  falling 
out  of  the  ranks  ;  that  the  men  show  the 
greatest  aptitude  in  encamping,  erecting 
temporary  ovens  and  so  on ;  and  that  there  is 
ft  marked  improvement  in  the  facility  with 
which  these  operations  are  conducted.  The 
commissariat  curps  has  been  practised  in  the 
field.  It  accompanies  the  troops  and  pur- 
animals,  slaughter-houses  are  csta- 
Mr.  Sidney  Jferbert 


blished  under  the  management  of  the  troops, 
and  all  the  operations  for  victualling  the 
forco  are  conducted  as  they  would  be  in 
war.     I  frankly  admit  that  there  are  in 
this  country  facilities  for  purchasing  food 
and  conducting  every  operation  which  would 
not  exist  in  the  case  of  actual  warfare  ;  but 
you  cannot  create  difficulties  for  the  pur- 
pose of  overcoming  them,  and^  as  far  as 
possible,  the  commissariat  corps   is  exer- 
cised in  the  duties  which  it  is  intended  to 
perform.      Lastly,    I    may   mention  that 
crime  has  greatly  diminished  at  Aldershot. 
During  the  last  few  months  there  has  been 
a  marked  diminution  in  the  number  of  de- 
serters from  the  army.     It  is  also  stated 
that  the  health  of  the  troops  at  Aldershot 
is  something  unequalled  in  thq  annals  of 
the  British  or  any  other  army.     I  do  not 
think  that  so  much  importance  ought  to  be 
attached  to  this  as  we  maj  at  first  sight  be 
disposed  to  attribute  to  it,  because  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  while  the  ages  of  many 
of  the  battalions  at  Aldershot  range  only 
from  18  to  25,  those  of  the  men  in  an  army 
on  actual  service  generally  vary  from  18 
to  40.     I  have  no  doubt,  however,  that  a 
great  improvement  has  taken  place  in  the 
sanitary  arrangements  of  the  camp.     Hav- 
ing said  thus  much  with  regard  to  general 
questions,  I  will  now  proceed  to  explain  the 
Votes  to  which  it  is  my  duty  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  assent.     For  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  the  Embodied  Militia  we  ask 
for  a  sum  of  £410.000.   Vote  8,  for  Wages, 
amounts  to  £108,000.      A  great  portion 
of  this  expenditure,   it  must  be  remem- 
bered, is  not  for  purely  military  purposes. 
For  example,  there  is  taken  for  the  Royal 
Laboratory  a  sum  of  £49,000  for  a  sop- 
ply  of  shot  and  shell  to  put  the  garrisons 
in  the  Mediterranean  in  complete  order  for 
three  years.     There  has  been  a  revision  of 
the   armaments  at   Gibraltar  and  Malta, 
and  it  is  also  necessary  to  keep  up  a  large 
stock  at  these  places  for  the  use  of  the 
fleet.     This  sum  is  to  be  partially  eoi* 
ployed  in  making  a  provision  of  shot  and 
shell  at  those  places  for  no  less  than  15 
line-of-battle  ships,  30  frigates,  30  sloops, 
and   about  60  gunvessels  and   gnnboats. 
The  Vote  for  the  Royal  Gun  Faotories  is 
£4,842,  which  is  taken   merely  for  the 
purpose  of  hastening  work  already  ordered, 
and  completing  work  required  for  putting 
our  garrisons  in  a  proper  stote  of  defence 
in  as  many  weeks  as  it  would  otherwise 
occupy  months.     The  Vote  for  the  Royal 
Carriage  Department  includes  ten  new  bat- 
teries of  iS-poundera,  to  be  employed  m  a 
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moTeablo  force  along  tho  coast.  This 
was  recommended  by  the  secret  Comiiilttee 
which  sat  to  inquire  into  the  national  de- 
fences. Perhaps  the  House  would  like  to 
know  what  are  the  probabilities  with  regard 
to  the  delirery  of  the  guns  in  course  of  ma- 
nufacture by  Sir  William  Armstrong.  If 
the  new  buildings  and  machinery  should  be 
completed  by  the  1st  of  October,  then  I  be- 
lieve we  may  expect  to  have  the  delivery  of 
100  guns  by  the  end  of  the  year,  and  I 
hope  we  shall  have  something  like  200 
more  in  the  course  of  the  present  financial 
year.  After  that  the  delivery  will  continue 
at  %  rate  which  will  I  hope  soon  enable  us 
to  hare,  both  on  board  ship  and  for  our 
land  defences,  a  very  great  number  of 
these  formidable  instruments  of  war.  The 
next  Vote,  No  9,  is  merely  for  the  clothing 
of  the  embodied  militia,  which  of  course 
would  not  have  been  necessary  had  this 
force  been  disembodied.  Tho  items  for 
provisions,  forage,  fuel,  &c.,  are  neces- 
sarily proportionate  to  tho  number  of 
men  you  intend  to  maintain.  Vote  1 1 
is  for  warlike  stores  for  land  and  sea  ser- 
vice. Under  this  head  there  are  several 
large  items.  First  there  is  a  sum  of 
£60,000  for  the  purchase  and  repair  of 
small  arms  ;  then  comes  £61,000  for  iron 
ordnance  and  for  the  shells  and  fuses  re- 
quisite for  the  service  of  Sir  William  Arm- 
strong's guns.  I  need  hardly  mention  tho 
other  items,  but  there  is  one  of  £225,000 
for  miscellaneous  stores,  of  which  I  was 
not  aware  till  a  gallant  Officer  told  me  that 
complaint  had  been  made  of  so  large  an 
Amount  being  asked  with  so  little  specifica- 
tion of  details  in  the  Estimate.  Some  of 
the  particulars,  however,  I  can  state. 
Among  the  articles  here  included  are  va- 
rious kind  of  metals,  comprising  copper, 
iron,  and  other  materials  necessary  for 
store.  But  I  will  endeavour,  before  the  Veto 
ifr  again  passed,  to  have  all  the  particulars 
printed  on  a  separate  sheet.  In  this  way  a 
large  sum  has  accumulated,  and  before  the 
Vote  is  again  taken  I  shall  ascertain  whe- 
ther more  information  cannot  be  afforded 
in  reference  to  it.  I  next  come  to  a  Vote 
of  a  very  important  character,  namely, 
£123,500  for  fortifications.  It  is  most 
essential .  that  some  of  these  works,  which 
bare  been  sanctioned  after  long  delibera- 
tion and  much  criticism,  should  be  pushed 
on  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  on  that  ac- 
count we  ask  for  some  additional  sums 
with  which  to  expedite  them.  I  need  not 
now  explain  the  general  plan  of  the  fortifi- 
eaiionsj&tDeyonport,  because  it  is  not  new, 


and  has  often  been  discussed  in  this  House. 
We  only  propose  to  expend  a  larger  amount 
this  year  to  hasten  on  these  works  of  de- 
fence. It  is  clear  that  if  they  are  to  be 
executed  at  all,  they  should  be  executed  as 
speedily  as  possible.  I  take  it  that  if 
England  wero  attacked  an  unfinished  forti« 
fication  would  be  a  much  worse  thing  for 
us  than  none  at  all,  because  it  would 
not  only  be  incapable  of  defence  in  itself, 
but  if  taken  by  an  enemy  it  might,  per- 
haps, be  easily  turned  against  us.  Then 
there  is  the  case  of  Alderney.  The  item 
for  that  is  very  small,  great  progress  hav- 
ing already  been  made  with  the  work,  and 
all  that  has  now  to  be  done  being  to  com- 
plete the  payments  on  Fort  Touraille,  and 
also  for  scarping  some  part  of  the  island, 
which  is  now  accessible,  and  can  be  made 
inaccessible  by  a  simple  process.  Again, 
we  have  Portsmouth,  where  there  are  very 
extensive  defences  which  have  been  for 
some  time  in  course  of  construction,  and 
large  sums  for  which  have  already  been 
voted  by  Parliament.  Under  this  head 
items  are  included  for  the  citadel,  the 
Southsea  line  of  defence,  the  Stokes  Bay 
line  between  Fort  Monkton  an^  Fort  Go- 
mer,  and  also  some  additions  on  the  eastern 
side  of  Portsmouth.  By  these  works,  and 
the  additions  to  be  made  to  them,  which 
will  be  as  much  as  the  engineers  are  likely 
to  get  through  during  the  year,  we  shall 
have  at  a  future  and  I  trust  not  distant 
period  formidable  means  of  defence.  At 
Portland  there  is  a  necessity  for  carrying 
out  works  which  havo  not  yet  stood  upon 
tho  Estimates  at  all.  Portland  is  one  of  the 
finest  harbours  in  the  world,  and  is  at  pre- 
sent utterly  defonceless,  and  if  an  enemy 
were  to  take  possession  of  the  island  of 
Portland,  ho  would  have  facilities  for  esta- 
blishing himself  on  that  island,  from  which  it 
would  be  extremely  difficult  to  dislodge  him. 
It  so  happens  that  the  work  there  can  now 
be  executed  very  economically,  and  at  a 
great  advantage,  because  it  is  proposed  to 
form  a  citadel  on  the  island  by  scarping  the 
rock,  and  the  materials  obtained  in  form- 
ing it  will  go  at  once  into  tho  sea,  and  will 
thus  create  part  of  the  great  breakwater. 
It  is  also  proposed  to  guard  the  principal 
entrance  into  the  harbour  by  a  large  tower 
at  the  end  of  the  mole  carrying  eighty  or 
ninety  guns,  with  another  similar  battery 
on  the  south  of  Weymouth  Point.  Smaller 
batteries  will  also  be  constructed  for  the 
lesser  entrances.  These  defences  will  be 
so  strong  as,  I  hope,  to  make  it  quite  irn* 
I  possible  that  Portland  should  ever  fall  into 
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the  hands  of  an  cucm^\  At  Milfuid  Harcn 
it  is  only  proposed  to  continue  the  works 
now  in  progress.     Largo  guns  are  to  be 

})ut  on    the   principal   islands  within   the 
laTcn,  so  as  to  guard  the  approach  to  the 
dockyard.     At  a  future  time  it  will  be  ne- 
cessary there  to  build  some  works  inland 
to  the  south  of  the  harbour,  in  order  to  re- 
pel any  attack  tliat  might  bo  made  on  the 
laud  side  at  Tenby,  or  some  other  part  of 
the  coast ;  but  that  does  not  yet  appear  in 
the  Estimates.     There  is  one  thing  which 
I  have   omitted    to   state  with  regard  to 
Portsmouth.     It  is,  that  the  defences  tlicre 
are  at  the  entrance  of  the  Solent,  while 
there  are  none  at  the  entrance  at  Spithead, 
and  there  is  a  di£Sculty  in  making  them.  I 
wished  to  take  a  large  sum  to  commence 
the  works  with  at  the  Ilorse-shoal,  as  it  is 
called,  at  Spithead,  opposite  St.  Helen's  ; 
but  it  is  impossible  that  any  outlay  can 
under  present  circumstances  be  made  on 
this  work.     We  have  got  a  very  accurate 
survey  of  the  whole  of  this   position,  and 
experiments   are   now  about  to   be  made 
witli  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  soil.     I 
believe  Sir  Charles  Fox  is  to  give  his  as- 
sistance, in  order  to  ascertain  where  the 
beat  foundations  are  on  which  to  place  the 
batteries,  or  whether  it  will  be  more  advisa< 
bio  to  have  recourse  to  floating  defences. 
I  attach  the  greatest  importance  to  these 
works  ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  proceeil  with 
them  until  the  ground  has  been  most  care- 
fully and  accurately  examined.     The  next 
Vote  is  for  civil  buildings.     This  includes, 
first,  the  school  of  gunnery  at  Shoebur}*- 
Dcss.     The   House  will  not,   I  am   sure, 
grudge  anything  which  improves  the  skill  of 
the  army,  and  renders  that  great  arm,  the 
artillery,  more  efficient ;  and  this  school  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  afford  that  branch 
of  the  service  the  means  of  practice.    Then 
comes   the   Storekeeper's  department   at 
Woolwich  ;  and  here  there  is  a  new  ma* 
gaxine  to  be  built,  which  will  be  attended 
with  great  economy  to  the  country.     The 
powder  is  now  kept  in  old  men-of-war,  which 
like  all  floating  wooden  structures  arc  very  | 
•zpensire.     The  annual  cost  of  the  floating 
magaiines  at  Woolwich  is  £3.002  ;    but 
for  %  total  outlay  of  £12,000  you  will 
iMre  a  solid,  substantial  building,  saving 
the  chAige  for  watchmen,  ^c,  and  obviat- 
ing Ibo  incouvenicnce  of  conveying  the 
powder  backwards  and  forwards  from  the 
TosseU.     There  arc  also  some  alterations 
lo  be  made  at  Chatham,  several   rooms 
to  ho  added  to  Fort  Titt,  and  the  medical 
at  Chatham   to   be   icconsti toted. 


There  is  also  a  Vote  for  the  aalaries  of  the 
teachers  of  the  last-named  institution.  Tbs 
present  practice  in  the  Medical  Depart- 
ment of  the  army  is,  when  candidates  tre 
wanted  for  that  service,  to  advertise  for 
them,  and  those  candidates  are  examined 
by  three  officers  selected  for  the  purpose, 
or  as  more  frequently  happens  to  be  the 
case,  by  three  officers  who  can  most  cod- 
I  veniently  be  obtained.  Before  the  Royal 
!  Sanitary  Commission,  of  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  chairman,  we  had  the  most 
clear  evidence  from  Sir  Benjamin  Bredie 
and  other  men  of  the  highest  eminence 
that  the  existing  system  is  entirely  nuga- 
tory and  theoretical ;  and  so  little  confi- 
dence has  the  Medical  Department  reposed 
in  its  own  examinations  that  it  sends  the 
successful  candidates  to  Chatham  to  receive 
fresh  instruction  in  the  rery  branches  of 
science  in  which  they  are  supposed  to  have 
already  proved  their  proficiency.  Wo  wbh  to 
improve  the  system,  first  of  all  by  adopting 
the  plan  pursued  with  great  success  by  the 
East  India  Company,  of  haring  practised 
examiners,  and  afterwards,  when  the  can- 
didates who  haTo  passed  so  to  Chat- 
ham, by  teaching  them  not  those  general 
branches  of  medical  knowledge  which  they 
can  acquire  at  the  civil  schools  mnch  bet- 
ter than  in  the  army  schools,  bnt  only  the 
specialties  of  army  medical  practice,  xhos 
you  will  get  the  best  young  general  practi- 
tioners from  the  civil  schools,  and  wiu  eon- 
vert  them  at  Chatham  into  excellent  army 
medical  officers.  There  they  will  bam 
the  habits  of  troops  and  the  diseases  to 
which  they  are  more  particnlariy  liaUe ; 
they  will  learn  how  to  treat  jgron-shot 
wounds  and  study  all  the  precautions  le- 
quired  by  different  climates,  especiaUj  by 
that  of  India,  against  ill-healtbp  beiBdes 
many  other  things  which  I  am  sorrj  to  say 
army  practitioners  have  hitherto  never 
been  instructed  in  previously  to  haTing  to 
deal  with  military  patients.  I  have  to 
thank  my  lion,  and  gallant  Friend  opposite 
(General  Peel)  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
adopted  the  suggestions  of  the  Reyml  CeM- 
mission,  and  it  only  renuuns  for  me  now 
to  carry  out  the  scheme,  as  the  Committee 
see  the  Vote  for  this  pnrpoae  ia  by  ne 
means  extravagant.  In  Vote  14  a  small 
sum  is  taken  for  coutrihationa  to  a  imlwajy 
station,  for  the  convenience  of  emVarking 
and  disembarking  troops  at  Akienhot 
There  is  also  £1,500  for  a  riie  range  at 
llytho.  and  £17,(>X)  for  a  rile  moge  al 
Chatlum.  The  only  other  item  ia  ibr  the 
erection  of  hnta  in  the 
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whieh  is  rendered  necessary  by  tlic  in- 
ability of  tbo  barracks  tbere  to  nccom mo- 
date  the  increased  garrison.  Vote  15  re- 
latea  to  the  subject  which  I  have  ah*eady 
explained— the  Medical  School.  I  have 
now  gone  through  the  whole  of  these 
Votes,  and  I  trust  havo  made  them  as 
elear  to  the  House  as  I  can.  At  the  same 
time  I  must  frankly  confess  that,  most  of 
the  great  manufacturing  establishments  to 
which  I  have  had  occasion  to  refer  have 
eome  under  the  War  Department  since  I 
was  connected  with  it ;  the  press  of  busi- 
neas  has  prevented  me  seeing  them  with 
my  own  eyes,  and  I  am  not  so  well  ac- 
qoainted  with  the  details  as  I  ought  to 
be,  and  I  have  therefore  to  crave  the  in- 
dalgence  of  the  House  in  this  respect.  I 
beg  to  conclude  by  moving  the  first  Vote, 
£410,000  for  the  expenses  of  the  embodi- 
ed militia. 

Gbheral  peel  :  So  far  from  having 
anything  to  complain  of  in  the  manner  in 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  introduced 
tbeM  Estimates,  I  have  only  to  thank  him 
for  the  very  complimentary  manner  in 
which  he  spoke  of  my  services  in  the  War 
Department ;  and  I  should  not  have  had 
a  word  to  say,  but  that  these  Supplement 
tary  Estimates  are  almost  precisely  those 
which  it  would  have  been  my  duty  to  pro- 
pose to  the  House  had  I  remained  in  office. 
These  Supplementary  Estimates  do  not 
arise  from  any  increose  in  the  original  Esti- 
mates which  I  had  the  honour  of  submitting 
at  the  early  part  of  the  year,  but  they  are 
rendered  necessary  by  the  circumstances 
whieh  have  arisen  since  the  original  esti- 
mates were  framed,  and  it  is  now  in  the 
power  of  the  Committee,  if  they  do  not  op- 
prove  of  the  items,  to  disallow  them.  If, 
for  instance,  they  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary that  the  embodied  militia  should  be 
retamed,  they  have  only  to  strike  out  that 
item,  and  the  proposal  will  fall  to  the 
ground.  1  thought  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
eeasary  to  retain  them,  and  I  am  glad  to 
see  the  present  Government  are  of  the 
same  opinion.  I  perfectly  agree  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  the  embodied  militia, 
aa  a  general  principle,  ought  to  be  counted 
only  as  part  of  our  reserve  ;  but,  of  course, 
they  will  be  perfectly  useless  even  in  that 
capacity,  unless  they  are  well  drilled,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  of  great  advantage  if 
arrangements  were  made  by  which  a  large 
portion  should  be  embodied  by  turns,  so 
that  every  regiment  may  get  a  year's 
training  in  every  five  years.  In  that  way 
yon  would  render  them  much  more  efficient 


than  by  calling  them  out  for  twenty-one 
days  every  year.  It  is  impossible  that  re- 
giments so  trained  should  be  so  efficient  as 
those  which  have  been  embodied,  and  it  is 
now  acknowledged  by  the  general  com- 
manding at  Aldershot  that  most  of  our 
embodied  militia  regiments  who  have  gone 
through  this  training  are  equal  in  efficiency 
to  any  regiment  of  the  line.  I  also  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
state  of  the  disembodied  militia  is  not  satis- 
factory. I  expressed  that  opinion  when 
I  came  into  office,  and  one  of  the  firsts 
things  I  did  was  to  appoint  a  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  reasons.  I  have  not 
seen  the  Report  of  that  Commission,  but  I 
believe  it  will  be  found  that  most  of  the  re- 
giments of  disembodied  militia  are  deficient 
in  strength  by  at  least  one-third.  I  con- 
cur altogether  in  the  testimony  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  borne  to  the 
advantages  of  Aldershot  Camp,  and,  so 
far  from  complaining  of  the  expense,  I 
think  the  country  has  cause  to  look 
upon  the  money  expended  there  as  very 
well  spent.  For  defensive  purposes  it 
is  the  most  beneficial  outlay  that  has  yet 
been  made.  The  greatest  advantage  has 
been  conferred  by  it  on  our  Commis- 
sariat, Military  Train  and  Medical  Staff, 
and  the  system  which  has  been  adopted 
there  of  making  the  soldiers  do  everything 
for  themselves  has  had  the  most  beneficial 
effect  upon  their  health.  With  respect  to 
the  Vote  for  fortifications,  I  observe  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  adopted  the  same 
course  that  I  myself  proposed;  and  I  wish 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  to  under- 
stand that  the  Vote  is  not  an  increase, 
but  simply  an  advance  for  this  year  of  Votes 
already  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  The  In> 
specter  General  of  Fortifications  informed 
the  Government  that  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  if  a  certain  sum  of  money  could 
be  spent  this  year,  and  I  thought  it  my 
duty  to  ask  Parliament  for  it.  Most 
of  these  items  of  expenditure  have  been 
occasioned  by  circumstances  which  have 
occurred  since  the  original  Estimates  were 
framed.  The  additional  number  of  line-of- 
battle  ships  built,  and  increase  of  the  arma- 
ments of  our  great  garrisons  have  made  it 
necessary  to  increase  the  manufacture  of 
stores  at  Woolwich  ;  and,  as  it  was 
discovered  that  the  ammunition  served 
out  to  the  troops  in  India  had  been 
injured,  the  heat  and  damp  having  so 
affected  the  lubricating  matter  in  the 
cartridges  that  the  ball  would  no  longer 
fit  the  rides,  all  that  ammunition  has  had 
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to  bo  ^Titlidrawn  and  frcsli  maiiufaclurcd 
and  scut  out.  We  have  also  iiud  to  manu- 
facture ammunition  fur  the  new  Armstrong 
gun,  for  without  Hmmunitioii  of  course  the 
guns,  would  be  useless.  There  is  also  a  sum 
for  the  gunnery  school  at  Shoeburyncss, 
which  is  rendered  necessary  by  our  new 
ordnance,  for,  of  course,  without  trained 
men  our  new  guns  would  bo  of  compara- 
tively little  service  to  us.  That  school 
will,  I  believe,  be  found  of  the  utmost  be- 
nefit to  the  country. 

Colonel  P.  HERBERT  was  of  opinion 
that  the  only  mode  by  which  the  occasional 
panio  with  which  England  was  afflicted 
was  to  put  the  defences  of  the  country  into 
such  a  state  as  would  inspire  everybody 
with  confidence.  A  little  irritability  with 
Franco  now  and  then  would  be  a  small 
penalty  to  pay  for  putting  our  armaments 
into  a  perfect  state  of  efficiency.  It  was 
no  doubt  very  agreeable  to  find  business 
was  being  transacted  between  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  and  the  gallant  General 
(General  Peel)  on  such  amicable  terms. 
But  he  thought  there  could  be  no  harm  in 
questioning  some  of  the  very  favourable 
statements  that  had  been  so  pleasantly 
agreed  on  between  them.  One  of  these 
statements  was  that  the  number  of  men 
available  for  home  service  was  110,000. 
Now  he  had  already  shown  that  this  force 
included  recruits  and  many  other  men  un- 
available for  the  public  service.  On  turn- 
ing to  the  Votes  already  passed  ho  found 
our  infantry  was  put  down  at  G2,200  rank 
and  file,  besides  j.GOO  Foot  Guards,  mak- 
ing a  total  of  about  68,000  men.  That 
62,200  rank  and  file  were,  however,  not  in 
the  country.  They  had  to  furnish  all  the 
garrisons  from  Ilong  Kong  to  Quebec,  and 
from  New  Zealand  to  the  Mediterranean. 
He  believed  he  was  within  the  mark  in 
taking  30.000  men  for  these  garrisons  ; 

which  would  leave  oulv  3S,000  for  the  de- 

• 

fence  of  this  country.  The  recruits  at  the 
Indian  depots  might  be  added  to  that  num- 
ber, bac  they  could  not  be  relied  upon 
to  meet  the  disciplined  troops  of  Franco  ; 
while  ifi  should  be  recollected  that  only  a 
fimited  pi  of  the  militia  hod  been  em- 

d        inj  cooaiderable  length  of  time. 
power,  in  fact,  to  bring  a 
e  into  the   field,  and  ho 
il  we  could  do  so,  tak- 
i  At  leftst  one-half  were 
-  iqstice  would  not  be 
:  who  commauded, 
■^  or  to  the  interests 
AiA.     He  did  not 
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advocate  extravagant  Estimates,  but  he 
thought  tliero  was  an  increase  wanted  in 
the  bone  and  sinew  of  the  English  army — 
the  rank  and  file  was  the  cheapest  addition 
that  could  be  made  to  the  army.  Again, 
as  to  the  strength  of  individual  regiments, 
ho  thought  that  the  number  of  950  men 
was  sufficient  neither  for  peace  nor  for  war. 
It  was  expensive  in  peace,  because  the  es- 
tablishment of  officers  was  out  of  propor- 
tion to  the  number  of  men  ;  while  in  time 
of  war  each  regiment  could  furnish  only 
800  men  fit  for  duty.  Even  that  number 
was  exclusive  of  men  employed  on  recruit- 
ing service.  But,  leaving  it  at  800  men, 
they  could  not  be  relied  on  to  be  sent 
abroad,  as  some  portion  of  the  men  should 
bo  left  at  home  to  form  a  depdt.  It  was 
often  urged  as  a  good  thing  to  have 
"  skeleton*'  regiments.  Skeleton  regi- 
ments  might  do  very  well  on  the  Contineoti 
where  no  difficulty  was  found  in  filling 
them  up  when  an  emergency  occurred ;  but 
the  case  was  different  in  this  country.  On 
this  subject  he  would  mention  an  anecdote 
he  had  heard  in  Italy  a  few  days  hefore. 
Shortly  before  the  war  an  Austrian  regi- 
ment stood  at  3,000  men.  That  regiment 
got  orders  for  service,  and  it  became  neces- 
sary to  increase  the  men.  Wdl*  what  was 
done  ?  Within  eight  days  the  rank  and 
file  of  that  regiment  was  increased  to  6,000 
men,  and  it  came  down  to  the  gates  of 
Vienna,  waiting  in  arms  to  know  what  port 
of  the  empire  it  was  to  go  to.  Those 
new  men  were  not  mere  recniits,  such  as 
we  were  forced  to  pick  op  in  our  fairs  and 
market  towns  ;  they  were  all  of  them  men 
who  had  served  their  two  or  three  jears  m 
the  service,  and  who  had  been  sent  home 
until  called  on  to  finish  their  foil  time  of 
service.  That  was  the  system  which  was 
adopted,  ond  could  only  be  adopted  in  de- 
spotic countries.  Bat  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  means  by  which  in  thia  eonntiT 
men  could  be  so  sent  to  their  homes*  and 
obliged  to  wait  until  again  called  on  fSor 
active  service.  Therefore,  in  hia  (qpinioOf 
the  skeleton  system  was  not  adapted  to 
this  country.  He  hoped  also  that  reoouse 
would  not  again  be  had  to  the  stop-gif 
system  which  was  adopted  during  the  Bus* 
sian  war  ;  he  meant  the  system  of  Tolon- 
tcoring  fram  one  r^;iment  to  another.  The 
consequence  of  that  system  waa  that  cm 
reu:imeut  was  gutted  of  its  men  in  order  to 
bring  another  up  to  a  war  establishment 
and  that  the  recruits  who  were  sent  out  to 
join  their  regiments  in  the  Crimea  did  not 
in  many  cases  know  how  to  load  tfaiir 
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moBkets.  The  objections  to  the  present 
mode  of  reinforcing  the  infantry  were 
equally  applicable  to  the  cavalry.  The 
yearly  expense  of  the  regiments  ns  they 
now  stood,  including  all  ranks,  was  £26 
per  head,  but  by  adopting  the  system  that 
be  recommended  they  could  add  men  to 
the  rank  and  file  at  rather  less  than  £20 
per  bead.  In  the  one  case  they  could  get 
for  a  given  sum  of  money  14,000  men 
added  to  the  army,  but  in  the  other 
ease  about  20,000.  The  system  of  expan- 
sion might  be  perfectly  well  provided 
for  bj  dividing  the  regiments  into  two 
wings  and  throwing  the  recruits  upon  them. 
They  could  add  to  their  army  mr.rh  more 
rapidly  by  dividing  one  regiment  of  1,200 
men  into  two  wings  and  adding  recruits 
to  it,  tban  by  raising  a  2nd  battalion  upon 
a  weak  dep6t.  The  regiments  should 
hare  twelve  companies  of  never  less  than 
100  men  each.  The  expense  of  adding  to 
all  the  regiments  in  the  manner  he  sug- 
gested would  be  about  £400,000.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  General  (General  Peel)  had 
alluded  to  some  remarks  made  by  an  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Baillie)  early  in  the  evening 
with  respect  to  the  embodied  militia.  His 
hon.  Friend  however  did  not  object  to  an 
embodied  militia,  but  to  that  militia  being 
allowed  longer  than  absolute  necessity 
required  to  be  a  substitute  for  regular 
soldiers.  An  embodied  militia  cost  as 
much  as  new  regiments  of  the  line. 

Sm  HARRY  VERNE Y  thought  it  was 
to  be  regretted  that  we  lost  many  of  our 
soldiers  just  at  the  time  that  they  had  be- 
come efficient,  and  suggested  that  with  the 
view  of  inducing  the  ten  years'  service  men 
to  remain  in  the  army  a  small  addition  should 
be  made  to  their  pay.  Those  soldiers  were 
the  most  healthy  who  were  the  most  em- 
ployed in  garrison,  and  less  crime  was 
eommitted  in  those  garrisons  in  which  the 
men  were  well  employed  than  in  those  in 
whieh  they  were  idle.  In  the  barracks  in 
France  the  men  themselves  made  almost 
•very  article  of  clothing  that  they  required. 
Whycould  not  the  men  in  our  own  barracks 
be  similarly  employed  ?  In  every  French 
company  so  many  men  were  employed  to 
eook,  others  to  purchase  food  or  other 
daties.  The  French  soldier  was  taught  to 
do  everything  for  himself.  Why  should 
not  onr  men  be  taught  to  do  the  same  as 
fiur  as  practicable? 

Sm  FREDERICK  SMITH  said,  the 
elothing  and  accoutrements  in  the  French 
service  were  not  made  by  each  man  for  him- 
adfy  bat  a  company  in  each  Regiment  was 


employed  for  that  purpose.  In  his  opin- 
ion, with  reference  to  our  coast  defences, 
he  thought  we  did  not  act  in  a  busi- 
ness-like manner  with  respect  to  them. 
The  Estimates  for  the  defences  at  Devon- 
port  were  £320.000.  but  only  £10.000 
hnd  been  asked  for  this  year.  That  ap- 
peared to  be  trifling  with  a  very  great  sub- 
ject. If  these  works  of  defence  were 
needed  nt  all  why  were  they  not  under- 
taken boldly  and  at  once  ?  It  was  more 
injurious  than  beneficial  to  deal  in  a  paltry 
way  with  great  works.  Then  when  all 
these  defensive  works  now  in  contempla- 
tion were  completed  he  wanted  to  know 
where  the  garrisons  were  to  come  from  ? 
He  thought  that  there  ought  to  be  a  Com- 
mission to  settle  what  our  defences  ought 
to  be,  and  to  settle  the  matter  once  for  all. 
There  were  two  or  three  other  items  which 
ho  wished  to  notice.  ''  For  examination 
of  sites  of  works  of  defence  of  St.  Helen's 
passage."  Now,  he  knew  that  five  years 
ago  Sir  Charles  Fox  gave  in  a  special  plan 
for  the  foundation  of  the  works,  but  what 
had  been  the  cause  of  the  delay  he  did  not 
know.  Then,  as  to  Portland,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  justly  said  that  it  was 
one  of  the  finest  harbours  in  the  world, 
but  it  was  a  harbour  without  defence. 
Thou^^h  he  was  not  one  of  those  who 
thouo^ht  this  country  would  be  invaded  by 
the  French,  he  considered  that  they  ought 
to  put  it  in  a  state  of  defence.  If  they 
were  to  defend  the  country  at  all  they 
ought  not  to  leave  a  harbour  like  that 
without  as  much  as  a  battery  to  protect  it. 
No  time  was  to  be  lost.  It  was  the  ad- 
vanced post.  It  was  opposite  to  Cherbourg, 
and  it  was  the  right  wing  of  the  navy  as 
Dover  was  the  left.  Large  works  were 
proposed  at  Dover,  and  small  sums  were 
taken.  No  military  man  believed  that  if 
we  were  invnded  it  would  be  at  Dover. 
There  were  abundance  of  places  which 
would  be  preferred  by  an  enemy,  and  yet 
they  were  laying  out  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  upon  Dover,  which  would  never 
be  a  point  of  attack.  Having  made  these 
few  observations,  be  should  leave  the  Mo- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  Committee. 

General  UPTON  said,  he  understood 
the  late  Secretary  for  War  to  recommend 
that  the  regiments  of  militia  should  be 
embodied  for  one  year,  and  that  the  train- 
ing for  twenty-one  days  should  be  dis- 
pensed with.  His  opinion  was  that  no 
regiment  of  militia  should  be  embodied  for 
a  less  period  than  two  years,  and  that  the 
period  of  traimng  of  the  disembodied  miU« 
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tia  should  bo  incroased  to  at  least  ono 
month.  His  reason  for  considering  tlio 
period  of  one  year  too  short  was,  thtt  no 
regiment  could  so  learn  its  duties  in  tiiat 
time  as  not  to  forget  them.  In  a  mil'tary 
point  of  view  two  years  was  the  least 
period  which  lie  should  recommend.  lie 
also  thought  that  with  respect  to  the  offi- 
cers, who  had  given  up  other  occupations, 
they  should  bo  kept  together  for  at  least 
two  years. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  there  wns  a 
chorus  of  compliments  to  ono  another  from 
Under  Secretaries  on  the  perfect  state  of 
defence  and  the  perfect  army  which  they 
asserted  wo  possessed  ;  but  if  they  mixed, 
as  he  did,  with  military  men,  they  would 
have  a  very  different  opinion.  Every  man 
would  allow,  at  least  in  theory,  that  if  we 
were  to  have  an  army  wo  ought  to  have  it 
at  the  least  possible  expense.  But  we  paid 
more  for  our  110,000  men  than  any  nation 
in  the  world  for  its  whole  military  force, 
and  far  more  than  was  neccssarv.  The 
system  of  administration  was  faulty.  Gene- 
rally men  were  appointed  to  preside  over 
the  war  departments  who  were  not  military 
men  and  who  knew  nothing  about  the 
army.  They  had  lately  had  a  general 
officer  as  Secretary  for  War,  and  praise 
was  justly  duo  to  that  gallant  Gentleman  ; 
but  if  he  possessed  twice  the  powers  of 
mind  and  twice  the  physical  powers  which 
he  did  he  would  defy  him  to  perform  all 
the  duties  which  devolved  upon  him.  He 
could  not  bo  responsible  for  half  that  was 
to  be  done.  The  Ordnance  and  half- a- 
dosen  offices  had  been  abolished,  an  admi- 
rable system  had  been  broken  up  ;  it  had 
not  been  replaced  by  any  system  whatever ; 
a  civilian,  ignorant  of  military  matters, 
was  placed  at  the  head  of  this  confused 
and  over-loaded  Department,  and  the 
persons  who  assisted  the  Secretary  knew 
nothing  of  soldiers'  wants  and  require- 
ments. There  was  a  statement  of  the 
force  on  paper  which  every  military  man 
know  was  not  available.  There  was  a 
ffreat  difference  between   the  number  of 

n  on  the  muster  roll  and  the  number  of 
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tablishmcnts  were  a  great  error  in  a  coun- 
try where  the  work  could  bo  equally  well 
dono  by  privato  enterprize.  They  had 
28,000  militiamen  effective,  and  they  were 
a  better  class  of  men  physically  than  even 
the  men  at  present  enlisted  in  the  line. 
But  they  were  obtained  at  the  expense  of 
the  lino,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  must  know  that  there  was  a  large 
number,  from  4  to  6,000  wanting  to  com- 
plete the  regiments  of  that  service.  They 
might  vote  as  much  money  as  they  chose, 
but  they  did  not  get  the  men.  Thus  they 
were  much  under  the  nominal  strength. 
And  what  were  the  line  regiments  recruit- 
ed with,  if  not  with  boys  not  half  formed? 
The  system  of  recruiting  was  also,  he 
thought,  defective,  because  they  bad  seve- 
ral different  establishments  for  recruiting, 
which,  by  competition,  defeated  the  ob- 
ject. They  had  tho  ordinary  reeruiting 
establishment,  then  the  militia  staff,  and 
finally  the  pensioner  staff,  each  bidding 
against  one  another  for  recmits  and  oftea 
in  the  same  town.  With  respect  to 
our  fortifications,  ho  should  only  say  that 
tho  highest  authorities  pronounced  them 
to  be  comparatively  useless  while  lefi  in 
tho  unfinisiicd  state  thcT  are  at  present 
A  work,  which  it  was  estimated  would  cost 
£200,000,  was  sometimes  adopted  by  the 
House,  while  there  was  annually  roted  for 
its  completion  perhaps  only  £20,000,  or  cvei 
£10,000:  what  a  time,  then,  must  it  take 
to  finish  such  a  work,  and  during  that  time 
it  could  not  be  considered  a  useful  defence. 
Why  not,  if  these  defences  were  to  be  made, 
finish  them  at  once  ?  Ho  found  that  tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  fat' 
gotten  to  extend  the  income  tax  to  Ireland, 
but  it  seemed  the  Government  did  not  at- 
tach much  importance  to  the  defence  of 
that  country  or  repose  unbounded  ccoi- 
dence  in  the  loyalty  and  warlike  ambitioo 
of  tho  Irish,  for  he  did  not  find  in  tfaeieBs> 
ti mates  a  single  shilling  toted  for  Irdaad, 
yet  in  Ireland  many  of  the  forta  were  hst 
going  to  decay.  He  should,  therefore,  re- 
commend the  Government  aerioiialy  to  di- 
rect their  attention  to  the  defencea  of  the 
country.  There  were  several  other  topies 
to  which  he  should  wish  to  advert,  bat  cfe 
that  late  period  of  the  night  (a  qnaiierte 
12  o'clock)  he  should  abstain  Urom  tre^ 
passing  at  greater  length  on  the  time  of 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  MONSELL  thought  the  obsenra- 
tiuus  of  his  hon.  and  Gallant  Friend  (Co- 
lonel Dunne)  must  apply  to  the  atalc  of 
things  which  preTailed  when  he  had 
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eonoected  with  the  Ordnance  Office,  rather 
than  to  that  which  at  present  existed.  lie 
bad,  at  all  events,  made  statements  in  re- 
ference to  the  manufacturing  departoicut, 
wbitfh  bj  no  means  tallied  with  his  (Mr. 
MooseU'B)  experience.  He,  under  those 
oirenmstancest  wished  to  ask  his  right  hou. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  whether,  in 
the  principal  manufacturing  departments 
for  small  aims,  ouly  one  stock  arm — the 
Ifiaie  rifle-*was  made?  and  whether  it 
waa  the  fact  that  the  influence  of  their 
mannfacture  on  the  trade  geuerally  was 
anch  that  the  Mini^  rifles  made  in  the  En- 
field {ictorj  were  purchased  at  a  lower 
proportAonate  rate  than  those  wl.'k-li  were 
oblaioed  by  contract?  If  that  were  so, 
that  diaposed  of  some  of  the  objections  of 
the  boii4  and  gallant  Officer  Colonel  Dunne. 
Then,  aa  to  Alderney,  after  expending 
jB190«000  upon  the  fortifications  of  Alder- 
nej»  betides  £10,000  upon  the  citadel,  it 
had  been  said  that  there  was  a  hill  in  the 
neiffhhevrhood  which  commanded  tho  works 
and  be  should  like  to  hear  if  any  statement 
had  been  made  on  the  subject  by  any  offi- 
cial personage.  Again,  it  was  said  that 
meeh  money  bad  been  expended  on  the 
worka  at  Gibraltar  and  Malta,  which,  he 
beliered,  bad  been  carried  out  through  the 
recommendations  of  a  Commission  sent  out 
by  General  Peel.  He  would  further  ask 
npon  whose  authority  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman relied  for  the  construction  of  for- 
treaaea?  The  Director  General  of  Ord- 
nance was  formerly  the  official  adviser  in 
these  matters ;  but  that  office  had  now 
been  abolished,  and  it  was  therefore  de- 
nraUe  to  know  on  what  authority  the  Go- 
Temment  proceeded. 

Colonel  GILPIN  said,  he  willingly  bore 
teatioMmy  to  the  success  by  which  the  erec- 
tion of  a  camp  at  Aldershot  had  been  at- 
tended—a success  which  was,  he  must  say, 
to  a  great  extent  attributable  to  the  gallant 
officer  who  filled  the  post  of  commandant, 
notwithstanding  that  observations  depre- 
ciatory of  his  merits  had  found  their  way 
into  the  public  prints.  It  was  owing  to  the 
exertions  of  that  gallant  officer  that  tho 
raw  lories  which  had  been  sent  to  the  camp 
had  been  so  soon  transformed  into  well- 
diaeiplined  soldiers,  and  that  the  review 
which  had  taken  place  there  a  few  days 
ago  was  as  perfect  as  anything  of  the  kind 
could  bo  expected  to  be.  His  object  in 
riaing,  however,  was  not  so  much  to  bear 
testimony  to  tlio  success  of  Aldershot  as 
to  pnt  a  question  to  the  Goyernmcnt  with 
reaped  to  tfie  disallowance  of  forage  to  a 


certain  extent  to  the  officers  of  Militia  and 
Staff  generally.  The  sum  originally  allow* 
ed  for  the  keep  of  a  horse  to  particular 
officers  was  2s.  a  day,  but  that  allowance 
had  since  been  reduced  to  \s.  6d.  Great 
complaint,  however,  was  occasioned  by  the 
reduction,  and  the  amount  allowed  had 
subsequently  been  raised  to  \$»  \0d.  Now, 
he  believed  the  forage  contract  for  the 
whole  army  was  at  the  rate*  of  \$,  9d,  a 
day ;  and  if  that  were  so,  he  should  like  to 
know  how  the  sum  he  had  mentioned  could 
be  supposed  to  be  adequate  in  the  case  of 
the  officers  to  whom  he  referred  ? 

Major  STUART  complained  of  the  in- 
adequate accommodation  of  the  barracks 
at  Dover  aud  the  want  of  a  school-house 
there  ? 

General  PEEL  hoped  he  would  be  al- 
lowed to  answer  the  question  put  by  the 
hon.  nnd  gallant  Member  for  Bedfordshire 
(Colonel  Gilpin)  with  respect  to  the  forage 
for  horses.  There  was  Is,  6d,  a  day  allow- 
ed for  forage,  with  the  addition  of  6<^.  for 
the  stable  to  those  officers  who  had  no 
stables.  Those  who  had  stables  had  been, 
however,  receiving  2s.  a  day  likewise. 
Findin^r  that  the  latter  were  receiving  more 
than  they  were  entitled  to,  the  allowance 
to  such  officers  was  reduced  to  Is.  6d.  It 
having  been  represented  to  him  that  that 
sum  was  insufficient,  ho  added  25  per  cent 
to  the  contract  price,  which  made  it 
Is.  lOd.  Those  who  had  not  stables  re- 
ceived 6d.  in  addition,  which  made  the  al- 
lowance to  them  2s.  4d.  In  respect  to  the 
school  near  Dovor,  the  hou.  Gentleman 
woul  1  find  that  there  was  a  Vote  taken  for 
it  in  the  general  Estimates. 

Sir  MORTON  PETO  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  want  of  harmony  in  our 
military  arrangements,  which  operated  as 
a  great  impediment  in  the  Administration 
of  the  War  Department.  During  the 
Crimean  war,  when  the  attention  of  every 
one  was  directed  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
service,  he  paid  a  visit  to  one  of  the  camps 
in  this  country,  and  found  that  though  the 
huts  were  erected  the  means  of  access  to 
the  camp  by  roads  were  ouite  neglected. 
The  next  thing  which  struck  him  was  the 
fact  that  a  regiment  of  cavalry  was 
ordered  there,  although  there  was  not  a 
stable  to  receive  the  horses.  Such  an 
oversight  could  not  arise  if  proper  commu^ 
nication  was  maintained  between  the  differ- 
ent departments.  lie  paid  a  visit  to  the 
camp  at  Shorncliffo  last  week,  and  although 
it  had  been  established  four  or  five  years 
there  had  been  no  drainage  whaierer,  and 
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it  wft8  only  now  that  they  were  laving 
down  pipe-drains,  although  any  person  with 
the  slightest  knowledge  or  foresight  would 
have  done  so  before  he  began  to  build. 
The  House  was  now  voting  money  withoot 
stint  for  the  two  services,  but  unless  these 
practical  questions  were  grappled  with 
there  would' never  be  that  efficient  direc- 
tion of  affairs  which  would  be  neces<tary 
upon  any  emergency.  Now,  his  engage- 
ments upon  public  works  in  Sardinia  had 
led  him  to  observe  the  admirable  adminis- 
tration of  the  French  army  during  the  war 
just  happily  ended,  and  anything  more 
opposite  to  our  Crimean  experiences  ho 
could  not  conceive.  The  reports  of  his 
agents  and  the  result  of  his  own  observa- 
tion showed  that  the  administration  of  the 
French  army  was  characterized  by  just 
that  sort  of  concert  and  foretliought  which 
would  be  displayed  by  any  mercantile  firm  ; 
and  unless  our  military  authorities  would  put 
aside  the  routine  which  only  enabled  them 
to  walk  in  a  certain  track,  and  unless  they 
would  deal  in  a  businesslike  way  with  the 
questions  which  came  before  them,  depend 
upon  it  when  another  time  of  crisis  came 
there  would  be  the  same  difficulties  and 
the  same  disasters  as  were  experienced  in 
the  Crimea.  He  recollected  perfectly  well 
that  during  the  Russian  war  a  member  of 
the  Government  who  went  on  board  of  one 
of  the  steamers  going  out  to  the  East  for 
the  formation  of  the  Balaklava  railway 
inquired  the  use  of  a  quantity  of  tarpaui- 
ing  that  was  on  board.  When  told  that 
it  was  quite  impossible  to  havo  huts  ready 
for  the  use  of  the  large  number  of  work- 
men directly  on  landing,  and  that  the 
tarpauling  was  therefore  allotted  among 
them  so  that  they  might  at  once  have 
shelter  while  their  huts  were  building, 
it  was  thought  au  admirable  arrange* 
ment.  and  he  (Sir  Morton  Peto)  was 
asked  if  it  was  possible  to  make  the  same 
provision  for  the  army.  His  reply  was 
that  as  his  influence  with  the  railway  com- 
panies would  give  him  the  command  of  all 
their  stores,  he  would  undertake  to  pro- 
vide any  quantity  during  the  next  two  or 
three  days.  Immediate  application  was 
accordingly  made  to  the  War  and  Ordnance 
Departments  ;  but  they  were  referred  to 
the  Tower,  and  it  was  found  so  impossible 
to  got  through  the  routine  whieh  was  inter- 
posed that  he  went  to  the  Duke  of  New- 
castle and  asked  him  to  break  through 
this  routine,  the  result  of  whicli  was  that 
a  great  quantity  of  torpautings  was  sent 
out«  In  making  these  observations  he  did 
Sir  Morton  FOo 


not  intend  to  impeach  the  condnet  of  this 
or  any  Qovemment,  but  there  was  evidently 
a  great  fault  somewhere  in  our  military 
organization,  and  he  repeated  that  unless 
the  authorities  transacted  their  business  is 
the  simple  and  practical  manner  of  mercan- 
tile firms,  their  administration,  when  an- 
other emergency  arose,  wonld  be  fonnd  u 
much  wanting  as  it  was  in  the  Crimea. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  the  hon.  Bare- 
net's  praise  of  the  French  military  organi- 
zation was  perfectly  well  desenred  ;  bnt 
was  not  the  perfection  of  that  system  doe 
to  the  fact  that  the  office  of  Minister  of 
War  was  always  held  by  one  of  their  most 
distinguished  military  commanders.  Hs 
did  not  refer  to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  be- 
cause under  no  Administration  had  the 
army  benefited  more  largely  than  ander 
his.  But  according  to  our  system  the 
army,  generally  speaking,  was  in  the  hands 
of  men  who  probably  did  not  know  whe- 
ther a  soldier  wore  his  ponoh  over  his  left 
shoulder  or  his  right.  In  this  eonntry, 
where  the  War  Secretary  must  be  in  Par- 
liament, it  might  be  difficult  to  earrj  oat 
such  a  system ;  but  he  beliered  that  the 
reason  the  French  and  Sardinian  armies 
were  in  so  efficient  a  condition  was  beeaose 
those  armies  were  administered  by  offieen 
of  experience  and  distinction,  and  not  as 
in  England  by  civilians,  who  knew  nothing 
of  the  feelings  and  the  prejudices  of  the 
soldier. 

Sir  MORTON  PETO  said,  that  nothing 
could  bo  more  lamentable  than  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  army  during  the  Crimean 
war — the  horses  eating  off  each  other's 
tails,  while  there  was  plenty  of  hay  on  board 
the  ships  in  Balaclava  harbonr.  Ho  was 
sorry  to  see  distinguished  persons,  who  had 
served  their  country  with  great  distinetioo, 
rising  up  in  that  House  and  making  alarm- 
ing speeches  about  the  intentions  of  the  Em- 
peror of  the  French.  He  thought  we 
should  do  well  to  imitate  the  administra- 
tive ability  of  our  powerful  neighbour,  aad 
put  the  country  at  once  into  an  effiioieot 
state  of  defence  without  talking  so  much 
about  it. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  tha 
gallant  Officer  opposite  (Colonel  Herbert), 
who  observed  that  the  whole  of  the  foroe 
which  the  War  Department  enumerated  as 
being  in  England  was  not  directly  arailable. 
He  was  ready  to  admit  there  was  some 
truth  in  that  statement,  and  tliat  the  men 
composing  depdts  could  not  be  reckoned  on 
the  same  footing  of  efficiency  as  trained 
men  serving  in  battalions  of  the  line*     As 
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to  the  remark  of  the  gallant  OflScer  that 
the  constitution  of  the  battalions  had  been 
altered  for  the  worse,  there  were  now  950 
men  in  the  battalions,  and  nothing  was  so 
easy  as  to  augment  the  number  at  a  com- 
paratively small  cost,  should  circumstances 
render  such  an  increase  desirable.  Again, 
it  had  been  said  we  were  losing  the  ten 
years'  men.  It  was  not,  however,  the  fact 
that  we  were  losing  them  from  any  unwill- 
ingness to  re-enlist  them.  He  might  be 
permitted  to  say  that  some  years  ago,  when 
in  office,  he  proposed  to  constitute  a  re- 
serve of  such  of  those  ten  years*  men  as 
did  not  wish  to  continue  in  the  service,  by 
offering  them  some  annual  payment.  Cir- 
cumstances prevented  that  arrangement 
being  carried  out,  and  during  the  war  the 
Government  exercised  the  power  of  con- 
tinuing the  service  of  the  men  beyond  the 
ten  years.  The  result  had  been  to  give 
rather  an  additional  inclination  to  the  ten 
years  men  to  leave  the  service  than  to  con- 
tinue in  it.  A  measure,  however,  was  now 
under  consideration  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment hoped  to  'be  able  to  secure  the  ser- 
vices of  those  men.  With  respect  to  the 
complaint  as  to  the  number  of  manufac- 
tories carried  on  by  the  Government,  he 
admitted  that  he  himself  had  a  bias  against 
those  establishments,  for  it  wasasserted  that 
in  many  of  the  departments  in  which  the 
Government  were  their  own  manufacturers 
they  could  get  contracts  from  the  trade  at 
a  cheaper  rate,  but  at  the  same  time  no 
doubt  that  cheaper  rate  was  obtained  by 
the  check  which  the  Government  manufac- 
tories had  upon  the  private  establishments. 
In  particular  branches  of  manufacture 
where  there  was  no  civil  demand  running 
concurrently  with  that  of  the  Government 
it  might  be  advantageous  to  have  recourse 
to  a  Government  establishment.  He  would 
remind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Colonel  Dunne)  with  a 
view  to  correct  a  misapprehension  he  ap- 
peared to  be  under,  that  our  army  was 
scattered  all  over  the  world,  that  we  had 
90,000  in  India,  for  instance ;  and,  of 
course,  there  must  be  a  certain  interval  be- 
tween the  creation  and  supply  of  vacancies, 
but  there  was  not  so  great  a  deficiency  in 
the  number  of  effective  men  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  seemed  to  suppose. 
The  Parliamentary  Vote  was  for  229,000 
men  in  round  numbers.  We  had  got 
220,000  as  the  number  of  effective  men, 
and  eonsidering  how  large  a  part  of  the 
army  was  employed  in  our  distant  posses- 
sions, he  did  not  think  9,000  m^n  consti- 


tuted a  very  great  deficiency.  His  hon. 
friend  (Sir  M.  Peto)  hnd  referred  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  Crimean  war  ;  but  he  thought 
it  WAS  not  quite  fair  to  refer  for  examples 
to  a  system  excessively  cumbrous  in  itself, 
and  which  had  grown  rusty,  against  one 
that  had  entirely  supplanted  it.  The  va- 
rious departments  of  the  army  were  not 
then  under  one  head,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  system  was  inapplicable  to 
the  purposes  of  war.  It  might  be  true 
that  our  existing  system  was  faulty ;  but 
if  it  was  faulty,  he  was  ready  to  learn,  and, 
having  learnt,  he  should  be  ready  to  pro- 
pose the  necessary  changes.  He  advised 
the  Committee  to  lose  no  time  in  getting 
the  best  information  they  could  from  the 
most  competent  witnesses  to  enable  them 
to  come  to  a  practical  conclusion  as  to  the 
best  organization  of  the  War  Department. 
He  had  recently  served  on  a  Commission 
which  had  visited  many  of  the  barrack  es- 
tablidhroents  in  England  and  Ireland,  and 
he  might  say  he  was  almost  appalled  at 
the  amount  of  work  to  be  done  in  order  to 
place  them  on  a  satisfactory  footing.  They 
were  not  only  deserving  but  having  the 
most  earnest  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  he  hoped  he  might  count  upon  the 
support  and  assistance  of  the  House  in 
carrying  the  work  forward  to  completion. 
He  trusted  the  Committee  would  now  allow 
the  first  Vote  to  be  taken. 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  one  great  fact 
~that  they  were  about  to  vote  £12,000,000 
upon  the  Army  Estimates,  and  out  of  that 
large  sum  only  £3,500,000  went  towards 
the  fighting  men.  The  whole  of  the  rest 
went  to  the  Staff  and  such  like,  and  thus 
the  mere  fighting  men  only  received  1-27 th 
of  the  whole.  The  home  Staff  cost 
£131,951 ;  the  foreign  Staff,  £180,326; 
the  total  Staff,  £312.287.  The  depart- 
ment of  the  Secretary  of  Warcost  £101,000; 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  £185,000. 
The  supplemental  Staff  cost  £4,241  for 
services  which  could  be  just  as  well  per- 
formed by  the  district  Staff.  He  could 
point  out  a  good  many  Staff  appointments 
that  were  not  very  useful,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Secretary  for  War  would  look  into 
this  subject,  and  endeavour  to  reduce  the 
enormous  expenses  of  the  Staff  of  the 
army. 

Vote  ctgreed  to,  as  were  the  following  :  — 

(8.)  £108,375.  Wages  of  Artificers, 
Labourers,  &o, 

(9.)  £300,000.  Clothing  and  Neoea- 
aaries. 
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it  WAA  only  now  that  tliej  were  lanng 
down  ]>ipo-drainB,  nlthougli  any  person  with 
tliu  sliglitcdt  knowlcJgo  or  forcsiglit  would 
liavo  dune  ho  boforo  ho  bci^an  to  bnild. 
Tlio  II0U60  was  now  voting  money  witlioot 
stint  for  tho  two  services,  but  unless  these 
practical  questions  were  grappled  with 
there  would  never  be  that  cfHcient  direc- 
tion of  affairs  which  would  be  neces<»ary 
upon  any  emergency.  Now,  his  engage- 
ments upon  public  works  in  Sardinia  had 
led  him  to  observe  tho  admirable  adminis- 
tration of  the  French  army  during  the  war 
just  happily  ended,  and  anything  more 
opposite  to  our  Crimean  experiences  ho 
oould  not  conceive.  The  reports  of  his 
agents  and  the  result  of  his  own  observa- 
tion showed  that  tho  administration  of  the 
French  army  was  characterized  by  just 
that  sort  of  concert  and  forethought  which 
would  bo  displayed  by  any  mercantile  firm  ; 
and  unless  our  military  authorities  would  put 
aside  tho  routine  which  only  enabled  them 
to  walk  in  a  certain  track,  and  unless  they 
would  deal  in  a  businesslike  way  with  the 
questions  which  came  before  them,  depend 
upon  it  when  another  time  of  crisis  came 
there  would  be  the  same  difHculties  and 
the  same  disasters  as  were  experienced  in 
the  Orimoa.  lie  recollected  perfectly  well 
that  during  the  Russian  war  a  member  of 
tho  Government  who  went  on  board  of  one 
of  tho  steamers  going  out  to  the  East  for 
the  formation  of  the  Balaklava  railway 
inquired  the  use  of  a  quantity  of  tarpaul- 
tug  that  was  on  hoard.  When  told  that 
it  was  quite  impossible  to  have  huts  ready 
for  (ho  use  of  the  large  number  of  work- 
men directly  on  landing,  and  that  the 
tarpauling  was  therefore  allotted  among 
(hom  90  that  they  might  at  once  have 
ftholtor  while  their  huts  wore  building, 
it  was  thought  an  admirable  arrange- 
ment, and  he  iSir  Morton  Peto)  was 
asked  if  it  was  possible  to  make  the  same 
provision  for  the  army.  Wis  reply  was 
that  as  his  influence  with  the  railway  com- 
panies would  give  him  tho  command  of  all 
their  stores,  he  would  undertake  to  pro- 
vide any  quantity  during  tho  next  two  or 
thnei^  days,  lmmc\liate  applioation  was 
accorxlingly  made  to  tho  War  and  Onlnanoo 
Departments  :  but  thoy  were  reforroil  to 
iKe  Tower,  and  it  was  found  so  im|HVLj^ible 
to  pet  through  the  rv^utino  whioh  was  inter- 
posed that  ho  wont  to  tho  Pako  o{  Now- 
easllc  and  a*kod  him  to  break  t:  roi;-:h 
tliU  rv^uiino.  the  ro5;:h  of  «h"o  i  was  t'  ;t 
m  g^^at  quantity  of  tArpaulin^s  was  »cnt 
In  waking  those  observations  be  did 

Ant  JfoHonrUy 


not  intend  to  impeach  tho  conduct  of  this 
or  any  Government,  but  there  was  evidently 
a  great  fault  somewhere  in  our  militarj 
organization,  and  he  repeated  that  unless 
the  authorities  transacted  their  business  in 
the  simple  and  practical  manuor  of  mercan- 
tile firms,  their  administration,  when  an- 
other emergency  arose,  would  be  found  as 
much  wanting  as  it  was  in  the  Crimea. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  the  hon.  Baro- 
net's praise  of  the  French  military  organi- 
zation was  perfectly  well  deserved  ;  bat 
was  not  the  perfection  of  that  system  dne 
to  tho  fact  that  tho  o£Sco  of  Minister  of 
War  was  always  held  by  one  of  their  most 
distinguished  military  commanders.  He 
did  not  refer  to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  be- 
cause under  no  Administration  bad  the 
army  benefited  more  largely  than  under 
his.  But  according  to  our  system  the 
Army,  generally  speaking,  was  in  the  hands 
of  men  who  probably  did  not  know  whe- 
ther a  soldier  wore  his  pouch  oter  his  left 
shoulder  or  his  right.  In  this  country, 
where  the  War  Secretary  must  be  in  Pa^ 
liamont,  it  might  be  difficult  to  carry  ont 
such  a  system  ;  but  ho  beliered  that  the 
reason  the  French  and  Sardinian  armies 
were  in  so  efficient  a  condition  was  because 
those  armies  were  admiuisterod  bj  officers 
of  experience  and  distinction,  and  not  as 
in  England  by  civilians,  who  knew  nothiog 
of  the  feelings  and  the  prejadices  of  the 
soldier. 

Sir  MORTON  PETO  said,  thatnothiug 
could  be  more  lamentable  than  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  army  during  the  Crimesn 
war— the  horses  eating  off  each  other's 
tails,  whilethere  was  plenty  of  hay  on  board 
the  ships  in  Balaclava  harbour.  He  was 
sorry  to  see  distinguished  persona,  who  bad 
served  their  country  with  great  diatinetion, 
risinp:  up  in  that  Honse  and  making  alarm- 
ing speeches  about  the  intentions  of  the  Em- 
peror of  the  Freneh.  He  thought  we 
should  do  well  to  imitate  the  administrs- 
tive  ability  of  our  powerful  neighbonr,  and 
put  the  country  at  once  into  an  ellieient 
state  of  defence  vilhoat  talking  so  moek 
about  it. 

Mr  SIDNEY  HERBERT  aaid,  the 
gallant  Officer  opposite  (Colonel  Herbert)i 
who  observed  that  the  whole  of  the  Ibna 
which  the  War  Department  ennmenited  u 
hein^  in  England  was  not  direetly  aTailaUe. 
Ho  WAS  ready  to  admit  there  was  some 
:ra:h  in  ihst  statement,  and  that  the  moo 
o<?:n!vsin^  depots  could  not  be  reekonedon 
;i:e  5.1  me  footing  of  elfieieaey  as  traintd 
men  serving  in  battaiiopa  of  dke  line.    As 
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to  the  remark  of  the  gallant  OflScer  that 
the  coDstitution  of  the  battalion 8  had  been 
altered  for  the  worse,  there  were  now  950 
men  in  the  battalions,  and  nothing  was  so 
esBj  as  to  augment  the  number  nt  a  com- 
paratively small  cost,  should  circumstances 
render  such  an  increase  desirable.  Again, 
it  had  been  said  we  were  losing  the  ten 
yean'  men.  It  was  not,  however,  the  fact 
that  we  were  losing  them  from  any  unwill- 
ingness to  re-enlist  them.  He  might  be 
permitted  to  say  that  some  years  ago,  when 
in  office,  he  proposed  to  constitute  a  re- 
•erye  of  such  of  those  ten  years'  men  as 
did  not  wish  to  continue  in  the  service,  by 
offering  them  some  annual  payment.  Cir- 
eamstances  prevented  that  arrangement 
being  carried  out,  and  during  the  war  the 
Gotemment  exercised  the  power  of  con- 
tinuing the  service  of  the  men  beyond  the 
(en  years.  The  result  had  been  to  give 
rather  an  additional  inclination  to  the  ten 
years  men  to  leave  the  service  than  to  con- 
tinue in  it.  A  measure,  howover,  was  now 
under  consideration  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment hoped  to  be  able  to  secure  the  ser- 
Tieea  of  those  men.  With  respect  to  the 
eomplaint  as  to  the  number  of  manufac- 
tories carried  on  by  the  Government,  he 
admitted  that  he  himself  had  a  bias  against 
those  establishments,  for  it  wasasserted  that 
in  many  of  the  departments  in  which  the 
Oorernment  were  their  own  manufacturers 
they  could  get  contracts  from  the  trade  at 
a  eneaper  rate,  but  at  the  same  time  no 
doubt  that  cheaper  rate  was  obtained  by 
the  check  which  the  Government  manufac- 
tories had  upon  the  private  establishments. 
In  particular  branches  of  manufacture 
where  there  was  no  civil  demand  running 
concurrently  with  that  of  the  Government 
it  might  be  advautogeous  to  have  recourse 
to  a  Government  establishment.  He  would 
remind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Colonel  Dunne)  with  a 
view  to  correct  a  misapprehension  he  ap- 
peared to  be  under,  that  our  army  was 
Bcattered  all  over  the  world,  that  we  had 
9O9OOO  in  India,  for  instance ;  and,  of 
course,  there  must  be  a  certain  interval  be- 
tween the  creation  and  supply  of  vacancies, 
hut  there  was  not  so  great  a  deficiency  in 
the  number  of  effective  men  as  tho  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  seemed  to  suppose. 
The  Parliamentary  Vote  was  for  229,000 
men  in  round  numbers.  We  had  got 
220,000  as  the  number  of  effective  men. 
and  considering  how  large  a  part  of  the 
army  was  employed  in  our  distant  posses- 
aionBi  he  did  not  think  9,000  men  consti- 


tuted a  very  great  deficiency.  His  hon. 
friend  (Sir  M.  Peto)  had  referred  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  Crimean  war  ;  but  he  thought 
it  WAS  not  quite  fair  to  refer  for  examples 
to  a  system  excessively  cumbrous  in  itself, 
and  which  had  grown  rusty,  against  one 
that  had  entirely  supplanted  it.  The  va- 
rious departments  of  the  army  were  not 
then  under  one  head,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  system  was  inapplicable  to 
the  purposes  of  war.  It  might  bo  true 
that  our  existing  system  was  faulty  ;  but 
if  it  was  faulty,  he  was  ready  to  learn,  and, 
having  learnt,  he  should  be  ready  to  pro- 
pose the  necessary  changes.  He  advised 
the  Committee  to  lose  no  time  in  getting 
the  best  information  they  could  from  the 
most  competent  witnesses  to  enable  them 
to  come  to  a  practical  conclusion  as  to  the 
best  organization  of  the  War  Department. 
He  had  recently  served  on  a  Commission 
which  had  visited  many  of  the  barrack  es- 
tablishments in  England  and  Ireland,  and 
he  might  say  he  was  almost  appalled  at 
the  amount  of  work  to  be  done  in  order  to 
place  them  on  a  satisfactory  footing.  They 
were  not  only  deserving  but  having  the 
most  earnest  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  he  hoped  he  might  count  upon  the 
support  and  assistance  of  the  House  in 
carrying  the  work  forward  to  completion. 
He  trusted  the  Committee  would  now  allow 
the  first  Vote  to  be  taken. 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  one  great  fact 
—that  they  were  about  to  vote  £12,000,000 
upon  the  Army  Estimates,  and  out  of  that 
large  sura  only  £3,500,000  went  towards 
the  fighting  men.  The  whole  of  the  rest 
went  to  the  Staff  and  such  like,  and  thus 
the  mere  fighting  men  only  received  l-27th 
of  the  whole.  The  homo  Staff*  cost 
£131,951 ;  the  foreign  Staff,  £180,326  ; 
the  total  Staff,  £312.287.  The  depart* 
ment  of  the  Secretary  of  War  cost  £101,000; 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  £185,000. 
The  supplemental  Staff  cost  £4,241  for 
services  which  could  be  just  as  well  per- 
formed by  the  district  Staff.  He  could 
point  out  a  good  many  Staff  appointments 
that  wore  not  very  useful,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Secretary  for  War  would  look  into 
this  subject,  and  endeavour  to  reduce  tho 
enormous  expenses  of  the  Staff  of  the 
army. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  were  the  following  :— 

(8.)  £108.375.  Wages  of  Artificers, 
Labourers,  &c. 

(9.)    £300,000.    Clothing  and  Neces- 
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(10.)  £93,130.  ProYiBionB,  Forage,  bo. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

CRIMINAL  JUSTICE,  MIDDLESEX 

(ASSISTANT  JUDGE)  BILL. 

OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  moved  as  an  In- 
struction  to  the  Committee  that  they  should 
have  power  to  extend  the  previsions  of  the 
Bill  to  all  persons  holding  judicial  appoint- 
ments in  the  United  Kingdom.  His  object 
was  to  raise  the  question  generally  of  the 
advisability  of  all  persons  holding  judicial 
appointments  giving  up  their  practice  at 
tne  bar.  The  original  proposal  was,  that 
the  Government  should  pay  this  additional 
salary  to  the  Assistant  Judge,  but  now  it 
was  provided  that  it  should  be  paid  out  of 
the  county  rates.  It  was  the  magistrates 
of  the  county  who  sought  the  increase  of 
salary  as  long  as  it  was  paid  out  of  the 
public  funds  ;  but  now  that  it  was  proposed 
to  pay  the  sum  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
county  of  Middlesex  they  objected,  and 
sought  to  strike  the  clause  out  of  the  Bill. 
If  that  was  done  the  Assistant  Judge  would 
be  deprived  of  his  practice,  and  only  have 
the  lower  salary.  He  objected  to  legisla- 
tion for  this  particular  case.  They  ought 
to  at  once  legislate  on  some  broad  and 
general  principle,  applicable  to  all  persons 
holding  similar  judicial  appointments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  extend  the  proTisions  of 
the  Bill  to  all  persons  holding  judicial  appoint- 
ments in  the  United  Kingdom." 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  that  no 
practical  benefit  would  arise  from  this 
Amendment.  Under  the  late  Judge  in- 
convenience sometimes  arose  from  his  being 
at  liberty  art  the  same  time  to  practise  at 
the  bar.  It  was  now  proposed  that  if  the 
magistrates  granted  £300  additional  to  the 
salary  of  Assistant  Judge,  he  should  be 
debarred  from  private  practice.  The  Bill 
was  limited  to  the  single  object,  of  raising 
the  salary  of  the  Assistant  Judge  of  Mid- 
dlesex on  the  condition  of  his  relinquishing 
his  private  practice,  and  the  general  ques- 
tion of  relinquishment  of  private  practice 
by  judicial  officers  was  not  raised,  by  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sought 
to  engraft  upon  the  Bill  a  wholly  new  prin- 
ciple. Under  such  a  regulation  recorders 
in  England,  assistant  barristers  in  Ireland, 
and  sheriffs  in  Scotland  would  be  prevented 


from  practising  as  they  at  present  eould 
do.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not  adopt 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Motion  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  CRAUFURD  moved,  that  the 
Committee  be  postponed  for  three  montiit, 
and,  in  reply  to  the  observations  of  the 
Home  Secretory,  said,  that  County  Conrt 
Judges  were  prohibited  from  private  pnie- 
tioe. 

No  hon.  Member  having  seoended  the 
Amendment, 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1.  (The  Justices  of  Middle- 
sex may  grant  £300  a  year  out  of  the 
County  Rates  as  an  addition  to  the  Salary 
of  the  Assistant  Judge.) 

Mb.  BTNG  mov^  the  omission  of  tbe 
clause  and  stated  that  he  did  so  in  aeeord- 
ance  with  the  views  of  the  magistrates  of 
Middlesex,  who  thought  that  the  additional 
£300  proposed  by  the  clause  to  be  given 
to  the  Assistant  Judge  ought  not  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  county  rates. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  reminded  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  clause  waspermte- 
sive  not  compulsory.  If  the  magistrates 
believed  as  they  had  represented  to  the 
Government,  that  it  was  an  injur?  to  the 
public  that  the  Assistant  Judge  sbonld  be 
allowed  to  retain  his  private  practiee  they 
would  pay  him  the  £300  ;  but  if  on  this 
other  hand,  they  did  not  think  so»  tiien 
they  would  not  pay  it.  It  was  for  them 
to  consider  whether  the  evil  arisin|^  from 
the  Judge  continuing  to  practise  was  er 
was  not  equivalent  to  £300  a  year. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  be  did  not 
oppose  the  Bill  now  as  the  additional  aalart 
was  not  to  be  charged  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund ;  but  whenever  any  proposal 
should  be  made  to  the  magistrate  ef 
Middlesex  to  increase  the  salary  of  tbe 
Assistant  Judge  he,  as  one  of  them,  sbenM 
oppose  it. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  thought  the 
public  interest  was  rather  lost  sight  of. 
If  it  was  an  evil  that  the  Judge  shonld 
practise  at  the  bar,  that  evil  would  conthme 
if  the  magistrates  did  not  choose  to  pay 
£300  a  year  from  the  county  rates.  He 
thought  eligible  persons  could  have  been 
found  to  fill  the  office  with  the  present  salary 
and  who  would  consent  to  give  np  their 
private  practice. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  observed 
that  the  salary  of  the  Assistant  Judge  had 
always  been  paid  by  the  Government.  It 
was  admitted  that  his  continuing  to  prao* 
tise  was  a  great  public  inconvenience,  and 
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the  question  was  whether  a  salary  of  £1,200 
a  year  waa  sufficient  to  obtain  a  compe- 
tent man  ;  if  it  was  not,  the  Governmeut 
ought  to  pay  whatever  was  sufficient. 

Sia  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  this  was 
not  a  gratuitous  proposition  of  his.  The 
present  holder  of  the  office,  Mr.  Bodkin, 
accepted  it  on  a  distinct  promise  from  the 
late  GpYernment  that  if  debarred  from  pri. 
Tate  practice  lie  should  receive  a  salary  of 
£1,500  a  year. 

ilB.  CRAUFURD  opposed  the  con- 
tract  because  it  was  entered  into  without 
the  authority  of  the  House. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.'' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  167  ; 
Noes  33 :  Majority  134. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  remain- 
ing clauses. 

Mb.  £.  P.  BOUVERIE,  on  the  question 
thai  the  Preamble  be  agreed  to,  moved  a 
Ckose. 

"That  80  soon  as  the  present  Assistant  Judge 
shall  cease  to  hold  his  office  as  such  Judge,  the 
10th  Section  of  the  said  Act  shall  be  repealed  so 
fiur  as  relates  to  the  salary  of  any  future  Assistant 
Judge ;  and  it  shall  then  be  lawful  for  the  said 
Justices,  in  Sessions  as  aforesaid,  to  resolve  that 
an  annual  salary  of  not  less  than  £1,200  and  not 
ezoeeding  £1,500  in  the  whole,  be  paid  to  the 
Assistant  Judge  of  the  said  Court ;  and  thereafter 
soeh  Judge  shall  not  practise  as  a  Barrister  nor 
hM  any  other  office,  during  his  tenure  of  such 
Assistant  Judgeship;  and  such  salary  shall  be 
paid  by  equal  quarterly  payments  out  of  the 
Connty  Rates  of  the  said  County,  with  a  due  ap- 
pointment thereof  in  the  case  of  the  death  or 
resignation  of  the  Assistant  Judge  for  the  time 
being  daring  the  currency  of  any  quarter." 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  1^. 

Question  proposed  '*  That  the  said  Clause 
be  read  2*"." 

Mb.  BYNG  suggested  that  if  the  county 
paidt  the  county  should  have  the  power  of 
appointing.  At  present  the  Qovernmeut 
M»pointed. 

Sib  GEORGE  LEWIS  admitted  the 
justice  of  the  proposal,  but  as  the  practice 
had  been  in  existence  some  years,  ho  felt 
some  difficulty  as  to  the  course  ho  should 
adopt.  Middlesex  stood  iu  a  peculiar 
position.  First  this  court  had  a  large 
share  of  criminal  husiuess  ;  and  secondly 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  had  con-  i 
current  jurisdiction  with  the  Central  Cri- ! 
minal  Court.  The  Recorder  and  Common  | 
Serjeant  received  high  salaries,  and  their 
time  was  not  fully  occupied  ;  but  if  an 
arrangement  between  the  Judges  and  the 
Assistant  Judge  of  the  Quarter  Sessions 
for  a  better  division  of  the  business,  and 
economising  the  time,  could  be  made,  it 


would  be  desirable.     He  hoped  his  right 
hen.  Friend  would  not  press  his  clause. 

Mr.  EDWIN  JAMES  thought  it  better 
that  the  Bill  should  be  withdrawn.  The 
Ciiairman  of  the  Surrey  Quarter  Sessions, 
who  had  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the 
Central  Criminal  Court,  tried  almost  as 
many  cases  as  the  Chairman  of  the  Mid- 
dlesex Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and  yet 
he  received  no  salary  at  all. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  hoped  his  hen. 
Friend  would  press  the  clause. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  Bill  was  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  an  extremely  crude 
form,  and  he  moved  that  the  chairman  re* 
port  progress. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the  Bill 
proposed  by  the  late  Government  on  this 
subject  was,  at  any  rate,  consistent  and  in- 
telligible, but  the  present  Bill  did  not  seem 
to  find  favour  with  any  section  of  the 
House.  He,  therefore,  joined  in  the  re- 
commendation that  it  should  be  with- 
drawn. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  observed,  that 
the  measure  had  been  deemed  so  far  satis- 
factory that  it  had  been  passed  with  almost 
unanimous  consent,  and  the  present  discus- 
sion arose  upon  a  clause  proposed  by  the 
right  hen.  Member  for  Kilmarnock,  which 
did  not  deal  precisely  with  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Bill,  but  which  would  have  a 
prospective  effect.  If  the  House  thought 
fit  virtually  to  repeal  the  Act  of  1844,  by 
which  the  salary  of  £1,200  a  year  was 
charged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  he 
could  have  no  objection. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  thought 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HENLEY,  approving  the  first  por- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposi- 
tion, the  object  of  which  was  to  remove  the 
charge  of  the  salary  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  recommended  him  to  withdraw  the 
latter  portion  of  the  clause,  and  so  confine 
the  clause  to  the  prospective  repeal  of  the 
10th  clause  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  E.  p.  BOUVERIE  expressed  his 
readiness  to  assent  to  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  as  the  question 
was  one  of  great  importance,  and  could 
not  bo  satisfactorily  settled  at  that  hour, 
he  would  press  the  Motion  that  the  Chair- 
man leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Tho  Committee  divided: — Ayes  23; 
Noes  141  :  ]\[ajority  118. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  House  must 
either  discuss  the  question  or  adjourn  it. 
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One  oourae  or  the  other  must  be  tukon. 

The  question  should  be  considered  as  one  HOUSE   OF  LORDS* 
of  justice  to  the  wholo  country,  and  then  „  . ,        r  i    ijc   iqco 

it  would  be  seen  that  it  would  not  bo  just  Jrrtday,  July  l^.  IS5». 

to  twisfer  the  charge  from  the  Consoli-  Mihutis.]  Jaofc  <A<j  OatA.— The  Loid  Aihbarton. 

dated  Fund  to  tho  county  of  Middlesex.  Pubuo  Bills.— !•  Admiralty  Coort. 
He  objected  to  this  isolated  metropolitan     2*  Clerk  of  the  GoonoiL 
question   being   now  determined;    and  be 

hoped  the  other  measure  connected  with  ^ ^  _ 

the  metropolis  would  be  withdrawn  for  the  ^^^^S  AT  KINSALE.-<iUESTIOS. 

present,  and  that  the  whole  broad  subject  The   Marquess  of   CLANRICARDB 

would  be  fully  considered  in  the  next  Ses-  wished  to  know  whether  hia  noble  Friend 

sion.     He  asked  the  House,  was  it  a  de-  the  Under  Secretary  for  War  had  recaifed 

cent  thing  at  that  time  of  the  night  (past  any  information  with  reference  to  a  gross 

two  after  midnight)   to   persist    in   con-  outrage  stated  in  the  newspapers  to  hate 

■idering  this  subject  piecemeal  ?  been  committed  by  a  regiment  of  the  As- 

Clause,  as  amended,  <»greed  to,  trim  Militia  on  the  inhabitants  of  Kiniale. 

Preamble  agreed  to.  It  was  stated  that,  bj  way  of  oelebratiDg 

HoQsc  resumed.  the  12th  of  July,  they  got  themselves  into 

Bill  reported.  a  state  of  intoxication^  and  in  that  eoa- 

dition  committed  tery  aerioos  oatragcs. 

POOR  LAW  BOARDS  (PAYMENT  OF  DEBTS)  ^*^®  ®^  *^®  statements  he  had  seen  wu 

3jl^];^ COMMITTEE  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  Sunday  night  and  on  the  Men- 

Order  for  Committee'  read.    "  f  •y  iDdieation.  of  diiorder  wm  shon  bj 

Mn.  C.  P.  VILLIERS  moTed  that  this  '^®  '"™'  ""^  *■*»*  *<»  officer,  eommwidmg 

Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  »^«  "«""*"»*  ""  ~  """^  ?"r^*!!L!l 

Motion  made   and   Question   proposed,  f '«t"»>»''«e  t«k«»fir  ^^^J^^  they  ordered 

"That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  •  Select  the«»g«'nent  to  be  confined  to  their  bar- 

Tommittee  "  raoks  on  the  J  2th  of  July.     Bat  the  men 

'  llB.  WALTER  «id,  it  was  too  late  at  i™""*  *»"*•  ff,  P""^"*  to  demolish  wiii- 

that  hour  (past  two  o'clock)  to  discuss  this  dows,  a  tack  the  people,  and  commit  audi 

question,  and  if  the  Motion  were  pressed  "cts  of  disorder  a«  were  utterly  disgrMeW. 

lie  should  more  the  adjournment  of  the  de-  Jf*  ^'f  "**  *'?'^*S'"  "f*"^  »•  <?? 

bate.     If  the  measur^  was  to  be  referred  '»«  *i.'?'r  "'  f^TT\  *"  ""f^  ^ 

to  a  Select  Committee,  it  was  important  to  *"7  «J«'».'-'>*°f  *•*  ^^  P'"f«  •_!"*  >»« 

determine  what  parts  of  it  were  to  be  made  '"^*,  *  'eK'^on*.  *•»•  »«»er«  of  whidi  wen 

the  subject  of  inquiry.     Ho  decidedly  ob-  ""I  'f  ]»*  pogniaantof  the  ai»int  that  am- 

jeeted  to  all  the  clauses  which  would  have  .'?•'*'*  their  men  and  he  maintained  tint 

a  retrospective  action .  '^  *.'•<'  ''"T^*  m VTu  °^*  ^  ^l^^. 

Sib  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  it  would  be  regiment  abonld  be  diabuded.    They  had 

in  the  power  of  the  Select  Committee  to  h""  the  feehngs.  injured  the  property  anJ 

amend  or  even  entirely  to  remodel  the  Bill.  *"/^''f"  *5*.rT"  •'.»»'«»<«»'»  ^^^ 

Mr.  JOHN  LOCKE  condemned  the  mea-  »"?Jj~  "  "f  ♦^f  <*»**».'''  *•>»*  »•»».  ^  *7 

sure  as  vicious  in  principle,  and  opposed  ?"*  "«>'  "•'•"'"^  «»■»»•»  "'"^«t  ,.'^«*«* 

its  being  sent  to  a  Select  Committee.  '»«  ';»°°» Mcouiit a Boman  Cstholw dnMl 

Mr.   HENLEY  tliought  the  question    Y  ^^  **'*«)^  •"•>  »  ??™»  C***« 
ought  to  be  discusse.1  by  the  House,  before   clergyman  m  delicate  health  set  opoB  ib 

they  were  asked  to  refer  it  to  a  Committee.    *•»«  **"*«' ''?  »•*"•  "P"'  n*!"  "^  ^  .■*•'•" 
Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  did  not  op     «nent»  "ere  true  might  well  be  termed  m» 

-  -  -        --       '^  *  creants  ;  and  bad  they  not  been  repnlied 

by  a  strong  body  of  the  people  no  one 
could  say  to  what  eztremitieo  they  might 
have  proceeded.  He  did  not  aay  all  uii 
merely  on  newspaper  authority,  for  it  wu 
a  fact  that  there  had  been  brongbt  to  Kin* 
sale  200  Horse  Artillery  and  a  troop  of  the 
Scots  Greys.  A  picket  of  sixty  or  sereB^ 
men  had  been  sent  to  qnell  the  riot,  hot  in- 
stead of  doing  so  they  joined  the  tioten 
and  turned  the  tide  or  Tietocy  ia  tliair 


pose  the  measure,  but  to  think  of  discuss 
ing  it  at  that  hour  was  absurd. 

Mr.  EDWIN  JAMES  denounced  the 
•ccond  clause  of  the  Bill. 

VbcocstPALMERSTON  assented  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate  till  to- 
moiTow. 

Debate  oJJoumed  till  To-morro«: 

The  HoaM  a<yonmcd  nt  a 

quarter  after  Two 

e'eleek. 
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Afmnof 


JJnT!5,  licr- 


hivr- 


-  rk^r 


Friend  had  received  any  information  about  cf  lire  I'aclJ**  of  C  *••.?*-  .illj  tj  Uit  3i- 
thia  affair,  and  whether  an j  steps  had  been  :  TerzmcLi  of  Pieiairi.  Y:rr  Zjic-s^llia 
taken  respecting  it.  ar;  kw^re  iLai,  sem*  iti***  zszzioti  -rer* 

The  Barl  op  RIPON  was  sorry  to  sij  give::  rbv=T:i5iisM*  Llt*  &«iBez  viisi  xiaTt 
that  so  far  as  information  had  reached  the  fed  to  ilie  i'.zrs.zg  cf  TCTv'-TrSkrfa  cif  ?«&»; 
Ooramment  he  had  to  confirm  the  state*  tiA  :f  iLe  sc-l'k  Eirl  luas  tils  cT-jti'.-rrLTiT 
menfc  of  his  noble  Friend  that  there  h!id  of  makii-^  L'i  ¥::'jl2,  vl'icl  n^i  :•»  f^% 
been  a  disturbance  in  the  town  of  Kinsale  .  loved  br  a  dlKTssSi'L  Iz  jiicr  LirdikL'-pa' 
on  the  12th  of  July,  arising  out  of  a  con-  Honse,  it  digit  los&lt/jj  isterfere  'rh.i  zi^e 
teat  between  the  militia  and  the  inhabitants,  j  arraaTezjests  i^:  irt  ii:'w  \ft^  CkkSe  ^> 
In  the  present  imperfect  state  of  the  in>  ^  estalll^h  the  y«a»  of  Z=r:c«.  I  »erc^ 
formation  which  the  GoTemment  had  re-  :  fore  beg  i-a  F^gg^i  lo  ii.t  iiiV^e  Zlt:, 
eeifed  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  giro  any  .  a! ihcu£:h  I  l2  r:t  iz  t»»s«»&^:'^  o:  L':i 
opinion  as  to  the  facts  of  the  case,  or  as 
to  the  origin  of  this  unfortunate  proceeding. 
He  might  state,  however,  that  the  most 
active  measures  had  been  taken  by  Major- 
Oeneral  Eden,  the  officer  commanding  the 
district,  for  the  suppression  of  the  disturb- 
At  half- past  ten  in  the  evening  be 
informed  that  a  military  riot  had  broken 


igh 
Tiews,  iha:  h  vc^Ii  !•*  erpeiit^:  f-yr  i'=: 
ncit  to  z^nriA  hi:  M:ii:n  it  :be  zfr^Atu  r*> 
ment.  asd  I  ^ozli  ad  ires:  lit  m>tii*  L:rl-« 
to  mr  Dob'e  FrirLC  ol  zht  ctjia  bssirliw. 
Her  \lii«£TT's  GvTerr.sen  :i  zt'ji  i;  :••*- 
sent  in  ppD&Mss^so:;  of  ai y  :iJ:  riLis:i  -riJi'i 
wi!l  enable  i:  w  ei:*?  ;*.t:,  ti  *r:-'.Li.L.v:i 
of  what  Las  ooc::rrfc]  bfc:v*?£L  ;:*  ;vr-^  Z:l- 
perors,  Lor  w:!;  :;  l-e  ;l  f -1!  p'^Liiebsivi  if  a 


out  in  Kinsale  ;  by  twelve  a  troop  of  dra- 
goons was  sent  from  Cork  to  that  town,    great  micy  p-.inu  CL::i  tW  nr^-zTz.  if  iLt 
andbyhalf-past  five  in  the  morning  General  I  Emperor  of  iLc  FrexieL  to  Parl&.    I  u,<7^ 
Eden  himseJf  was  on  the  spot.    When  he    fore  tbiiik  tb&t  your  LoritLipi  tn  jj'a  !a 


arrived  he  found  the  disturbance  at  an 
end;  but,  seeing  that  a  strong  feeling 
existed  against  £e  militia  in  the  town,  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  remove  them,  and 
by  seven  in  the  morning  of  the  13th  they 
were  on  their  way  to  Cork,  where  they  now 
were.  Lord  Seaton,  the  General  command- 
ing in  Ireland,  had  ordered  a  strict  and  im- 
partial inquiry  to  be  made  into  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  aud  the  Govern- 
ment were  satisfied  that  the  whole  matter 
would  be  sifted  to  the  bottom.  Should  the 
fiuta  turn  out  to  be  such  as  had  been  de- 
scribed in  the  newspapers,  and  he  trusted 
they  would  not,  his  noble  Friend  would  have 
no  reason  to  complain  of  the  want  of  jus- 
tice being  done. 

AFFAIRS    OF    ITALY. 
MOTION  FOR  FAPERS. 

Eahl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  your 
Lordahipiare  aware  that  the  noble  Earl  op« 
poaite  (the  Earl  of  Malniesbur^)  has  given 
notice  to-night  of  his  intention  to  move  for 
two  CifCidars  signed  by  Count  Cavour, 
dated  the  I4th  and  16th  June,  respectively, 
if  communicated  to  Iler  Majeistv*s  Govern- 
ment ;  also,  for  Count  Cavour  s  Re]ily  to 
the  Despatch  of  the  nolle  Earl  to  Sir 
Jamea  Hudson,  dated  June  7.    The  noble 

VOL.  CLIY.    [nniiD  scbies]. 


possession  of  the  necebsarr  ^L!>nz^:>'^ 
which  will  enable  yon  to  dl^^usfc  iLe  f^-u^h- 
tion  with  advantage,  and  I  beg  to  vuz^^r-.x 
to  the  noble  Earl  and  tie  livble  Iftr^jv^ki 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  poktpor.e 
the  Motions  for  the  present. 

The  Earl  of  MALME.SEUKY  :    My 
Lords,  I  certainly  feel  that  there  arc  njo- 
ments  when  discussions  upon  foreign  affairs 
in  this  House  are  anything  but  aesirablc, 
and,  if  my  noble  Friend   thinks  that   it 
would  at  the  present  moment   be  incon- 
venient for  me  to  make  the  observations 
which  I  intended  to  make  upon  this  sub- 
ject, I  shall  have  no  hesitation   in  with- 
drawing  my  Motion  and  postponing  my  re- 
marks to  another  time.     At  the  same  time 
there  are  some  of  those  observations — re- 
lating to  the  futuro  fate  of  the  Duchy  of 
Parma  —  from  which  I  apprehend  that  no 
inconvonionco   can  ariso.      The  firmness 
and  dignity   with   which  the  Duchess  of 
Parma  contended  with  the  difficulties  with 
which  she  was  encompasecd  has  attracted 
the  admiration  of  all.    I  know  her  to  bo  tho 
most  popular,  and  I  believe  her  to  bo  tho 
most  deserving  of  Italian  Sovereigns,  and 
it  would  bo  nn  act  of  great  injustice  to  her, 
and  would  read  a  very  bad  lesson  of  nio- 
rolity  to  the   political  world,  if  she  were 
2  T 
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not  reinstated,  supposing  her  people  wish 
her  to  be  reinstated,  in  her  Sovereignty. 
Just  before  Her  Majesty's  Government  left 
office  I  was  induced  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  Sardinian  Government  in  favour  of 
maintaining  the  neutrality  of  the  dominions 
of  that  Princess.  I  have  seen  in  the  news- 
papers an  answer,  supposed  to  have  been 
addressed  by  Count  Cavour  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government,  in  which  state- 
ments are  made  with  not  one  of  which  I 
can  agree.  Did  I  not  apprehend  that  if  1 
went  deeply  into  the  subject  some  discus- 
sion might  arise  upon  the  affairs  of  Italy 
generally,  I  should  be  prepared  to  meet 
those  statements  one  by  one,  and  to  refute 
each  and  all  of  them  by  a  reference  to 
dates  and  by  documentary  evidence.  It  is, 
however,  perhaps  the  less  important  for 
me  to  do  so  because  I  hear  that  the  Minis- 
ter who  signed  that  reply,  and  who  has 
also  published  two  circulars  bearing  upon 
the  same  subject,  containing,  as  I  believe, 
equally  unfounded  statements,  has  given 
in  his  resignation,  and  is  no  longer  a  Minis- 
ter of  the  King  of  Sardinia.  I  shall,  there- 
fore, say  no  more  upon  the  subject  at  pre- 
sent than  to  protest  against  the  statements 
made  by  Count  Carour  in  those  circulars 
and  in  that  reply  to  my  despatch,  and  shall 
defer  to  a  future  period  any  further  dis- 
cussion of  this  matter  which  I  may  think 
necessary.  It  is  possible  that  I  may  not 
again  have  an  opportunity  of  addressing 
your  Lordships  upon  foreign  affairs  during 
the  present  Session,  and  while  I  willingly 
accede  to  the  request  which  has  been  made 
by  my  noble  Friend  opposite,  I  am  sure 
that  he  will  not  misunderstand  me  when  I 
say  that,  speaking  abstractedly,  I  think  it 
is  not  60  inconvenient  as  some  of  your 
Lordships  appear  to  imagine  that  this 
House  should,  even  at  moments  which  are 
considered  critical,  enter  upon  the  discus- 
sion of  foreign  affairs.  When  I  was  a 
Minister  and  responsible  for  the  direction 
of  foreign  affairs  I  felt  that  I  should  have 
been  spared  many  misrepresentations  if  I 
had  had  the  opportunity  of  explaining  in 
this  House  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  It  is  also,  I  think,  far 
from  disadvantageous  that  the  Government 
should  from  time  to  time  feel  the  pulse  of 
this  House  and  of  the  country  upon  foreign 
affairs  as  well  as  with  reference  to  our  do- 
mestic concerns.  How  far  this  should  go 
must  always  be  a  question  of  discretion ; 
but  I  am  convinced  that  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  feels  the  force  of  what  I  say,  that 
to  a  certain  eitent  he  entertains  the  same 
The  Earl  of  Mahnesiury 


opinion,  and  that  he  would  not  ask  me  to 
postpone  my  Motion,  which  would  certainly 
have  produced  a  general  discussion  of  this 
important  question,  did  he  not  feel  con- 
vinced that  such  a  debate  would  be  attend- 
ed with  public  inconvenience.  I  trust, 
however,  that  before  Parliament  separates 
a  discussion  of  the  kind  will  take  plaoe,  in 
order  that,  on  the  one  hand,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  ascertain  what  is  the 
feeling  of  the  country,  and  on  the  other 
the  country  may  learn  what  is  the  opmioa 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  There  is 
neutrality  in  peace  as  well  as  in  war,  and 
it  will  bo  of  great  consequence  that  before 
the  prorogation  of  Parliament*  and  the 
withdrawal  of  its  control  for  five  or  six 
months,  the  country  should  understand  in 
what  direction  and  how  far  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  interfere  in 
the  settlement  of  European  affairs. 

The  Marquess  of  NORMANBT  said, 
that  as  he  understood  there  would  be  no  ob« 
jection  to  the  production  of  the  despatch 
for  which  he  intended  to  move,  he  would 
state  in  a  few  words  that  his  object  was  to 
put  on  record  that  he  had  found  with  great 
satisfaction  that  the  language  held  bj 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been  that 
of  distinct  discouragement  of  that  system 
of  annexation  which  had  during  the  war 
been  carried  to  so  audacious  an  extent  bj 
the  late  Minister  of  Sardinia.  He  had  no 
objection  to  postpone  the  observations  which 
he  desired  to  make  upon  the  condaot  of 
Count  Cavour — conduct  which,  although 
that  Minister  had  ceased  to  have  any  share 
in  the  Government  of  Sardinia,  could  not 
for  ever  pass  unnoticed.  His  despatches 
contained  more  of  the  suppressio  veri  than 
ho  (the  Marquess  of  Normanby)  everibund 
in  any  other  documents  of  a  similar  natore. 
It  would  have  been  highly  satisfactory  to 
him  to  have  been  able  to  show  how  well 
the  Duchess  of  Parma  had  acted  through- 
out these  transactions,  and  how  com^telj 
without  justification  was  the  conduct  w 
the  Sardinian  Government.  He  recol- 
lected the  state  in  which  she  found  the 
Duchy  of  Parma,  and  had  had  recent 
knowledge  of  the  state  in  which  she  left 
it ;  and  he  must  say,  looking  both  to  her 
conduct  with  reference  to  her  son's  interest, 
and  the  attention  which  she  had  paid  to 
the  welfare  of  her  people,  there  was  no 
act  which  would  be  more  deserving  of  op« 
probrium  than  any  attempt  to  dispossess  her 
of  the  States  which  she  held  in  the  name 
of  her  son,  and  which  were  settled  on 
him  and  his  heirs. 
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BL  GRANVILLE  said,  he  desired 
io  be  misunderatood  and  therefore 
1  to  offer  a  word  in  explanation. 
18  mnch  obliged  to  the  noble  Sari  and 
Ue  Marquess  for  the  course  they  had 
«  Ho  did  not,  hovrever,  wish  it  to 
>pofled  that  he  considered  it  undesira- 
1  a  general  rule,  to  discuss  questions 
Mgn  policy  in  their  Lordships  House; 
I  contrary,  there  were  occasions  when 
laenasions  were  of  advantage.  There 
koweter,  occasions  on  which  such  de- 
night  be  attended  with  inconvenience, 
bethought,  was  peculiary  one  of  those 
and  it  had  the  additional  disadvan- 
tbat  if  the  House  went  into  any 
I  it  would  be  discussing  a  subject  on 
they  had  only  the  most  imperfect  in- 
tioD. 

I  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
lit  that  of  late  years  there  had  been 
aeh  reticence  in  Parliament,  and  that 
It  least  one  occasion  more  complete 
non  would  have  prevented  war.  He 
it  think  that  since  Parliament  met 
jBgoould  have  been  done  which  would 
pre?ented  the  war,  and  for  that  rea- 
ind  that  reason  alone,  he  had  kept 
I.  He  could  not  however  keep  silent 
the  mention  which  had  been  made  by 
Ue  Earl  of  the  name  of  that  great 
-  for  so  he  must  call  him  —  Count 
r.  The  noble  Earl  was  guarded  in  his 
tuons,  but  it  was  impossible  not  to 
hat  he  viewed  the  retirement  of  that 
nan  from  office  at  least  without  re- 
Having  gone  through  the  despatches, 
I  his  opinion  that  no  minister  of  any 
J  came  out  of  the  transaction  so 
\  Count  Cavour.  He  might  have  been 
reet  at  times,  but  he  was  animated 
%7  and  patriotic  views  which  were 
rorthy  of  thoir  Lordships'  considera- 
HOf  for  one,  sincerely  regretted 
Cavour's  retirement.  He  hoped  that 
[orther  information  was  received  there 
be  a  full  discussion  on  the  subject 
h  Houses. 

in  BROUGHAM  :  My  noble  Friend 
te  informs  us  that  Her  Majesty's 
Dment  are  entirely  ignorant  of  the 
Mtances  which  have  led  to  this  peace 
f  the  terms  of  it ;  it  appears,  too, 
le  Ministers  of  the  Emperor  of  the 
1  and  of  the  Emperor  of  Austria  are 
same  predicament.  All  threo  sets  of 
ers  are  equally  ignorant  of  the  terms 
itention  of  this  peace.  The  two  So- 
ns have  carried  on  the  business  them- 
^  without  the  intervention  of  their  Mi- 


nisters. It  is  A  degree — I  must  not  say  of 
despotism,  I  suppose,  because  one  must 
not  use  harsh  language,  but  of  unlimited 
monarchy  such  as  has  never  been  known 
before  in  France,  except  during  a  short 
period  of  the  reign  of  the  First  Emperor  ; 
and  even  then  there  was  more  communica- 
tion with  the  Ministers  than  appears  to  be 
the  case  now.  1  understand  that  Count 
Walowski,  the  French  Minister  for  Fo« 
reign  Affairs,  received  his  first  and  only 
intimation  of  this  peace  from  Her  Majesty 
the  Empress,  who  was  informed  of  it  by  a 
despatch  from  her  Imperial  husband.  It 
is  a  most  melancholy  thing  [a  2ati^A] — I 
repeat  the  observation,  and  those  who  laugh 
have  not  attended  to  the  scope  of  what  I 
have  been  saying — it  is  a  most  melancholy 
thing  to  have  the  fate  of  Europe,  the  ques- 
tion of  peace  or  war,  depending  upon  the 
will  of  Sovereigns  who  have  such  absolute 
power  that  they  are  entirely  uncontrolled, 
not  only  by  a  Parliament,  by.  the  press,  or 
by  any  kind  of  public  discussion,  but  even 
by  that  moderate  degree  of  influence  which 
is  exercised  by  their  Ministers.  The  con- 
sequence is,  that  we  have  no  kind  of  se- 
curity at  any  moment  for  the  continuance 
of  peace,  the  observance  of  treaties,  or  for 
any  one  arrangement  which  may  from  day 
to  day  be  announced.  All  depends  upon — 
I  must  not  say  the  caprice,  for  I  suppose 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  caprice  in  these 
high  quarters,  but  on  the  arbitrary  will  of 
a  single  individual.  It  is  so  in  Russia, 
France,  Austria,  and,  I  suppose,  it  is  so 
in  Sardinia  also,  unless  they  restore  the 
constitution  suspended  at  the  beginning  of 
this  execrable  war — for  by  no  other  name 
can  I  call  it — a  war  commenced  on  false 
pretences,  not  one  single  avowed  and  boast- 
ed object  of  which  has  been  gained  by  the 
success  which  has  attended  it.  As  we 
have  had,  happily,  no  hand  in  the  war,  so 
have  we,  happily,  no  hand  now  in  the 
peace;  and  I  congratulate  my  noble  Friends 
that  their  Government  is  wholly  irresponsi- 
ble for  the  terms  of  this  extraordinary  ar- 
rangement, which  is  now  tho  wonder  of  the 
world. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY:  The  noble  Earl 
opposite  has  told  us  that  peace  has  been 
concluded  between  Austria  and  France, 
and  also  that  ho  is  entirely  unaware  of 
what  the  circumstances  are  which  preced- 
ed that  peace  or  what  are  its  terms,  and 
he  very  properly,  therefore,  deprecates  any 
discussion  on  tho  matter  at  present.  But 
I  understood  that  when  France  entered  on 
this  war  it  was  as  an  ally  of  Sardinia — aa 
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A  FubM«)ii\ryi  not  qb  a  principal.     I  wifih,  also  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  noble 

thoiTforo,  to   Ask    my  noblo   Friend  this  Marqnoss.     In  that  despatch   Sir  James 

question,  hns  ho,  along  with  the  nows  of  Hudson  informed  Lord  Maimeshury  tbat 

iho  oonoluAion  of  a  ponce  botwcon  Austria  he  had  colled  on    Count   CaTour  to  ac- 

and  VrAUOO,  received  any  intimation  whe-  quaint  him  that  Her   Majesty's   Govern- 

Ihor  poaco  hns  hoon  concluded  between  ment  were  not  about  to  resign  office  in 

Austria  and  Sardinia?  consequence  of  the  recent  Vote  of  tbe 

K\Hi.  liUANVlLLE:    As  yet  all  we  House  of  Commons  on  the  Reform  Bill; 

know  ij«  that  a  canvcntion  has  been  drawn  on  which  Count  Catour  said»   "  he  was 

up  hctwccn  tlie  Emperors  of  Austria  and  heartily  glad  to  learn  their  decision,  for  it 

Franco,  of  tho  terms  of  which  we  are  ig-  would  ho  a  puhlio  misfortune  if  theCabbet 

norant,  and  that  convention  is  to  be  fol- '  of  which  Lord  Dorhy  was* the  chief,  and 

lowcil  by  a  treaty  of  peace ;  but  beyond ,  which  had  recently  taken  so  prominent  s 

thi»  I  am  unable  to  supply  further  details,  part  in  promoting  the  project  of  a  Congress 

TnF  Mmxi^vrss  of  NOR  MAN  BY  said, 'for  the  settlement  of  the  Italian  question, 

that  it  would  perhaps  be  better  that  he ,  should  quit  office  almost  the  moment  the 

shoird  move  in  due  form  for  the  produc-  discussion  of  the  question  was  commene- 

ti.-^n  rf  tho  despatch  of  Lord  John  Russell  ed.'*     He  did  not  generally  agree  with  the 

t.-t  St  James  Hudson  on  tho  subject  of  the  views  of  Count  Covour,  but  on  that  point 

annexation  of  the  duchies  of  Central  Italy  he  certainly  thought  he  had  arrived  at  a 

Xi  :ho  kingilom  of  Sanlinia.     With  regard  sound  conclusion. 

If  the  Tia:  oc^rie  on  Count  Cavour  which  Viscount   STRATFORD    DB    RED- 

:he  i);«h>e  Man^uoss  near  him  (the  Mar-  CLIFFE  said,  he  admitted  that  the  inter- 

cjness  i>!  C'ianriearde^  had  giren  notice  of  ference  of  England  in  the  affairs  of  foreign 

}ii5^  iTiirTiiion  to  pronounce  at  some  future  countries  might  easily  be  carried  too  far. 

Time-,  vr.er.  thai  came  on  he  should  be  But  it  appeared  to  him  that  if  we  were  to 

i>renared  to  fiatc  the  reo^ns  why  he  had  adopt  the  policy  of  altogether  withholding 

?tru)e£  a  deferent  opinion  of  that  states-  our  opinion  on  the  politics  of  other  States  we 

mriS  '&  piihi  ie  ccind  act.  should  to  a  great  extent  be  abandoning  that 

L:>ki»  EBUKY  saij,  he  did  not  doubt  high  position  which  we  occapied  in  the 

TUbi  L  ^cr.t  I  AT  or  would  be  able  to  defend  world.    He  believed  that  the  objection  pro- 

iimis(:l'       The  noble  Earl  opposite   (the  perly  lay  rather  to  the  manner  in  which 

y.&f.  L\i  Vik'::v^es.:>i:rT'  had  spoken  of  a  neu-  we  sometimes  interfered  than  to  the  prin- 

:rfj:;v  ir.  pi'&ee  &«  well  as  in  war.     He  ei pie  of  interference.     He  woald  illostrate 

T-ishe<i  TO  knew  if  the  noble  £a:I  wished  his  meaning  by  a  reference  to  the  eonrse 

then:  tr  unacrE>:and  that  he  implied  no  in-  which  we  had  a  few  years  ago  parsoed  in 

terftrenec   :r.  coe&i'ons  as  to  peace.     He  the  affairs  of  Nafdes.    Wben  he  was  lately 

tru«^Ted   t'le  Time  wonid  come  vhen  this  in  that  country,  his  attertioii   had  been 

rountrr  woi.'iJ  fi.lly  carry  out  the  principle  naturally  drawii  from  a  iieai«r  point  of 

of  iioir-ir.Torreniion.      He  hnd  had  many  view,  and  with  stxoncer  iDterest*  to  the 


ARj,  but  it  ap- 

must    conie  to  v.»  at  lr.«,  and  then  our  peared  to  hia  that  by  our  want  of  jndg- 

opinion  w<^ul«i  not  or.V  >.e  tales  but  acted  ment  in  tbe  manner  ef  dob^  eo,  wa  hsd 

««r^n.  fi.rf cited  thai  advantage,  and   tha  mak 

Tr,v:  P;  vr  or  KUTLANP  s;iud.  be  vss  was  tuosi  nnaausfactoij.     Itwrndd  be  n- 

iT>e'iri\i  very  n:neh  to  a^ree  wi:b  the  nc-Ke  membcTc^  iltat  we  witbdivw  oar  IGnister 

l.or»i  -n  t>.c  coreral  prine'r-le  of  n*iis;nier-  friMn  tlic  Conrt  of  X^des.  and  tha  Fiendi 

ve=rtior,  >Kt  i>.e:Y'  w>ere  i>eea(>)on»  when  our  Gr  remment  did  tbe  aame.  in  ea^MaaBBse 


own  ^r.t**tvfi»  *vTj"pe:e.:i   ni^  to   .nterfere.  c:  the  line  whidi  tbe  IHag  ^  Naples  at 

Ho  vs-u. )  rot  arvv  «:i>.  «hat  hsd  fal-cr.  iWki  time  TrrV  TiTh  hir  own  tJjccti,  snd 

frv^m  tVo  ro>>  V.Arc-:o$«  opp«'«::e  a^  u  ;he  wh^ch  he  di*!  not  abaaden  in  conaaaaaaee 

n>er-«^  xX  v\'r.-*.i  v  AVM;r,  :o:   he  th^^r^h:  :;  :i  or.r  menacintr  iieaitkai  taaaida  ^"^    He 

WM  vo:y  Tj";i:o\  0^^.^;^^  to  )  m  t-ba:  tb;s  rar  IjiW.  Siratford  i  Kedeiifc} aenld not hdp 

h«/;  Kvr.  herr".     I  »?070  ^n*  s  ivassaco  ;r.  sj.irkinr  that  if  rai  thai  eeeamin  aar laler- 

OPf    f.;    S'T   .'•r»''e*    i'l^^l^a^r's   *WTifcu-»he5  ?VroTtee  ^jiuheenrraifiiMdlaaj 

|r»vmc  i't»vvt  rr:'\Mr'>  onir\  r.  on  u  tvm.i    su-r.  r.f  onii.iMi  and 

of  Enjrlwh  p^^po*.  rhi^i.  J:c  hoTvv  mit-l,i  porr^I  b/ ibe  cxcelient 
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tutioDS  at  home,  and  if  we  had  not  publicly 
plaeed  the  King  in  a  falBo  position  with  re- 
Bpeet  to  his  own  subjects,  we  should  have 
oDtaiif^  a  much  better  result.  The  actual 
consequence  was  that  notwithstanding  all 
that  could  be  alleged  against  the  conduct 
of  that  SoToreign,  and  all  that  we  had 
justly  felt  about  the  manner  in  which  he 
conducted  himself  towards  his  own  8ub< 
jects,  he  maintained  his  position  as  long  as 
tnited  his  convenience;  he  never  made  the 
sliffhtest  concession  to  England  and  France, 
and  he  departed  to  another  state  of  being 
in  the  obdurate  triumph  of  a  bad  policy. 
This  was  perhaps  the  most  remarkable  in- 
stance of  failure  in  the  recent  exercise  of 
our  intervention  abroad,  but  no  doubt  the 
obBenration  and  memory  of  noble  Lords 
would  serve  to  remind  them  of  other  such 
examples.  He  must  therefore  be  allowed 
to  repeat  his  opinion  that  it  was  not  the 
interference  itself,  but  the  mode  of  that  in- 
terference,  which  had  proved  objectionable ; 
and  be  trusted  that  this  example  would  be 
remembered  to  the  practical  improvement 
of  our  policy  on  future  occasions.  The 
name  of  a  very  illustrious  foreign  Minister 
had  been  introduced  into  this  conversa- 
tion with  a  high  panegyric.  So  far  as  he 
(Lord  Stratford  de  Redcliffe)  knew  any- 
thing of  the  subject,  he  believed  that,  in 
point  of  talents,  and  a  sincere  desire  to 
serre  his  country,  that  Minister  was  worthy 
of  the  highest  encomium  ;  but  wlien  he 
looked  at  the  measures  by  which  that 
minister's  policy  had  been  carried  out, 
when  he  saw  strong  reasons  for  concluding 
that  they  proceeded  from  him  as  from 
their  fountain-head,  he  could  not  but  feel 
that  a  heavy  moral  responsibility  had  been 
incurred  in  the  same  quarter.  Was  it  possi- 
ble for  their  Lordships  to  lose  sight  of  the 
means  which  had  been  employed  by  Sar- 
dinia to  bring  about  the  late  revolution  in 
Tuscany?  It  was  no  exaggeration  to  say 
that  if,  as  it  appeared  from  the  correspon- 
dence, the  Sardinian  Representative  at  Flo- 
rence had  really  taken  a  leading  part  in  the 
conspiracy  whioh  was  the  immediate  cause 
of  that  revolution,  he  had  rendered  himself 
amenable  to  the  laws  of  the  place.  If  the 
Grand  Duke  of  Tuscany  had  preserved  the 
free  exercise  of  his  power,  it  may  well  be 
doubted  whether  tho  Envoy's  diplomatic 
character  would  have  screened  him  from 
punishment.  Reverting  to  his  recollections 
of  an  earlier  page  in  the  history  of  our 
own  country,  to  that  anomalous  period 
when  Cromwell  was  the  ruler  of  this  king- 
dom, a  foreign  representative  convicted  of 


having  so  offended  would  not  improbably 
have  been  hanged  over  his  own  door. 
Whatever  might  be  our  sympathies,  and 
his  were  strong,  for  the  cause  of  freedom 
in  Italy,  still  the  employment  of  means 
so  worthy  of  reprobation,  so  contrary  to 
those  principles  which  by  their  application 
bind  together  the  relations  of  friendly  and 
independent  States,  would  never  find  a 
sanction  in  any  well-regulated  mind.  The 
welfare  of  the  civilized  world  was  not 
to  be  sacrificed  to  the  chance  of  helping 
to  improve  the  condition  of  one,  by  no 
means  the  most  important,  of  its  mem- 
bers. Now  it  was  greatly  to, be  desired 
that,  sooner  or  later,  a  proper  opportunity 
should  be  afforded  for  expressing  the 
opinion  of  Parliament  on  recent  events. 
What  was  to  become  of  that  deference 
to  public  opinion,  which  had  so  large 
a  share  in  the  regulation  of  national  in- 
tercourse between  independent  States,  if 
the  Houses  of  British  Legislation  were  to 
be  debarred  from  passing  judgment  on 
events  and  proceedings  of  universal  inter- 
est. He  had  been  delighted  to  hear  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham) 
express  his  opinion  so  freely  and  amply, 
although  on  Friday  evening  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  interrupted  him,  and 
counselled  him  to  silence.  He  thought 
the  expressions  of  the  noble  Lord  must 
have  found  an  echo  in  the  breast  of  every 
one  who  heard  him.  At  the  same  time, 
he  was  fully  satisfied  that  his  noble  Friend, 
who  represented  tho  Government  in  that 
House,  had  exercised  a  sound  discretion 
at  the  present  moment  in  requesting  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  to  postpone  a  Motion 
which  would  have  raised  a  general  dis- 
cussion at  a  timo  when  their  Lordships 
possessed  very  imperfect  information  on 
the  subject  in  question.  He  trusted,  how- 
ever, that  an  opportunity  would  finally 
come  when  that  House  would  be  enabled 
to  discuss  the  whole  matter,  and,  as  he 
hoped,  with  some  advantage  to  the  public 
interests. 

Lord  WODE HOUSE  said,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  desire  to  prolong  this  discus- 
sion, which  he  thought  was  most  inoppor- 
tune ;  but  he  must  observe  that  he,  in 
common  with  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Gran- 
ville), thought  that  a  discussion  on  foreign 
affairs  at  the  proper  moment  would  be  of 
the  greatest  advantage  to  the  country  and 
the  Government,  and  he  was  sure  that 
when  the  opportunity  came  for  these  mat- 
ters to  be  discussed,  his  noble  Friend  would 
be  desirous  that  the  opinion  of  Parliament 
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Bhould  bo  fully  and  fairly  czprcBScd.  But 
the  reason  why  they  deprecated  any  dis- 
cussion upon  this  occasion  was,  that  they 
did  not  know  what  they  were  about  to  dis- 
cuss. They  had  not  tbo  facts  before  them, 
which  would  enable  them  to  enter  into  snch 
a  discussion  with  advantage.  When  they 
should  have  obtained  those  facts,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovornment  would  form  their  own 
opinion,  and  then  no  doubt  their  Lordships 
would  bo  ready  to  listen  to  that  opinion 
and  to  express  their  sentiments,  either  in 
concurreuco  with  it  or  not.  As  to  the 
papers  asked  for,  there  were  two  circulars 
dated  the  14th  and  16th  of  June,  which 
had  been  sent  by  Count  Cavour  to  bo  com- 
municated to  Iler  Majesty's  Government ; 
they  were  read  by  the  Sardinian  Minister 
to  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  ;  but  no  copies  had  been 
placed  in  his  hands  ;  so  that,  although 
they  had  appeared  in  the  public  newspa- 
pers, he  could  not  lay  them  before  Parlia- 
ment. The  other  document  asked  for  was 
a  despatch  of  ller  Majesty's  Government 
referring  to  those  despatches  of  Count 
Cavour's,  and  it  should  bo  laid  on  the 
table. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said,  the 
answer  to  the  circulars  would  be  unintelli- 
gible if  the  circulars  themselves  were  not 
printed  also,  and  he  therefore  suggested 
that  llcr  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  should  do  what  was  often 
done — namely,  request  a  copy  of  those  cir- 
culars from  the  Sardinian  Minister. 

Lord  WODEIIOUSE  said,  that  as  the 
Sardinian  Minister  stated  he  had  been  in- 
Btructcd  merely  to  read  those  documents, 
and  not  to  furnish  any  copies  of  them,  it 
would  hardly  be  becoming  upon  the  part 
of  Iler  Majesty  *8  .Government  to  ask  for 
copies.  The  circulars  referred  to  had  been 
printed  in  the  newspapers. 

The  Earl  OF  MALMESBURY:  There 
would  bo  nothing  unusual  or  uncourtcous 
in  asking  for  copies  of  such  papers.  IIow 
could  the  despatches  have  appeared  in  the 
pablio  newspapers  if  they  had  not  been 
forwarded  by  the  Sardinian  Minister  ? 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
aaid,  it  must  often  bo  absolutely  necessary 
to  uk  for  copies  of  foreign  despatches,  as 
BO  answers  to  them  could  otherwise  be 
■opolicd. 

Aflorwaids  it  was  agreed^ 

""Tkal  an  humble  Addivtt  bo  prctontod  to  Her 
II4mIj  for.  Count  Carour'a  KopU  to  the  IV- 
Mtk  of  fhb  Eari  of  Malmcibttrr  to  Sir  J.  llud- 
A^ tei4 Tik  June, No. 83,  in  tbo  Blacbook.** 

w^^W^t     WW  W^PNWvV 


'*  That  nn  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  for,  Copy  of  a  Despatch  from  Lord  John 
IlussoU  to  Sir  Jamos  Uudaon  on  the  Subiect  of 
tho  aliogod  Anneiiation  of  the  Duchies  of  Central 
Italy  by  tho  Go\ei'nment  of  Piedmont." 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Ele?en  o'clock. 


UOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  15, 1859. 

Minutes.]  PrsLio  Bills. — l^  Boundaries  (Ire- 
land ;  Cambridge  Unirersity  Commission  (Con- 
tinuanoe);  Universities  (Scotland);  Bankruptcy 
and  Insolvenoy  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment. 

SANDWICn   ELECTION. 
ORDEB  DISCHABOED. 

Mr.  speaker  acquainted  the  House, 
that  he  had  this  day  receiTed  a  Letter  from 
Messrs.  Wilkinson  and  StOTens,  aa  Agents 
for  John  Ralph  and  Henry  Langley,  in- 
forming him  that  it  is  not  their  intention 
to  proceed  with  their  PetiUon  eonaplatning 
of  an  undue  Election  and  Retam  for  the 
Town  and  Port  of  Sandwich. 

Letter  read,  as  foUowcth  : — 

London,  2,  Nicholas  Lane,  Lombard  Street, 

15th  July,  1859. 
Sir, — As  Agents  for  John  Ralph  and  Henry 
Langloy  in  tho  matter  of  their  Petition  deliTeied 
in  on  the  2l8t  day  of  June  last,  oomplmining  of  an 
undue  Election  ahd  Return  for  the  Town  and  Port 
of  Sandwich  and  tho  Parishes  of  Deal  and  Wal- 
iiicr,  we  hereby  beg  to  inform  yon  that  It  is  not 
intended  to  proceed  with  the  said  Petition. 
We  hare  tho  honor  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  Tory  obediant  Semnti, 

WiLsursov  A  Stbtsib. 
To  the  Right  Honorable  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Order  for  referring  the  aaid  Petition 
to  tho  General  Committee  of  Elections 
read. 

Mr.  KNATGHBULL  HUOBSSBN 
said,  he  did  not  know  whether  he  had  the 
power  to  object  to  the  petition  being  with- 
drawn ;  but  it  was  the  eameat  deaire  of 
both  his  hon.  Colleague  in  the  repreeenta- 
tion  (Lord  C.  Paget)  and  himself  that  the 
imputations  made  against  them  by  the 
j  petitioners  in  tlie  face  of  the  whole  eowitry 
for  some  time  past  should  not  drop  witbooC 
being  submitted  lo  a  aearehiog  iaqoiry.    If 
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his  boo.  Oolleague  aud  liimself  had  any  '  tlemaa  who  Glleil  tlie  offico  of  Iler  Majcg- 
power  to  compel  the  pelitiaaers  to  proceed  tj's  Consul  at  fireat,  ho  being  at  preseat 
wUk  the  petition  thej  were  determined  to  in  Paris.  That  gentleman  asserted  his 
ezeraise  it.  The  withdrawal  of  the  pcti- 1  confidence  that  there  wore  do  oztraordinary 
tioo  hftd  oertainlj  taken  bim  bj  surprise  ;  |  preparations  going  on  cither  at  Cherbourg 
and  henow  gave  notice  that  he  would  take  |  or  at  Brest.  Such  being  the  case,  and 
an  eorl^  opjwrtnnitj  of  bringing  the  sub-  tliero  being  no  further  information  of  any 
j«et  of  its  withdrawal  under  the  notice  of 
thfl  House,  and  of  makiag  a  statcmont 
with  the  Tiew  to  show  the  House  and  the 
cooDtry  how  the  business  of  election  peti- 
tions was  coudueted.  He  was  bound  to 
uy  that  the  system  of  election  petitions, 
both  as  to  their  presentation,  their  whole 
management,  and  their  withdrawal— when 
withdrawn  —  wns  perfectly  disgraceful. 
If  the  House  thought  fit,  he  was  pre- 
pared at  that  moment  to  oppose  the  with- 
drawal of  the  petition,  but  if  it  was  not 
competent  for  him  to  do  that  he  should 
arul  himself  of  another  opportunity  to 
bring  the  matter  under  consideration. 

Lobs  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  ho 
joined  with  bis  bon.  Colleague  in  the  earnest 
desire  that  this  matter  should  be  inquired 
into,  and  he  appealed  to  the  Speaker 
whether  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  hie 
bon.  Colleague  and  himself  to  object  to 
the  petition  being  withdrawn. 

MR.  SFEAEEE  replied  in  tbe  nega- 
tin. 

Order  diteharffed. 


PREHCE  FLEET  AT  BREST  AND  CHER- 
BO  U  RG.—QU  ES  TIO  N. 

Lord  WILLTAU  GRAIIAU  said,  be 
had  by  desire  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  postpooeJ 
the  question  which  Ue  now  proposed  to  ask 
him.  Rumours  ban  been  circulated  for 
■OTeral  days  that  orders  had  been  recoived 
at  Cherbourg  and  Brest  that  a  large  ficet 
■boDld  be  collected.  Peace  bad  supervcn- 
ed,  but  that  had  only  made  those  prepara- 
tions still  more  extraordinary  if  they  were 
■till  going  on  ;  and  therefore  bo  wished 
to  ask  the  question  of  which  he  hod  given 
notice,  whether  GoTernmoot  has  received 
any  information  respecting  the  formation 
of  a  large  Channel  Fleet  at  Brest  and 
Cherbourg,  with  gunboats,  aud  means  for 
embarking  and  disembarking  troops  ;  and 
if  BO,  whether  they  bare  demanded  any 
eiplanations  from  the  French  Government 
aa  the  subject. 

Load  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  in  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
person  to  whom  Qovernment  had  applied 
for  informstioa  on  this  subject  was  tbe  gen- 


such  preparations  the  Government  had  n 
thought  It  necessary  to  demand  explai 
tious  from  the  French  Government. 

IMPORTATION  OF  OProM  INTO  JAPAN. 

dUEaTIOlI. 

iia.  BAINES  said,  ho  would  beg  to  ask 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
what  means  are  being  adopted  to  enforce 
that  clause  in  tbe  recent  treaty  with  J«- 
pui  which  prohibits   the  importation  of 

LoM  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  in  the 
treaty  with  Japan  he  could  not  find  that 
there  was  any  clanae  which  required  the 
interference  of  tho  British  Government. 
In  that  treaty  the  importation  of  opium 
was  prohibited ;  it  was  deemed  contraband, 
but  there  was  no  clause  that  the  British 
Government  should  interfere  to  execute  the 
laws  of  Japan, 

EDUCATION  IN  SCOTLAND,  to). 


Mr.  CAIRD  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  it  is  bis  intention, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to  introduce 
a  Bill,  this  or  early  next  Session,  on  the 
subject  of  Education  in  Scotland,  and  es- 
pecially with  refei-enoe  to  the  abolition  of 
Tests  in  the  parish  schools  ;  also  whether 
it  is  bis  inteution  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
abolish  Infeoftments  in  Burghs  in  Scot- 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  replied,  that 
as  to  the  first  part  of  the  questioo,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  of  the  difBculties 
which  had  ever  attended  any  attempt  to 
deal  with  a  settlement  of  the  question.  He 
would,  however,  say  that  be  had  entertain- 
ed the  hope  that  after  the  poising  of  the 
Scotch  Universities  Bill,  last  year,  some 
attention  might  hare  been  given  to  tbe 
question  in  the  recess ;  but  he  regretted  to 
say  nothing  could  he  done  this  Session. 
As  to  the  second  part  of  tbe  question,  bo 
thought  that  tho  passing  of  such  a  measure 
as  that  alluded  to  by  the  bon.  Gentleman, 
was  the  necessary  sequence  of  measures 
Ibat  bad  already  been  adopted  by  Farlia> 
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ment,  and  at  ono  timo  ho  had  iutondod  to 
introduco  a  mcasuro  for  the  purpose  in  tho 
present  Session,  but  now  the  question  must 
stand  over  for  consideration. 

REGISTRATION  OF  LAND  (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  VINCENT  SCULLY  said,  that 
with  reference  to  the  plan  for  facilitating 
the  free  transfer  of  land  submitted  by  him 
to  the  House  in  May,  1853,  which  plan 
was  in  substance  recommended  for  adoption 
in  1857>  by  the  Report  of  the  Registration 
Titles  Commission,  and  was  still  more 
closely  embodied  in  the  two  Land  Bills  of 
the  late  Solicitor  General,  he  wished  now 
to  ask  tho  Attorney  General  whether  the 
present  GoYcmmcnt  intend  to  introduco 
any  measure  to  facilitate  the  transfer  of 
land  by  means  of  a  proper  system  for  the 
Registration  of  Title  ;   when  would  such 

measure  be  laid  before  Parliament,  and  I  of  «  Queensland,"  in  the  northern  part  of 
what  would  be  the  general  nature  of  its  Australia. 


Affairs  whether  it  is  his  intention  to  pro- 
pose to  Parliament  during  the  present 
Session  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  which  was 
read  a  second  time,  and  intended  to  bo 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  in  the  last 
Session  of  the  late  Parliament. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  his 
time  would  be  too  much  occnpied  with  the 
duties  of  his  present  office  to  enable  him 
to  devote  any  time  to  the  Bankruptcy  Bill ; 
but  the  measure  was  in  the  hands  of  his 
hen.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attomej 
General. 


THE   COLONY  OF  "(QUEENSLAND." 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  marsh  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
what  are  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoYomment  with  regard  to  the  new  colony 


proTisions  ? 
Tide  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  the 


Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE  in 
reply  said,  that  the  colony  of  '*  Queens- 


Report  of  the  Commission  was  now  under  land  "  was  not  actually  in  existence  until 
the  consideration  of  Government,  together  the  Queen's  Order  in  Council  had  been 
with  the  valuable  Bill  that  was  brought  in  j  proclaimed,  by  the  GoTemor,  who  was 
by  the  Solicitor  General  of  the  late  Admi-  \  about  to  go  out.  The  only  difficalty  wis 
nistration.  Measures  would  be  shortly  pre- ;  as  to  the  adjustment  of  the  debt  bc- 
parcd,  and  he  trusted  would  be  brought  \  twecn  the  old  colony  of  new  South  Wales 
into  Parliament  in  the  ensuing  Session  for  '  and  the  new  colony.  The  noble  Doko 
carrying  tho  recommendations  of  that  Re- 1  at  tho  head  of  the  Colonial  Depart- 
port  into  effect.  It  was  impossible  to  state  •  nicnt  intended  to  leave  the  two  colonies  to 
what  tho  details  and  provisions  of  those  settle  that  point  between  themaelvefl,  and 
measures  would  bo  further  than  that  the  only  to  have  recourse  to  legislative  inter- 
object  of  them  would  be  to  give  effect  to  !  fcrcnce  in  this  country  in  the  event  of  the 
the  proposition  for  a  Registration  of  Title,  colonies  failing  to  come  to  an  agreement, 
and  to  carry  the  recommcndationa  of  the  ^  With  respect  to  the  question  of  bonndaiy, 
Commissioners  into  effect.  the  noble  Duke  proposed  to  abide  in  gene- 

!  ral  terms  by  the  boundary  recommended 

THE  ORANGE  RIOT  AT  KLVSALE.  by  Sir  William  Denisou,  W  if   the  two 

QUEsnox.  Colonial  Governments  chose  to  agreo  npon 

MR.yiNCENTSCULLYsaid,hewould|any  modification  of  that  bonndaiy.  they 

also  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  '  would  be  at  liberty  to  do  so. 

whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to  I 

the  violent  conduct  of  some  soldiers  of  the  '       .^,,,^„    „^„    „„„    ^^^  _^  _ 
Antrim  Artillery  Militia  on  Monday  last  at   MOWINGS    FOR    THE    HEW   FOREIGN 
Kinaale.  and  whether  he  has  received  any  ]  OFFICE—QUESTION. 

oflSeial  Report  or  confirmation  respecting .     Mr.  TITE  said,  he  wonld  beg  to  uk 
the  oanaes  or  the  results  of  that  conduct  ?  '  the  First  Commissioner  of  Worka  whether 
ICb.  CARD  WELL  said,  he  had  only  the  he  hns  any  objection  to  plaee  the  Drmwinp 
iamo  information  at  present  as  the  hen.   for  the  New  Foreign  Office,  together  with 
Qentleman  himself,  there  not  having  been  the  Designs  to  which  the  first  two  Pre- 
tiae  for  him  to  receive  any  Official  Import. '  miums  were  formerly  awarded,  in  the  Li- 
brary of  tho  House  with  as  little  dday  ai 
BANKRUPTCY  BILL.  possible,  and  without  waiting  for  the  Ten- 

QUBsnox.  '  dcrs  from  the  Buildera  for  die  aetnal  ooa- 

t  BaFITZROT  KELLY  said,  he  rose  to  i  struction  of  the  Gothic  derign. 
Mk  Am  Soeretary  of  Sute  for  Foreign ;     Mr.  FITZROT  aaid.  tiuK  m  it  woidd 
lU  lard  AdvooaU 


Mb.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  giren  notice  of 
his  question,  and  therefore  ho  (Mr.  Sidney 
Herbert)  could  not  give  a  decisive  answer  ; 
but  he  believed  the  distinction  would  be  ex- 
tended to  that  force. 
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probably  be  the  wish  of  the  House  again  to 
mtoect  the  first  three  premiated  Drawings, 
he  bad  made  arrangements  for  their  being 
exhibiled,  but  he  thought  the  Library  of 
the  House  would  be  a  rery  inconvenient 
place  for  the  purpose,  as  the  books  would 
be  eorered  by  the  plans,  and  the  latter 
might  be  exposed  to  some  risk  of  injury. 
He  therefore  considered  that  the  Reading 
Boom  on  the  right  hand  side  of  the  en- 
trance to  the  House  would  be  more  suitable, 
and  he  had  given  directions  that  the  plans 
should  be  placed  there  in  the  course  of  the 
following  day.  When  the  estimated  ten- 
ders were  received  they  would  also  be  ex- 
hibited in  the  same  room. 


MEDICAL  OFFICERS*  ARMY  WARRANT— 

THE  INDIAN  ARMY  MEDAL. 

QUESTION. 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  said, 
he  rose  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  will  recommend  that  the 
Clause  No.  12  of  the  Commissariat  War- 
rant be  extended  to  the  Medical  Officers' 
Army  Warrant,  whereby  a  Medical  Officer, 
after  twenty  years'  meritorious  service,  if 
pronounced  by  a  Medical  Board  as  per- 
manently unfit  for  service,  either  mentally 
or  physically,  might  be  allowed  to  be  placed 
on  the  permanent  retired  list ;  also  when 
the  medals  will  be  issued,  which  it  is  under- 
stood will  be  granted  for  tho  achievements 
of  the  Army  in  India  ? 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  that 
the  Indian  medal  would  bo  issued  when 
Her  Majesty  had  decided  for  what  opera- 
tions the  medal  should  bo  granted.  The 
medals  themselves  had  not  yet  been  re- 
eeiTod,  but  when  they  were  they  would  bo 
sent  to  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  in  whose  department  the  distri- 
bntion  of  the  medals  lay.  With  regard  to 
the  question  whether  the  Commissariat 
Warrant  would  be  extended  to  the  Medical 
Officers'  A^ny  Warrant,  it  was  true  that 
the  Commissariat  had  got  their  warrant, 
and  they  had  been  treated  with  great  libera- 
lity, but  to  extend  that  warrant  to  other 
branches  of  the  service  would  lead  to  great 
expense  and  inconvenience. 

THE  INDIAN  MEDAL. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B  AILLIE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
inquire  whether  the  Corps  that  marched 
through  India  under  Sir  Hugh  Rose  will 
hare  the  India  medal  ? 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND.) 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  introduce,  during  the  present 
or  tho  next  Session  of  Parliament,  a  mea* 
sure  for  the  improyement  of  the  general 
system  of  Education  in  Scotland,  and  at 
the  samo  time  providing  for  an  increase  in 
the  Salaries  of  the  Parish  Schoolmasters, 
or  for  either  purpose? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that  if 
he  were  enabled  to  propose  to  the  House 
such  a  measure  as  that  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  he  should  unquestionably 
combine  with  it  an  increase  of  the  Salaries 
of  the  Scotch  Parish  Schoolmasters. 

On  Motion  that  the  House  at  rising  do 
adjourn  till  Monday, 

AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY.— THE  TREATY  OF 
PEACE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  any  communication  had  been  made 
to  the  British  Government  by  the  Govern- 
ments of  Austria  and  Franco  with  respect 
to  the  terms  of  the  convention  of  peace 
entered  inta  between  them,  or  with  respect 
to  tho  mode  in  which  it  was  proposed  to 
give  effect  to  that  convention,  and  whether 
any  communication  had  been  made  in  re- 
gard to  it  to  the  other  Powers  of  Europe 
who  were  parties  to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  was  under- 
stood  to  say  that  no  communication  of  tho 
exact  terms  of  the  convention  of  peace, 
concluded  between  the  contending  parties, 
had  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Count  Walewski  informed  Lord 
Cowley,  at  Paris,  and  the  French  Ambas- 
sador in  London  told  him  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
that  the  convention  had  been  signed,  and 
stated  the  purport  of  the  document  in  the 
terms  already  known  to  the  House  ;  but  no 
communication  of  its  exact  terms  had  been 
made  either  to  the  English  Ambassador 
at  Paris  or  to  Her  MajestT's  Government. 
He  had  directed  Lord  Cowley  to  ask  for  an 
explanation  as  to  the  exact  terms  of  the 
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the  conduct  of  their  predecessors  upon  this 
suhject,  to  take  a  course  exactly  the  con- 
trary. What  Ireland  wanted  was  a  plain 
and  simple  Bill,  which  would  giro  the 
occupier  a  legal  claim  for  compensation  for 
improvements.  He  saw  no  necessity  for 
a  leasing  powers  Bill,  as  ninety-nine  out  of 
every  hundred  landlords  already  had  such 
powers.  A  few  days  ago  a  case  came 
hefore  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  in  Ireland, 
in.  which  a  tenant  who  had  heen  evicted 
claimed  compensation  for  a  considerable 
outlay  of  money  in  the  shape  of  improve- 
ments which  greatly  enhanced  the  value 
of  the  land.  The  learned  Judge  was 
obliged  to  be  guided  by  the  rules  of  law 
and  to  decide  against  the  claim  of  the 
tenant ;  but  in  giving  his  decision  he 
emphatically  expressed  his  regret  at  the 
state  of  the  law,  which  compelled  him  to 
declare  in  favour  of  an  injustice  in  a  place 
which  was  supposed  to  be  the  throne  of 
justice  itself.  He  (the  0*Donoghoe)  thought 
that  the  principle  of  compensation  should 
be  also  retrospective,  though  limited  to  a 
certain  number  of  years.  On  the  success 
of  such  a  measure  he  believed  depended 
the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  that  this  inter- 
esting  subject  was  one  which  had  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  every  year  during  the  whole  time 
since  he  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member. 
It  had  been  undertaken  by  every  Govern- 
ment without  success.  He  had  the  honour 
to  live  in  friendship  with  the  distinguished 
Judge  to  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred. Amongst  the  services  rendered 
by  that  eminent  individual  was  the  fram- 
ing of  a  Bill  on  this  subject.  What  the 
present  Government  intended  to  do  was  to 
give  their  best  attention  to  a  subject  of  so 
much  difficulty.  If  its  difficulty  had  been 
in  any  degree  removed  by  their  pre- 
decessors having  endeavoured  to  deal  with 
it,  the  task  which  the  present  Government 
had  undertaken  might,  perhaps,  be  faci- 
litated. At  all  events,  they  had  under- 
taken it  conscious  of  its  difficulty,  ilesiring 
to  overcome  that  difficulty  if  they  could 
by  reasonable  precautions,  and  by  framing 
a  measure  which  might  accomplish  its 
object  and  do  justice  to  both  parties.  At 
the  present  stage  of  their  proceedings  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
require  him  to  say  more  on  the  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  at  rising  to  adjourn  till  Monday 
next. 

ne  O'Donaghoe 


of  Italy, 
SUPPLY. 
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On  the  Motion  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair, 

THE  AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY.— LORD  ELCUO'S 
RESOLUTION.— EXPLANATION. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that,  when  appealed 
to  on  Tuesday  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiairs  to 
withdraw  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his 
name,  in  giving  way  he  reserved  to  himself 
the  right  of  saying  a  few  words  in  explana- 
tion of  the  motives  which  induced  him  to 
place  his  notice  on  the  paper.  He  was 
now  anxious,  as  shortly  as  he  could,  to  make 
that  explanation,  because  his  motires  had 
been  much  misunderstood.  The  House 
need  not  bo  alarmed  ;  he  had  not  brought 
the  blue-book  with  him,  and  did  not  intend 
to  enter  into  any  argument  to  persuade 
hon.  Members  to  adopt  the  opinions  em« 
bodied  in  his  Resolution.  It  had  been 
stated  that  he  had  turned  a  Derbyite,  and 
that  it  was  from  factious  motives  and  hos* 
tility  to  the  present  Administration  that 
he  had  given  notice  of  his  Motion.  He 
entirely  disclaimed  everything  of  that  kind. 
He  entertained  for  the  present  Qoyernment 
no  feelings  of  hostility.  Far  from  it,  he 
was  prepared  to  do  by  them  as  he  had  done 
towards  preceding  Governments — namely, 
to  give  them  his  humble  support  where  he 
thought  they  were  right,  and  to  oppose 
them  where  he  thought  they  were  wrong. 
It  was  not,  therefore,  from  a  feeling  of 
hostility  to  the  present  Ministry,  but  simply 
from  a  desire  to  do  what  ho  boliered  to  be 
an  act  of  simple  justice  towards  the  late 
Government,  that  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber he  had  put  his  notice  on  the  paper.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  an  impression  bad 
gone  abroad  that  the  policy  of  the  late  Go* 
vernment  had  been  a  policy  not  of  atrict 
neutrality,  but  one  favourable  to  Austria 
and  antagonistic  to  France  and  Sardinia. 
That  was  stated  in  the  public  prints  and 
by  their  opponents  in  that  assembly,  and 
there  could  bo  no  doubt  that  this  had  had 
a  material  effect  upon  the  adverse  division 
which  took  place  in  that  House^  and  pro« 
duccd  the  fall  of  the  late  Government. 
Indeed,  he  had  heard  it  said  that  had  the 
blue-book  been  published  previous  to  that 
division  it  would  have  made  a  difference  in 
it  of  something  like  twenty  votes.  He  did 
not  wish  to  enter  into  any  discussion  on 
that  point,  but  when  the  blue-book  came 
out  the  impression  it  unquestionably  pro- 
duced was  that  the  late  Qoyemment  had 
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most  admit  that  49  of  them  were  out  of  hy  our  system  of  money  orders  and  regis- 
repair.  With  regard  to  the  enclosure  of  a  tered  letters,  no  urgent  need  was  felt  to 
portion  of  Hyde  Park  hy  rails,  it  would  be  exist  for  anything  like  what  the  hon.  Gen- 
m  the  recollection  of  many  hon.  Members  tleraan  had  described.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
that  two  or  three  years  ago  strong  com-  tleman,  however,  would  call  on  Mr.  Row- 
plaints  were  made  of  the  incoDYenience  land  Hill  and  convince  him  of  the  desira- 
which  resulted  from  allowing  cows  to  graze  bility  of  introducing  it,  the  subject  should 
in  the  Park,  and  in  order  to  obviate  this  receive  the  best  attention  of  the  Govern- 
hteonvenience  the  cows  had  been  restricted  ment. 
to  a  small  portion  of  the  Park.     In  reply 

to  the  question  of  his  noble  Friend  he  SCOTTISH  EPISCOPAL  CLERGYMEN, 

might  say  that  he  believed  on  the  first  questioK. 

day  after  his  accession  to  office,  ho  spoke  ..      TTTT^Tm      -*  ^      *     ,i  t              « 

to  the  superintendent  of  the  Parks  as  to  ,  ^J?;  HUNT  wid,  he  would  beg  to  ask 

the  damage  which  might  be  occasioned  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 

the  fine  tree  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  "  t*»®  intention  of  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 

referred  in  the  progress  of  the  excavation.  ?®?t  to  recommend  to  the  House,  either 

He  had  not  visited  the  spot  recently,  and  ^""°«  ^^'^  ^"^  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 

ascertained  by  the  measurement  of  his  ""®"t'  *"y  measure  for  relieving  persons 

mnbrelU,  as  his  noble  Friend  had  done,  ordained  by  Bishops  of   the    Protestant 

the  distance  within  which  the  excavation  ^Pl^^^^P^L  C^«^<^^®8  ]°  Scotknd  and  the 

had  approached  the  tree ;    but  he  could  ^^^'^d    States   of   America    from   their 

assure  the  noble  Lord  that  every  care  P«-esent  disahilities  to  officiate  and  hold 

should  he  taken  to  protect  that  very  beau-  ®"'*®®  ^^  ®^"^*  *"  England  and  Ireland  ? 

tifol  tree  from  destruction.  Viscount    PALMERSTON  said,  that 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  he  wished  ^J^^n  the  subject  was  recently  discussed, 

to  know  to  whom  the  cowB  allowed  to  graze  *^®  TT""  ^^  *^!  ^""""^  seemed  to  be 

in  the  Park  belonged  ?  that  before  any  change  was  made  m  the 

Mb.  FITZROY  replied,  that  he  could  Jaw,  it  was  desirable  that  inquiry  should  be 

only  say  they  did  not  lohug  to  him.  instituted  by  a  Select  Committee.    It  was 

*'*'*'                      ^  not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 
ment now  to  propose  such  an  inquiry,  but 

INSURANCE  OF  LETTERS.  it  might  bo  done  next  Session. 

QUESTION.  Mb.  HUNT  said,  that  in  that  case  he 

Mb.  EVANS  said,  he  wished  to  call  the  ^>?^ed  to  give  notice  that  if  such  in- 
attention of  the  House  to  the  system  of  ^l"*''^  /^^  °?*  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
Letter  Insurance  which  exists  in  Prussia,  ment,  he  would  take  an  early  opportunity 
and  to  ask  whether  a  similar  system  might  >^J**  Session  of  moving  for  the  appointment 
not  with  advantage  bo  introduced  into  this  ^^  a  Committee  with  a  view  to  legislation 
country?  When  persons  wished  to  send  on  this  subject. 
notes,  coins,  jewels,  or  other  valuable  arti  • 

cles  through  the  Prussian  post,  they  at-  LAW  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRE- 

tended  at  the  office,  exhibited  the  articles  LAND).-OBSERVATIONS. 

in  question,  declared  their  value,  and  paid  The  O'DONOGHOE  said,  pursuant  to 

a  small  fee.     If  after  that  they  happened  notice,  he  rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 

to  be  lost  the  owner  was  reimbursed,  ex-  Government  to  the    relations    subsisting 

cept,  indeed,  the  loss  had  been  occasioned  between  Landlords  and  Tenants  in  Ireland. 

by  what,  in  the  legal  language  of  this  He  was  actuated  by  a  desire  to  impress 

country,  was  termed  "  the  act  of  God."  upon  the  Government    the    necessity  of 

The  extreme  cheapness  of  this  insurance  dealing    promptly   and    fairly    with    this 

in  Prussia  might  be  judged  of  from  the  question.      He    hoped  that  their  course 

fact  that  when  the  value  was  under  £7  10«.,  would  at  least  be  plain  and  intelligible,  and 

and  the  distance  under  fifty  miles,  the  fee  that  if  they  did  not  think  it  wise  to  go  as 

was  only  a  halfpenny ;    and  a  letter  en-  far  as  the  country  wished  and  expected, 

closing  £150  in  bank  notes  might  be  in-  they  would  not  seek  to  take  refuge  in  a 

tnred  for  sixpence.  policy  of  disingenuous  evasion.      If  the 

Mb.  LAING  said,  the  attention  of  the  Government  meant  well  they  would  be  out- 
Post  Office  authorities  had  never  yet  been  spoken  and  candid.  He  would  recommend 
called  to  the  subject— a  fact  which  showed  them  not  to  take  fifteen  months  to  prepare 
that  with  the  facilities  afforded  the  public  a  Bill  on  this  subject,  but  keeping  in  new 
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the  conduct  of  their  predecessors  upon  this 
subject,  to  take  a  course  exactly  the  con- 
trary. What  Irchind  wanted  was  a  plain 
and  simple  fiilU  which  would  give  the 
occupier  a  legal  claim  for  compensation  for 
improToraents.  He  saw  no  necessity  for 
a  leasing  powers  Bill,  as  ninety-nine  out  of 
every  hundred  landlords  already  had  such 
powers.  A  few  days  ago  a  case  came 
before  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  in  Ireland, 
in  which  a  tenant  who  had  been  evicted 
claimed  compensation  for  a  considerable 
outlay  of  money  in  the  shape  of  improve- 
ments which  greatly  enhanced  the  value 
of  the  land.  The  learned  Judge  was 
obliged  to  be  guided  by  the  rules  of  law 
and  to  decide  against  the  claim  of  the 
tenant ;  but  in  giving  his  decision  he 
emphatically  expressed  his  regret  at  the 
state  of  the  law,  which  compelled  him  to 
declare  in  favour  of  an  injustice  in  a  place 
which  was  supposed  to  be  the  tbrone  of 
justice  itself,  lie  (the  0*Donoghoe)  thought 
that  the  principle  of  compensation  should 
bo  also  retrospective,  though  limited  to  a 
certain  number  of  years.  On  the  success 
of  such  a  measure  he  believed  depended 
the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  card  well  said,  that  this  inter- 
esting subject  was  one  which  had  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  every  year  during  the  whole  time 
since  ho  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member. 
It  had  been  undertaken  bv  cverv  Govern- 
ment  without  success.  He  had  the  honour 
to  live  in  friendship  with  the  distinguished 
Judge  to  whom  the  bon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred. Amongst  the  services  rendered 
bv  that  eminent  individual  was  the  fram- 
ing  of  a  Bill  on  this  subject.  What  the 
present  Government  intended  to  do  was  to 
give  their  best  attention  to  a  subject  of  so 
much  difficult V.  If  its  difficult v  had  been 
in  any  degree  removed  by  their  pre- 
decessors having  endeavoured  to  deal  with 
it,  the  task  which  the  present  Government 
had  undertaken  might,  perhaps,  be  faci- 
litated. At  all  events,  they  had  under- 
taken it  conscious  of  its  difficult  v,  desirin;: 
to  overcome  that  difficult v  if  thov  could 
by  reasonable  precautions,  and  by  framing 
a  measure  which  might  ncoomplish  its 
object  and  do  justice  to  both  parties.  At 
the  present  stage  of  their  proceedings  ho 
hoped  that  the  bon.  Gentleman  would  net 
require  him  to  say  more  on  the  subject. 

Motion  aarctxi  U\ 

House  ai  rising  to  adjourn  till  Mcnd^ty 
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On  the  Motion   that  Mr.   Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair, 

THE  AFFAIRS  OF  ITALY.— LORD  ELCUO'S 
RESOLUTION.— EXPLANATION. 

Loud  ELCIIO  said,  that,  when  appealed 
to  on  Tuesday  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  Foreign  Affairs  to 
withdraw  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his 
name,  in  giving  way  he  reserved  to  himself 
the  right  of  saying  a  few  words  in  explana- 
tion of  the  motives  which  induced  him  to 
place  his  notice  on  the  paper.  He  was 
now  anxious,  as  shortly  as  he  could,  to  make 
that  explanation,  because  his  motives  hsd 
been  much  misunderstood.  The  House 
need  not  bo  alarmed  ;  ho  had  not  brought 
the  blue-book  with  him,  and  did  not  intend 
to  enter  into  any  argument  to  persuade 
hon.  Members  to  adopt  the  opinions  em- 
bodied in  his  Resolution.  It  had  been 
stated  that  he  had  turned  a  Derbyito,  and 
that  it  was  from  factious  motivea  and  hos- 
tility to  the  present  Administration  that 
ho  had  given  notice  of  his  Motion.  He 
entirely  disclaimed  everything  of  that  kind. 
Ue  entertained  for  the  present  Government 
no  feelings  of  hostility.  Far  from  it,  bo 
was  prepared  to  do  by  them  as  he  had  done 
towards  preceding  Governments — namely, 
to  give  them  his  humble  support  where  he 
thought  they  were  right,  and  to  oppose 
them  where  he  thought  they  were  wrong. 
It  was  not,  therefore,  from  a  feeling  of 
hostility  to  the  present  Ministry,  but  simply 
from  a  desire  to  do  what  ho  belioTed  to  be 
an  act  of  simple  justice  towards  the  late 
Government,  that  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber he  had  put  his  notice  on  the  paper.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  an  impression  bad 
gone  abroad  that  the  policy  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  been  a  policy  not  of  strict 
ncutralitv.  but  one  favourable  to  Austria 
and  antagonistic  to  France  and  Sardinia. 
That  was  stated  in  the  pnblie  prints  and 
by  their  opponents  in  that  assembly,  and 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  this  had  had 
a  material  effect  upon  the  adverse  division 
which  took  place  in  that  Hoase«  and  pro- 
duced the  fall  of  the  late  GoTernmeni 
Indeed,  he  had  heard  it  said  that  had  the 
blue-book  been  published  preTions  to  that 
division  it  would  have  made  a  difference  in 
it  of  somcihing  like  twenty  TOtea.  He^ 
not  wish  to  enter  into  any  ^scnssioo  on 
that  point,  but  when  the  blue-book  came 
out  the  impression  it  nnquestioiMbly  pro- 
duced was  that  the  late  wf^Kumtai  mi 
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been  greatly  maligned  in  regard  to  the 
policy  they  had  pursued ,  because  it  was 
then  shown  that  on  the  Italian  question 
they  had  all  along  adopted  a  strict  and  im- 
partial neutrality.  It,  therefore,  appeared 
to  him,  as  an  independent  Member,  having 
sapposed  that  the  late  Goyernment  had 
acted  in  a  certain  way,  and  finding  that 
they  had  really  not  done  so,  that  it  was 
but  right  that  Parliament  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  ;  and 
the  opinion  which  he  had  himself  formed 
he  embodied  in  his  Resolution.  That,  then, 
was  the  sole  object  of  the  first  part  of  that 
Resolution,  and  he  was  at  loss  to  see  how 
it  conld  be  viewed  as  a  hostile  act  to  the 
present  Administration.  In  private  life, 
when  one  had  wronged  a  man  by  unwit- 
tingly saying  that  ho  had  done  a  thing 
which  subsequent  events  convinced  one 
that  he  had  not  done,  the  first  impulse  of 
an  English  gentleman,  even  if  that  man 
was  his  enemy,  was  to  do  hioi  justice, 
admit  that  he  had  injured  him,  and  ex* 
press  one's  regret.  All,  therefore,  that 
he  had  intended  asking  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was,  to  do  that  which  each  individual 
Member  would  have  felt  himself,  as  an  in- 
dividual bound  to  do,  and  if,  in  its  aggre- 
gate capacity,  it  believed  it  had  wronged 
the  late  Government,  he  had  wished  to  put 
it  to  the  House  whether  it  should  not  take 
the  opportunity  ho  had  afforded  to  it  of 
doing  them  justice.  Such  then  was  the 
motive  which  mainly  induced  him  to  put 
his  notice  on  the  paper.  He  did  not  deny, 
however,  that  in  framing  the  latter  part  of 
his  Motion  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  present  Government  were  not  pre- 
pared to  follow  a  policy  of  strict  neutrality. 
Hi9  belief  was  that  the  feeling  of  the 
country  was,  as  long  as  our  honour  and 
our  interests  were  not  affected,  in  favour 
of  maintaining  between  the  contending 
parties  in  Italy  a  strict  and  impartial  neu- 
trality. But  he  doubted  from  the  antece- 
dents of  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  and  from  the  antecedenta- 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary, 
whether  their  neutrality  would  be  really 
strict  and  impartial.  He  was  afraid  that 
their  neutrality,  as  was  said  of  that  of 
Russia,  would  be  a  neutraliU  inquietante 
towards  Austria,  and  that  their  attitude 
towards  Austria  would  in  fact  resemble  the 
attitude  towards  France  which  was  errone- 
ously ascribed  to  their  predecessors.  He 
believed  that  if  he  had  brought  on  his 
Motion  ho  could  have  proved  from  the 
speeches  and  antecedents  of  those  noble 


Lords  that  he  was  not  wrong  in  that 
impression ;  and,  therefore,  he  was  anxious 
that  there  should  be  an  affirmation  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Commons  that  the  con- 
duct of  our  Government  ought  to  be  strictly 
and  rigidly  neutral.  Five  minutes  after  he 
gave  that  notice,  his  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Goyemment,  however,  said  that 
he  intended  to  walk  in  the  paths  chalked 
out  for  him  by  his  predecessors.  He  (Lord 
Elcho)  for  himself,  was  perfectly  willing  to 
accept  that  declaration,  to  believe  that  it 
was  made  without  any  arrive  pem^e,  and 
that  it  was  the  bond  fide  purpose  of  the 
new  Ministry  to  carry  into  effect  the  strictly 
neutral  policy  followed  by  those  whom  they 
had  succeeded.  Nevertheless,  he  should 
have  been  disposed  to  ask  the  House  to  adopt 
the  latter  part  of  his  Resolution,  because 
in  the  nicely-balanced  position  of  parties 
there,  with  much  doubt  still  prevailing 
whether  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat  behind 
him  (the  party  below  the  gangway  on  the 
Ministerial  side)  really  meant  to  give  a 
cordial  support  to  the  present  Ministry,  he 
thought  it  desirable  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Government  by  the  expression,  if 
possible,  of  a  unanimous  opinion  in  favour 
of  neutrality.  He  had  hoped  that  this 
question  would  have  been  taken  up  by 
some  more  influential  independent  Mem- 
ber, and  he  had  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey  (Mr.  Drum- 
mond)  whether  it  was  their  intention  to 
bring  it  forward.  Both  of  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen said,  that  although  they  thought 
such  a  step  should  be  taken,  they  did  not 
mean  to  take  it  themselves,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey  strongly  urged  him  to 
do  so.  On  these  grounds,  then,  and  on 
these  grounds  only,  he  had  ventured  to 
place  his  Motion  on  the  paper.  He  would 
now  state  the  reasons  which  had  led  him 
to  withdraw  his  Motion.  It  was  not  in 
consequence  of  the  state  of  affairs  existing 
at  the  time  when  his  noble  Friend  the  Fo- 
reign Secretary  asked  him  whether  he  in- 
tended to  proceed,  that  he  was  induced  to 
withdraw  his  Motion,  for  before  that  ques- 
tion was  put  to  him  on  Tuesday  last,  he 
had  determined  in  his  own  mind  not  to 
press  his  Resolution.  Ho  was  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  necessarily  at  all  times,  when 
public  affairs  on  the  Continent  were  in  an 
important  or  momentous  position,  be  de- 
barred from  the  expression  of  its  opinion  ; 
on  tho  contrary,  he  ventured  to  think,  that 
in  any  important  crisis  of  European  affairs. 


1307 


The  Jfkin 


{COMMONS} 


of  Italy. 


1S08 


the  opinion  of  perhaps  the  only  free  ae- 
tembly  of  free  men  in  Europe— for  no  one 
knew  what  had  become  of  the  Sardinian 
constitution — so  far  from  being  detrimen- 
taly  might  be  highly  beneficial,  when  ex- 
pressed in  a  becoming  manner.  What 
would  happen  if  the  view  which  he  had 
just  stated  was  not  to  hold  good  ?  Why, 
the  expression  of  public  opinion  in  Eng- 
land, if  it  did  not  find  vent  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  at  periods  of  great  interest, 
would  be  left  entirely  to  the  public  press. 
Now,  he  wished  to  speak  with  all  respect 
of  the  English  public  press.  He  believed 
it  to  be  the  most  independent  and,  upon 
the  whole,  the  most  honest  public  press  in 
the  world  ;  but  they  all  knew  that  the 
daily  press  wrote  for  dally  circulation,  that 
it  was  apt  to  take  its  colouring  from  passing 
events,  and  they  had  occasionally  seen  that 
what  was  denounced  as  wrong  in  January 
became  right  in  June,  when  sanctioned  by 
the  magic  of  success.  It  was  desirable, 
then,  that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
upon  important  occasions  express  its  opin- 
ion upon  matters  of  foreign  policy ;  but 
even  before  the  appeal  made  to  him  he  had 
determined  not  to  press  his  Motion  because 
he  was  aware  that  if  he  had  determined  to 
persevere,  there  were  many  men  in  that 
House  who,  though  unable  to  deny  the 
truth  of  the  statements  which  it  contained, 
would  have  taken  advantage  of  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things,  and  of  the  withdrawal 
of  a  somewhat  similar  Motion  in  "  another 
place,"  to  vote  against  it,  if  he  had  pressed 
it  to  a  division.  His  object  would  thus 
have  been  defeated,  that  object  being  to 
obtain,  if  possible,  an  unanimous,  but  cer- 
tainly a  distinct  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  House.  He  regretted  that 
he  had  been  obliged  to  withdraw  his  notice, 
because  he  was  anxious  to  do  an  act  of 
justice  to  the  late  Government.  He  could 
not,  however,  but  in  common  with  every 
Membor  of  that  House,  rejoice  at  the  cause 
of  his  having  to  withdraw  his  Motion  — 
the  cessation  of  war  and  the  conclusion  of 
peace.  Although  the  announcement  of 
peace  was  received  by  the  House  with  ac- 
clamation, he  could  not  but  think  that  there 
were  many  hon.  Members  who  did  not  view 
it  with  entire  satisfaction.  He  doubted 
whether  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who,  re- 
gardless of  right  and  of  treaties,  forgetful 
of  Ireland  and  of  Canada,  had  been  fa- 
vavourable  to  the  armed  intervention  of  a 
foreign  Potentate  in  the  affairs  of  a  neigh- 
bouring country,  and  to  the  propaganda  of 
nationalities  were  profoundly  satisfied  with 
Lard  Ekho 


this  peace.  He  doubted  whether  the  peaee 
had  been  received  with  much  delight  by 
those  who  dwelt  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Leicester  Square.  He  doubted  whether  any 
song  of  thanksgiving  would  issue  from  the 
platform  of  Exeter  Hall  in  favour  of  a  peace* 
the  main  feature  of  which  was  theezaltatioQ 
of  the  Pope.  It  might  be  sceptical  aa  his 
part,  but  he  was  also  inclined  to  doubt 
whether  the  circumstances,  and  the  terms 
of  this  peace  had  met  with  cordial  ap- 
proval from  the  authorites  in  Downinf^ 
Street,  whose  counsels  and  whose  adviee 
had,  as  far  as  the  House  was  aware,  not 
been  sought.  He  was  inclined  to  o<mdole 
sincerely  with  his  noble  Friend  the  Foreign 
Secretary  upon  the  position  he  now  oeoii- 
pied,  for  he  had  been  suddenly  and  unex- 
pectedly deprived  of  an  opportunity  whieh 
he,  no  doubt,  anxiously  desired  to  redeem 
his  character  as  a  negotiator,  and  to  sue- 
ceed  in  establishing  in  Italy  that  modd 
constitution  which  he  had  doubtless  already 
prepared.  But  if  they  were  inclined  to 
condole  with  the  Foreign  Secretary,  he 
was  sure  there  was  no  Member  of  thai 
House,  no  man  who  had  in  him  any  feel- 
ing of  compassion,  who  would  not  condole 
still  more  with  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government.  Of  that  noble  Lord 
it  might  be  said  that  the  dream  of  hia  life 
had  been  the  expulsion  of  the  Aoatrians 
from  Italy,  and  he  now  had  the  satisfac- 
tion of  seeing  them  more  permanently  es- 
tablished in  the  Quadrilateral  than  ever* 
with  the  recognized  right,  as  a  part  of 
a  great  Italian  Confederation,  of  interfisr- 
ing  in  the  affairs  of  every  State  in  Italy. 
Ho  did  not  envy  the  feelings  of  his  no- 
ble Friend  when  he  found  that  peace 
had  been  concluded  without  the  Emperor 
of  the  French  having  asked  his  counsel  or 
waited  for  his  advice,  and  the  noble  Lord 
had  the  farther  mortification  of  reflecting 
that  eleven  years  ago  a  nod  of  his  head, 
a  stroke  of  his  pen,  would  have  given  to 
Italy,  an  amount  of  liberty  greater  than 
she  now  enjoyed  after  years  of  agitatioo, 
suffering,  and  misery,  and  after  the  immo- 
lation of  hecatombs  of  slaughtered  soldiers. 
He  could  not  but  think  that  his  two  noble 
Friends  in  their  present  position  weie  wor- 
thy of  the  deepest  commiseration ;  for,  to 
use  a  graphic  though  somewhat  slang 
expression,  they  had  been  most  horribly 
"sold.*'  But  peace  had  been  made.  A 
war  wantonly  commenced  had  been  capri- 
ciously concluded,  and  although  there  were 
many  things  upon  which  he  could  wish 
for  fortiier  informationi  although  he  should 
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like  to  know  what  preparation  had  been 
made  for  the  better  goYernmeni  of  the  Ro- 
man States  and  the  Kingdom  of  tho  Two 
Sicilies,  although  he  should  like  to  know 
what  would  happen  in  the  event  of  the 
subjects  of  the  Pope  and  the  Dukes  of 
Tuscany  and  Modena,  and  of  the  Duchies 
of  Parma,  declining  to  recelYO  hack  their 
Sovereigns -*al though  he  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  Austrian,  Sardinian, 
and  French  armies,  were  to  force  those 
personages  upon  their  reluctant  people ; 
although  he  should  like  to  know  what  had 
become  of  the  Sardinian  constitution  and 
its  free  press — whether  it  was  to  be  re- 
stored, modified,  or  extended  to  Lombardy 
or  not— yet  they  ought  in  the  meantime  to 
rejoice  that  peace  had  been  made,  and  that 
the  sickening  slaughter  which  had  daily 
filled  the  columns  of  the  morning  press 
would  not  in  future  meet  their  eyes  as 
they  glanced  over  the  pages  of  their  fa- 
▼ourito  journal.  Let  them  earnestly  pray 
that  this  peace  might  contribute  to  the 
permanent  tranquillity,  happiness,  and  se- 
curity of  Europe,  although  he,  for  one, 
was  inclined  to  doubt  it  much. 

THE  MILITARY  OATH. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

LoBD  WILLIAM  GRAHAM  said,  he 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  the  oath  taken  by  recruits  on 
attestation.  It  would  be  sufiSoient  for  him 
to  refer  to  what  had  occurred  lately  in 
India  to  show  of  how  little  effect  tho  oath 
was  in  maintaining  the  allegiance  of  the 
soldiers  ;  and  also  to  the  important  fact, 
disclosed  by  a  Return  lately  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Westmin- 
ster, that,  while  in  a  single  year  3,500  re- 
cruits had  deserted  before  they  had  taken 
the  oath,  17,000  had  deserted  within  tho 
same  period  after  they  had  taken  the  oath. 
He  objected  to  that  part  of  the  oath  which 
made  the  men  swear  to  obey  the  orders  of 
their  officers,  for  after  taking  it  the  man 
who  committed  the  slightest  breach  of  dis- 
cipline committed  perjury.  He  hoped  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  direct  his 
attention  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  FITZGERALD:  I 
should  have  risen.  Sir,  to  offer  some  ob- 
servations to  the  House  immediately  after 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Elcho)  sat  down, 
but  that  I  expected  his  remarks  would 
have  mot  with  some  response  from  one  or 
other  of  the  noble  Lords,  or  from  some 
right    hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Treasury 


bench.  As  my  noble  Friend  has  thought 
it  right  not  to  enter  at  any  length  into  a 
consideration  of  the  Resolution  which  be 
had  proposed  to  submit  to  tho  House, 
neither  will  I  intrude  on  the  House  by  any 
lengthened  observations.  I  quite  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  there  are  no  con- 
siderations which  on  public  grounds  should 
have  induced  him  to  withdraw  from  the 
notice  of  the  House  the  Resolution  which 
he  intended  to  propose.  The  consideration 
of  that  Resolution,  Sir,  certainly  could 
not  have  interfered  with  any  negotiation 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  in 
hand,  as  far  as  we  know — for  the  best  of 
all  possible  reasons,  namely,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  undertaken  no 
negotiations  at  all.  And  further.  Sir,  if 
rumour  speaks  truly,  any  proposition  or 
negotiation  would  have  met  with  very 
little  encouragement  at  the  hands  of  the 
noble  Lords  opposite.  Neither  would  the 
consideration  of  the  Resolution  of  my  noble 
Friend  have  interfered  at  all  with  those 
friendly  and  cordial  communications  which 
may  be  supposed  ordinarily  to  pass  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  a  friendly 
Power  ;  because,  Sir,  we  aro  informed  that 
when  the  armistice  was  signed  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  received  no 
official  information  of  the  circumstance  ; 
and  now  we  are  informed  that  peace  has 
been  concluded,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  still  without  any  informa- 
tion on  the  matter,  so  that  consequently 
they  have  never  been  consulted  at  all  in 
reference  to  it.  Therefore,  as  far  as  the 
public  interests  aro  concerned,  I  do  not 
think  my  noble  Friend  was  called  on  to 
withdraw  his  Resolution  ;  but  although  it 
might  not  have  been  inconvenient  to  the 
public  service,  I  think  it  is  pretty  clear  to 
the  House  that  a  discussion  with  reference 
to  my  noble  Friend's  Resolution  would 
have  been  necessarily  and  singularly  in- 
convenient to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
After  debates,  which  certainly  have  seldcmi 
been  exceeded  in  interest  and  impor- 
tance. Her  Majesty's  late  Government  re- 
tired from  office,  and  we  now  see  their 
successors  on  the  opposite  benches.  In 
the  course  of  those  debates  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  addressed  a 
speech  to  tho  House  in  which  he  severely 
arraigned  the  conduct  of  the  then  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  their  conduct  of  foreign 
affairs.  He  made  suggestions  on  that  oc- 
casion as  to  the  course  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  ought  to  have  fol- 
lowed, and  be  also  made  statements  as 
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to   the    course  which    they    had   adopt- 
ed.    I  took  leave  at  the  time  to  give  an 
emphatic  contradiction  to  the  statementa 
of  the  nohle  Lord,  although  I  refrained 
from  asking  him  from  what  quarter  he  had 
ohtained  his  information  as  to  our  commu- 
nications  on  foreign   affairs.     Certainly, 
Sir,  it  did  not  come  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and   it  could  scarcely  have 
come  from  that  quarter  to  which  the  nohle 
Lord  supposed  thoso  communications  were 
addressed.     1  can  imagine,  therefore,  that 
a  discussion  on  my  noble  Friend's  Resolu- 
tion would  have  been  most  unpalatable  to 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment when  from  every  side  of  the  House 
it  would  be  pointed  out  to  him  that  all 
suggestions  which  he  made  as  to  the  course 
which  Her  Majesty's  late  Government  ought 
to  have  taken  were  precisely  those  which 
throughout    had    influenced   the  councils 
of   that    Administration,    and    that    the 
language  which    ho    said    we    ought   to 
have  held  was  not  only  the  same  in  spirit, 
but  almost  identical  in   words    with  that 
which  my  noble  Friend  the  late  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  made  use  of  in  his  com- 
munications on  the  Italian  question.    Why, 
Sir,  if  a  discussion  had  been  taken  on  the 
Resolution  of  my  noble  Friend  it  would 
have  been  shown  that  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Viscount  Falmerston)  obtained  power 
which  he  now  holds  by  misrepresentation 
of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  late  Go- 
vernment, and  by  statements  which,   as 
one  of  those  engaged  in  office  at  the  time, 
I  felt  it  my  duty  to  meet  with  an  emphatic 
contradiction.     Nor  do  I  think,  Sir,  that 
the  discussion  would  have  been  satisfactory 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  general 
grounds.     Certainly,  after  the  debates  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  the  accession 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  office,  great  expecta- 
tions were  entertained  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  as  to  the  results  of  that  change. 
There  were  many  who  called  themselves 
friends   of  Italy,  but  still  said   that    the 
policy  of  this  country  ought  to  be  a  policy 
of  non-interference.  There  were  many  who 
hoped  that  the  ingenuity  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and  that 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  would  enable  them  to 
combine  thoso  two  policies,  and  thus  attain 
the  results  ,which  in  both  interests  they 
wish  to   see   attained.     They  wish  Italy 
free,  but  at  the  same  time  they  desire  a 
policy  of  non-intervention  on  the  part  of 
this  country.    And  expecting  that  a  policy 
of  this  kind  would  bo  originated  by  the 
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noble  Lords  opposite,  I  can  fancy  the  disap- 

S ointment  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  at 
earing  from  the  lips  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  he  had  no  policy  whatever,  that  the 
policy  which  he  should  pursue  was  that 
chalked  out  by  the  Government  who  had 
been  in  office  before  him.  Above  all.  Sir, 
what  must  have  been  the  effect  of  that  an- 
nouncement abroad.  There  were  popula- 
tions who  were  on  the  verge  of  rerolt,  and 
looked  to  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  as  that 
charmed  name  which  was  to  bring  them 
all  the  advantages  which  they  sought  for  ? 
There  were  vacillating  Cabinets  and  hos- 
tile powers  all  waiting  to  hear  the  policy  of 
the  new  Government ;  and  at  last  when 
listening  with  attentive  ears,  Europe  read 
the  announcement  of  the  noble  Lord's  po- 
licy, it  heard  no  more  than  that  he  had  no 
policy  of  his  own  at  all — thai  bis  policy 
was  chalked  out  for  him  by  his  predeces- 
sors. My  noble  Friend  abstuned  from 
going  into  the  details  of  the  question  to 
which  his  Resolution  referred,  and  I  shall 
follow  him  in  this  course.  I  will  not  enter 
at  length  into  a  discussion  of  those  mat- 
ters, which  necessarily  would  be  somewhat 
disagreeable  to  Her  Majesty'a  Government; 

I  will  only  say  that  I  think  it  is  a  caution  to 
those  who  sit  in  this  House,  and  depreciate  a 
policy  in  total  ignorance  of  what  ibat  policy 
is,  to  take  heed  by  this  example,  and  take 
care  that  when  they  accede  to  office,  tbev 
may  not  he  called  on  to  accept  in  all  bnmi- 

II  ty  the  policy  which  they  were  the  first  to 
revile.  I  wish  to  make  one  obsenration  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  reference  to 
existing  affairs,  and  with  reference  to  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  re- 
spect of  them.  Before  I  do  so,  however,  I 
desire  to  offer  one  remark  to  the  noUe 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Lord  J.  Russell),  in  reference  to  an  obser- 
vation  which  fell  from  him  a  few  nights 
ago,  when  I  asked  a  question  in  reference  to 
a  despatch  which  he  had  addresaed  to  our 
Minister  at  Berlin,  and  whioh,  according  to 
tho  confession  of  some  of  his  eolleagnes, 
contained  advice  as  to  the  pdioy  whieh 
Germany  ought  to  pursue  in  refSerenee  to 
the  present  war.  After  I  left  the  House 
on  that  occasion,  the  noble  Lord  referred 
to  a  despatch  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Earl 
of  Malmesbury,  commenting  on  whieh  the 
noblo  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  said  tiiat  the 
course  of  policy  pursued  in  that  matter  by 
the  present  Government  waa  exaetiy  the 
same  as  that  which  had  been  adopted  by 
the  preceding  administration.    NoWf  it  is 


1^13 


ne  Afairi 


{July  15, 18691 


of  Ita^. 


1314 


to  correct  that  great  xniBapprehension  I 
wish  to  saj  a  few  words.  ^  If  the  nohle 
Lord  read  carefully  the  context  of  the 
despatch  he  quoted,  he  'would  see  that  the 
circumstances  were  totally  different,  and 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  analogy 
hetween  the  advice  said  to  be  tendered  by 
the  nohle  Lord  and  that  contained  in  the 
despatch  from  which  he  quoted.  My  right 
hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire (Mr.  Disraeli)  said,  that  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  had  been  to  abstain 
from  offering  any  advice  to  Germany  in 
respect  to  what  her  interests  required,  as 
we  felt  that  by  so  doing  we  should  put 
oorselves  in  the  position  of  being  called 
on  to  give  a  moral  guarantee  for  the  con- 
sequences which  that  advice,  if  followed, 
might  entail  on  the  Power  to  which  it  was 
giTon.  I  confess  that  seemed  to  me  to  be 
the  policy  which  the  statesmen  of  this 
country  were  evidently  required  to  pursue. 
But  the  noble  Lord  opposite  quoted  a  de- 
spatch which  had  been  addressed  to  Ger- 
many under  totally  different  circumstances, 
and  which  was  not  applicable  to  the  case 
put  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  can- 
not but  think  that  both  the  noble  Lords 
received  that  despatch  ready  opened  from 
some  precipitate  colleague,  who  had  not 
made  himself  master  of  the  contents.  Now, 
I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  noble  Lord,  that 
by  the  articles  of  the  general  pact  the  Ger- 
manic Confederation  is  not  obliged  to  join 
in  hostilities  on  behalf  of  any  member  of 
the  Confederation,  merely  because  a  por- 
tion of  his  territory  not  within  the  limits 
of  the  Confederation  is  attacked  ;  but  if 
any  portion  of  his  territory  not  included 
within  those  limits  is  menaced,  it  is  for 
the  Confederation  to  say,  whether  the  case 
is  one  of  federal  interest  and  one  in  which 
the  Confederation  should  interfere.  Then, 
the  position  taken  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Earl  of  Malmesbury,  in  that  despatch 
quoted  by  the  noble  Lord,  is  in  effect  this, 
''As  long  as  there  is  no  matter  involved 
for  which  it  is  your  interest  to  interfere, 
slumber — do  not  interfere  ;  but  as  soon  as 
German  interests  are  involved,  then  I  will 
not  take  the  responsibility  of  giving  advice 
to  Germany  in  respect  of  the  course  which 
she  ought  to  pursue,  as  I  am  not  prepared 
to  accompany  it  with  a  moral  guarantee." 
From  this,  it  is  evident  that  my  noble 
Friend  declined  to  do  exactly  what  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  did  ;  and  in  doing  so, 
adopted,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  observed,  a  very 
dangerous  policy.     I  would  now  call  the 
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earnest  attention  of  the  House  to  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  affairs.  It  is  impossible, 
I  apprehend,  to  say  whether  t^e  details  of 
the  peace  which  has  been  lately  signed, 
will  have  to  be  carried  out  by  a  European 
Congress  or  not.  Now,  I  am  not  going  to 
discuss  the  terms  of  the  peace.  The  de- 
tails are  so  imperfectly  known,  that  I  think 
a  discussion  of  them  would  not  be  condu- 
cive to  the  public  interest.  But  I  say  this, 
that  it  is  possible  at  any  rate  that  the  de- 
tails of  the  treaty  of  peace  may  have  to  he 
carried  out  by  foreign  Powers.  It  may  he 
that  this  country,  if  invited  by  other  Powers 
— it  may  be  her  duty  to  take  part  in  the 
deliberations  to  which  the  rest  of  Europe 
may  agree.  I  do  not  desire,  to  offer  any 
decided  opinion  upon  the  point,  because  we 
I  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  war,  we 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  peace,  and  I 
think  it  maybe  a  question  whether  this  coun  • 
try  ought  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  ar- 
rangements for  carrying  the  peace  into  ef- 
fect. But,  Sir,  what  have  been  the  views  of 
the  existing  Government  in  reference  to  that 
which  is  somewhat  analogous  to  entering 
into  a  Congress  with  a  view  to  the  establish- 
ment of  peace  ?  We  have  had  the  de- 
claration of  a  member  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  possibility  of  their  being  called 
on  to  mediate  between  the  contending 
parties.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London,  when  speaking  of  the 
increase  in  our  armaments,  expressed  an 
opinion  that  they  were  not  only  necessary, 
perhaps,  for  self-defence,  but  that  they 
were  also  of  great  importance  in  giving 
weight  to  us  with  regard  to  our  interference 
abroad.  And  similar  language  has  been 
held  by  others  of  the  noble  Lord's  col- 
leagues. The  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
War  used  similar  language  when,  in  ad~ 
dressing  his  constituents,  he  said  that  "  if 
called  on  to  use  our  moral  weight  he  as- 
sured them  there  was  one  thing  of  great 
importance,  and  that  was  what  he  termed 
our  position  as  an  armed  power."  And 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  used  language  of  consider- 
able importance  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
I  was  unfortunate  enough,  in  quoting  a 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  a 
former  occasion,  to  meet  at  his  hands  with 
a  direct  denial  of  the  accuracy  of  my 
quotation,  and  therefore  I  have  on  this 
occasion  provided  myself  with  the  record- 
ed words  which  the  nght  hon.  Baronet 
used.  I  find,  then,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  used  these  words — 
"  If  we  are  to  exert,  as  I  trust  we  may  have  an 
2  U 
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opportunity  of  doing,  tho  fimotioiu  of  a  mediator 
bftwcen  contending  l*owcrs.  depend  upon  it  that 
tho  effect  of  mediation  Avill  not  bo  diminished 
■when  it  is  offered  by  a  country  strong  in  its  own 
resources,  which  docs  not  approach  merely  in  tho 
shape  of  a  beggar,  but  which  can  say  to  both 
Bides,  '  The  line  of  conduct  which  it  is  our  duty 
to  pursue  wo  aro  not  merely  seeking  in  f</rm& 
pauperis,  but  we  are  a  powerful  State  and  have  a 
right  to  ask  you  to  comply.'  •* 


I  find  that  there  is  a  siiiiilar  report  in  the 
other  papers.     What,  then,  I  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  is  this— that 
this  is  not  language  of  conciliation.     That 
is  not  the  language  of  mediation  ;  that  is 
not  the  temperate  language   befitting  a 
Power  professing  neutrality  ;  that  is  tho 
language  of  menace ;    that  is  language 
which,  sooner  or  later,   will  compromise 
the  position  of  this  country  ;  and  it  is  lan« 
guage  to  which  I  feel  I  cannot  forbear 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    What  1   want  to  convey  to  tl  e 
House  is,  that  if  that  is  the  spirit  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  it  is  very  possibly 
the  spirit  in  which  they  will  enter  into  the 
council  chamber  of  Europe,  if  they  should 
be  called  upon  to  take  part  in  the  delibe- 
ration on  the  treaty  of  peace  ;  and  1  can 
conceive  nothing  more  likely  to  bring  us 
into  hostility  than  using  language  such  as 
that  language  which,  as  I  have  said  be- 
fore, is  the  language  of  menace  and  inter- 
vention ;   and  I  trust  that  tho  House  of 
Commons,  if  that  language  is  to  be  used, 
will  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing its  disapprobation  of  it.     I  will 
not  proceed  further  with  this  question.   All 
I  hope  is,  that  in  the  events  that  are  to 
come.   Her    Majesty's    Government    will 
avoid  that  system  of  interference  and  in- 
tervention which  has  so  perilously  distin- 
guished our  diplomacy  in  past  times.     It 
was  only  the  other  day  that  I  was  reading 
one  of  the  latest  speeches  addressed  to  the 
constituency  of  Liverpool  by  Mr.  Canning; 
and  I  think  it  is  language  that  ought  to 
be  emphatically  remembered  by  every  one 
who  has  the  charge  of  the  foreign  affairs 
of  this  country.     He  said,  "It  had  been 
too  much  the  fashion  of  late  to  mix  up 
philanthropy  and  sentiment  with  questions 
of  foreign  policy,  and  that  at  the  risk  of 
being  considered  selfish  and  narrow-minded 
he  was  content  to  tako  his  ground  with 
reference  to  foreign  questions  on  the  mere 
consideration  of  what  was  English  inte- 
rest."   That  I  hold  should  be  tho  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.     That  po- 
licy should  not  be  a  policy  of  mere  philan- 
thropy and  sentiment ;  but  it  should  be  a 
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policy  of  British  interests — one  becoming 
this  country,  one  not  menacing  to  others, 
but  only  firmly  asking  that  which  they  be- 
lieve to  bo  to  tho  interest  and  honour  of 
our  own  country. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  (who  was  im- 
perfectly  heard) :  Sir,  I  certainly  thought 
it  quite  unnecessary  to  take  any  notice  of 
the  speech  that  has  been  made  by  my 
noble  Friend,  who,  having  given  notice  of 
a  Motion  on  this  subject,  seems  to  have  re- 
flected upon  it|  and  to  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  he  had  much  better  not 
make  it.     I  quite  agree  with  him  in  that 
opinion,  and  certainly  it  is  very  harmless 
to  indulge  in  a  sort  of  triumph  and  jubilee 
when,  in  fact,  he  was  at  the  same  time  re- 
treating from  the  position  which  he  had 
taken  up.  The  noble  Lord  seems  to  have  tri- 
umphed in  considering  that  any  wishes  that 
my  noble  Friend  and  I  might  have  had  for 
freedom    in   Italy   will    be    disappointed. 
That  may  bo  the  case,  but  I  sure  I  am  not 
ashamed,  and  I  do  not  think  my  noble  Friend 
will  ever  be  ashamed,  of  saying  that  our 
wishes  were  in  favour  of  freedom  in  any 
country  in  which  free  institutions  can  be 
introduced.     It  is  one  thing  to  say  that 
you  will  use  the  power  of  the  country — that 
you  will  interfere  with  the  means  of  a 
country,  in  order  to  introduce  or  to  foster 
freo  institutions  into  another  country,  but 
it  is  another  thing  to   rejoice  whenever 
those  free  institutions  prosper,  and  lament 
whenever  they   are  blighted.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  has  referred  to 
Mr.  Canning.     I  remember  perfieotly  well 
tho  speech  of  Mr.  Canning  in  this  House 
upon  the  subject  of  the  French  invasion  of 
Spain.     The    Spaniards   had   established 
free  institutions  in  Spain.    The  French,  at 
the  bidding,  or  in  concert  with  the  despotic 
Powers  of  Europe,  went  into  Spain  to  put 
down  those  free  institutions.    Mr.  Cannmg 
I  declared  that  the  policy  of  this  country  was 
neutrality;  but  at  tho  same  time  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  his  wishes  were  that 
tho  Spaniards  might  be  suceessfiil  in  re- 
sisting that  invasion.   The  bon.  Gentleman 
no  doubt  quoted  Mr.  Canning  correetlj;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  Mr.  Canning  did  not  go 
beyond  the  line  properly  chalked  out  for 
the  Minister  of  a  free  country  in  thus  ex- 
pressing his  wishes,  at  the  same  time  that 
he  declared  what  the  PpHcy  of  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be.    The  hon.  Gentlemaa 
has  referred  to  the  conduct  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment.    I  am  glad  the  noble  Lord  baa 
not  made  it  necessary  for  the  House  to 
discuss  that  conduct.  I  am  readj  to  beliere 
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at  all  times  that  they  were  endeaTouring, 
to  the  utmost  of  their  power,  >Aith  impar- 
tiality and  care  to  preserve  a  neutral  posi- 
tion and  prevent  the  evils  of  war.  I  remem- 
ber saying,  when  there  was  a  question  of 
the  Earl  of  Malmcsbury  going  to  a  Con- 
gress, that  there  was  neither  ability  nor 
inclination  wanting  on  his  part  to  bring 
that  Congress  to  a  satisfactory  termination. 
I  said  likewise,  during  the  discussion  upon 
the  late  vote  of  confidence,  when  the  papers 
were  not  produced,  that  it  was  fair  to  pre- 
sume that  everything  in  those  papers 
would  be  favourable  to  the  late  Qovem- 
ment,  and  that,  with  the  papers  unseen  it 
would  not  be  justice  to  presume  that  those 
papers  would  make  out  a  case  of  any  want 
of  impartiality  and  ability.  If  we  had  to  go 
into  air  the  particulars,  there  might  have 
been  certain  points  on  which  I  might  have 
said  they  had  not  taken  the  view  which,  in 
my  opinion,  was  most  likely  to  lead  to  a 
satisfactory  result.  I  think  that,  espe- 
cially in  the  beginning  of  this  discussion 
with  France,  much  might  have  been 
done  that  was  left  undone.  I  am  glad 
not  to  enter  into  that  discussion,  or  to 
have  a  debate  on  those  circumstances. 
But  then  the  hon.  Gentleman,  passing  by 
the  conduct  of  the  late  Government,  thinks 
it  fit  with  the  very  little  knowledge  he 
possesses,  and  with  the  little  modicum  of 
mformation  that  I  thought  it  consistent 
with  my  duty  to  give,  to  find  great  fault 
with  the  present  Government  for  the  course 
which  they  have  pursued.  He  refers  to 
an  instance  for  which  I  was  blamed  when 
advice  was  given  to  Prussia  not  to  inter- 
fere, as  we  thought,  prematurely  in  the 
war,  and  not  to  place  herself  in  the  ranks 
of  the  belligerents.  In  answer  to  that  I 
quoted  a  despatch  of  the  Earl  of  Malmes- 
bury's,  written  in  the  strongest  terms,  in 
which  the  same  advice  was  given.  She 
was  told  that  her  coasts  would  be  ravaged, 
and  that  England  would  give  her  no  assis- 
tance. The  more  I  inquired  at  the  Foreign 
0£Sce,  the  more  strongly  does  that  recom- 
mendation appear  to  havo  been  given.  It 
was  sent  to  our  Ministers  at  the  German 
Courts,  and  it  was  even  communicated  to 
the  German  Ministers  resident  in  this  coun- 
try, that  their  Courts  might  have  full  in- 
formation of  the  views  of  the  noble  Earl, 
so  strongly  did  he  think  it  his  duty  to  warn 
the  German  Powers  against  entering  into 
this  war.  I  do  not  regret  the  advice  which 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  gave 
to  Prussia,  to  consider  well  and  pause  be- 
fm  she  made  bersdf  a  b^igerent,  if  it 


had  any  effect  in  producing  that  moderate 
and,  I  think,  wise  course  which  Prussia 
has  pursued.  I  believe  that  her  refrain- 
ing from  entering  at  once  into  the  arena  of 
war  did  tend  very  greatly  to  circumscribeu 
hostilities  ;  and  I  believe  that  if  she  had 
entered  at  once  into  the  war  on  the  ground 
that  the  war  was  approaching  the  Mincio* 
it  would  have  been  difficult  to  say  to  what 
extent  that  war  would  have  been  carried 
on,  or  at  what  period  peace  would  have 
been  proclaimed.  In  a  letter  received  this 
day  from  Naples  I  find  it  stated  that  the 
Government  of  that  country  was  not  dis- 
posed to  enter  into  the  war,  but  that  if 
Prussia  and  Germany  had  entered  into  it 
public  feeling  was  so  strong  that  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  stem  the  torrent, 
and  that  Power  would  have  joined  in  hos- 
tilities. I  believe  that  then  all  Italy  and 
all  Germany  would  have  been  involved.  I 
rejoice  very  much  that  peace  is  restored. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  a  question 
whether  we  ought  in  any  way  to  enter  into 
a  Congress  upon  it.  That  is  a  question  of 
the  utmost  importance,  but  it  is  one  upon 
which  I  think  a  premature  opinion  should 
not  be  pronounced.  I  understand  that  tho 
Emperors  of  France  and  Austria  are  not 
completely  agreed  upon  that  subject,  and 
at  all  events  the  question  is  not  before  us 
at  present  in  a  shape  to  justify  us  in  at- 
tempting to  decide  upon  it.  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  influence  of  England  ought  to 
be  used,  if  it  be  used  at  all  upon  this  sub- 
ject, to  confirm  peace,  to  improve  any 
treaty  if  it  be  possible  to  improve  it ;  but 
it  is  no  part  of  our  duty  to  abandon  that 
neutral  and  impartial  position  for  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  takes  so  much  credit  to  the 
late  Government  for  assuming.  For  my 
own  part,  although  I  attribute  great  credit 
to  tho  late  Government,  I  must  do  justice 
to  the  present,  and  also  to  what  I  believe 
was  and  is  the  universal  opinion  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  There  were  reasons, 
abundant  reasons  for  that  opinion.  I  ven* 
tured  myself  in  addressing  my  constituents 
to  state  the  case  of  both  belligerents,  and 
why  I  thought  neither  of  them  was  en- 
titled to  the  assistance  of  this  country.  I 
said  likewise — and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
events  seem  likely  to  prove  the  truth  of  it 
—  that  I  did  not  think  the  Emperor  of 
the  French  in  going  to  Italy  was  likely  to 
consolidate  the  liberties  of  that  country,  at 
the  same  time  it  is  impossible  to  lay  down 
any  particular  rule  beforehand  for  our 
guidance.  The  hon.  Gentleman  took  credit 
to  the  late  Govemmenti  which  I  am  not 
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going  to  dispute,  but  I  deny  tliat  the  credit 
of  neutrality  is  entirely  due  to  them.  I 
can  only  say  at  present  that  we  are  bound 
to  watch  events  narrowly,  and,  if  we  should 
be  called  upon  by  all  Europe  to  consider 
any  new  treaty  of  peace  that  may  be  nrade, 
we  are  bound  not  to  participate  in  any 
treaty  which  is  not  conformable  to  our 
notions  of  the  honour,  dignity,  and  free- 
dom of  this  country.  It  is  with  a  view  to 
the  maintenance  of  that  honour  and  dignity 
that  we  are  alone  disposed  to  act.  I  can 
Bay  nothing  more  at  present,  except  that  I 
am  glad  the  noble  Lord  has  abandoned  his 
Motion,  and  that  whenever  it  be  desired  to 
canvass  the  acts  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment I  shall  bo  quite  ready  to  enter  upon 
the  discussion. 

ROYAL  MILITARY  ASYLUM. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

General  UPTON  said,  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  to  the  fact  that  a  considerable  portion 
of  the  buildings  of  the  Royal  Military 
Asylum  at  Chelsea  have  been  diverted 
from  the  humano  objects  for  the  attain- 
ment of  which  they  were  originally  erected; 
and  to  ask  whether  it  is  his  intention  that 
Buch  portion  or  portions  shall  be  restored 
to  the  purposes  for  which  they  were  de- 
Bigned  ?  Tho  percentage  of  marriages  in 
the  army  was  about  7  per  cent,  so  that 
there  were  about  15,000  married  soldiers. 
The  number  of  children  admitted  to  the 
Military  Asylum  was  only  60  per  annum, 
so  that  a  large  number  of  children  when 
their  fathers  died  had  no  resource  but  tho 
woful  one  of  the  workhouse.  At  present 
there  was  a  great  desire  expressed  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  the  soldier  and  to 
hold  out  inducements  for  men  to  remain  in 
the  service,  and  he  thought  nothing  could 
80  much  enlist  the  affections  of  the  men 
as  the  knowledge  that  their  children  would 
be  received  into  a  school  of  this  nature. 
He  did  not  press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  do  anything  at  present,  but  wished  to 
draw  his  attention  to  the  subject. 

SOLDIERS  AND  THEIR  BELTS. 
OBSERVATIONS, 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he  wish- 
ed  to  draw  the  attention  of  tho  Secretary  for 
War  to  outrages  committed  by  soldiers  off 
duty,  with  their  belts,  which  they  used  as 
a  substitute  for  t^e  side-arms  of  which  they 
were  deprived  some  years  ago.  He  might 
refer  for  an  instance  to  the  case  of  a  sol- 
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dier  who,  aided  by  a  comrade,  had  seriously 
injured  a  policeman  with  his  belt  when 
taken  into  custody  on  suspicion  of  having 
some  stolen  property.  Mr.  Arnold,  the 
police  magistrate,  in  commenting  upon  the 
matter,  observed  that  he  had  frequently 
called  the  attention  of  the  authorities  to 
similar  cases,  but  that  nothing  had  been 
done.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
subject  had  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  War  Department  ? 

THE  MILITIA  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

Captain  D.  O'CONNELL  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if  he  will  place  the  Report  of  the  Militia 
Commission  in  the  hands  of  Members  be- 
fore he  states  the  extent  to  which  the 
Government  will  adopt  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Commission. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  that  hi 
reply  to  the  last  question  he  woald  take 
care  that  the  Report  of  the  Oommiasioiiera 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  some 
time  before  the  Militia  Estimates  were  pro- 
posed. With  respect  to  the  sobject  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devizes  (Mr.  D. 
Griffith)  had  referred  to,  he  (Mr.  S.  Her* 
bert)  had  not  had  his  attention  called  to  it 
before,  but  no  doubt  accidents  wonld  some- 
times happen  in  publichouse  rows,  ia  which 
almost  anything  could  be  used  as  a  wea- 
pon, even  if  the  soldiers  were  deprived  of 
their  belts.  In  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  W.  Graham)  he  bad 
to  say  that  he  found  the  soldier  had  for- 
merly taken  the  oath  of  allegiance  and  also 
swore  to  the  questions  put  to  him  by  the 
magistrate.  It  appeared  that  the  soldier 
was  not  liable  to  be  tried  for  perjurj  by 
court-martial  in  respect  of  the  oath.  At 
present  the  soldier  took  the  oath  of  alle- 
giance and  answered  the  qaestions  of  Ae 
magistrate  by  a  declaration.  He  tfaoaght 
the  more  the  practice  of  taking  oaths  eonld 
be  modified  the  better,  as  their  repetition 
made  them  regarded  as  mere  matters  of 
form.  Before  the  next  Mutiny  BUI  was 
brought  in  he  would  see  how  far  the  pre- 
sent system  might  be  modified.  With 
regard  to  the  Military  Asylam  at  Chelsea 
it  was  natural  that  the  gallant  Cknend 
should  wish  to  extend  the  benefits  ooQ- 
ferred  on  the  army  by  that  institution.  It 
was  an  error,  however,  to  suppose  that  the 
establishment  of  the  normal  school  bad 
led  to  a  diminution  in  Uie  number  of  the 
children  educated  in  the  Asylum.  At  one 
time  there  was  at  Southampton  a  laigo 
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school  for  girls  in  connection  with  it.  That 
was  given  up,  not  from  motives  of  economy, 
bnt  because  the  objects  for  which  it  had 
been  established  were  not  attained.  The 
boys'  school,  however,  had  been  frequently 
reduced,  and  stood  at  its  minimum  in  1854 
or  1855.  In  1856  the  normal  school  was 
founded,  and  a  portion  of  the  asylum  was 
devoted  to  that  purpose.  Subsequently  a 
very  large  addition  of  buildings  was  made 
for  the  normal  school  alone,  and  it  was 
now  one  of  the  most  valuable  institutions 
they  possessed  ;  teachers  received  there 
the  requisite  training,  and  great  benefit 
had  thereby  resulted  to  the  army.  Since 
the  establishment  of  this  school  the  num- 
ber of  boys  at  Chelsea  had  been  increased. 
The  gallant  General  asked  why  the  num- 
ber was  not  increased  still  further.  He 
(Mr.  S.  Herbert)  should  be  glad  to  do  so, 
but  at  the  present  moment  he  was  so  anx- 
ious to  devote  all  the  money  that  could  be 
spared  in  strengthening  our  national  de- 
fences, that  he  did  not  like  to  look  at  these 
questions.  The  pressure  of  this  and  other 
matters  was  so  great  that  he  could  not 
undertake  now  to  give  any  pledge  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  children  in  the 
asylum,  though  he  should  be  glad  to  do  so 
if  it  were  in  his  power. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  had  given 
notice  of  a  Motion  to  submit  the  present 
Army  Estimates  to  a  Committee,  but  in 
consequence  of  the  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion he  did  not  expect  that  the  House 
would  entertain  the  question,  although  he 
was  still  strongly  of  opinion  that  they  would 
never  have  any  reduction  of  the  Aimy  and 
Navy  Estimates  until  they  were  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  present  Army  Estimates 
amounted  to  the  largest  sum  which  had 
ever  been  asked  of  the  House  in  a  time  of 
peace  during  the  last  forty  years.  When 
there  was  this  large  expenditure  it  would 
naturally  be  expected  that  the  defences  of 
the  country  were  in  a  perfect  state,  but  on 
that  subject  they  had  various  opinions. 
Some  people  of  a  nervous  character  were 
never  satisfied  whatever  amount  of  money 
was  expended  on  the  army  and  navy,  and 
hon.  Members  connected  with  the  army 
and  navy  were  always  very  anxious  to  in- 
crease the  amount  expended.  Now,  he 
found  that  though  the  Army  Estimates 
this  year  showed  a  decrease  of  7,480  men 
compared  with  last  year,  there  had  been  a 
considerable  increase  in  the  staff  of  the 
army.  The  Estimates  for  Army  and  Navy 
this  year  amounted  to  £13,800,000  more 


than  in  1811,  and  £10,500,000  more  than 
in  1852-3,  the  year  before  the  Russian  war. 
It  was  stated,  however,  the  other  night  by 
an  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  if  the 
£12,859,000  voted  for  the  army,  inde- 
pendently  of  the  militia,  only  £3,500,000 
were  expended  on  the  real  strength  of  the 
army,  the  fighting  men.  The  home  staff 
was  £112,967  last  year,  and  this  year 
£131,900,  being  an  increase  of  £19,000, 
although  the  number  of  men  had  been  re- 
duced by  7,480.  A  very  large  item  in 
these  Estimates  was  for  the  expense  of 
inspectors-general  to  inspect  the  infantry. 
He  thought  with  the  number  of  able  and 
gallant  generals  we  had  commanding  dis- 
tricts there  was  a  sufficient  number  of  offi- 
ce.'s  capable  of  performing  this  service,  and 
that  this  item  of  expenditure  ought  not  to 
be  allowed.  Again,  a  very  serious  item  in 
those  Estimates  was  for  the  expense  of 
staffs  in  the  Colonies.  He  found  the  staff 
expenses  alone  in  Australia  were  set  down 
at  £17,300,  as  against  £6,200  charged 
for  the  same  service  in  the  year  1853. 
That  was  a  very  large  increase,  and  one 
that  ho  really  could  not  understand.  Sure- 
ly the  Colonies  were  able  to  pay  this  out- 
lay themselves  if  it  were  requisite,  which 
indeed  he  greatly  doubted.  In  Canada,  the 
expenditure  for  the  staff  was  £18,178,  and 
in  Hong  Kong  £7,041.  These  were  items 
that  were  going  on  increasing  year  after 
year,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  turn  his  serious  attention  to 
them,  with  a  view  of  bringing  them  within 
reasonable  limits.  He  would  also  call  atten- 
tion to  the  enormous  expenditure  on  bar- 
racks. In  these  Estimates  there  was  up- 
wards of  a  million  of  money  required  for 
the  repair  and  erection  of  barracks.  If 
those  barracks  were  in  a  state  to  protect 
the  health  and  comfort  of  the  men  there 
would  be  some  reason  in  this  ;  but  it  was 
in  evidence,  on  good  and  high  authority, 
that  the  barracks  in  this  country  were  in 
a  most  inefficient  state.  He  would  not 
press  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  but  he  hoped  he  had  said  sufficient 
to  cause  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give 
his  serious  attention  to  these  subjects. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY.— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

House  in  Committee. 
Mr.  Masset  in  the  Chair. 
(1.)  £414,537  ;  Stores. 
Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  it   appeared  to 
him  that  all  the  preparations  which  we 
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were  making  with  regard  to  fortifioations 
and  ships  wero  comparatively  immaterial 
when  Tiewcd  in  relation  to  the  vast  im- 
proven'^ents  which  were  heing  effected  in 
artillery.  Other  Powers  had  furnished 
themselveB  to  a  great  extent  with  artillery 
of  a  character  that  we  had  not.  They 
were  going  on  with  their  preparations  upon 
a  much  larger  scale  than  wo  were,  and 
whilst  we  were  building  ships,  constructing 
new  fortifications,  and  accumulating  enor- 
mous stores  at  Gibraltar  and  Malta,  we 
had  an  inferior  description  of  artillery  to 
oppose  to  theirs.  Now,  the  Armstrong 
gun  had  created  a  great  deal  of  interest  in 
the  course  of  the  past  year  ;  but  ho  owned 
it  was  rather  disappointing  to  learn  that 
we  should  only  possess  100  of  them  by 
Christmas  next,  and  but  300  at  the  end  of 
the  present  financial  year.  Considering 
bow  large  a  supply  circumstances  might 
render  necessary,  he  must  say  that  it  did 
not  appear  to  him  that  the  manufacture 
was  proceeding  altogether  satisfactorily. 
The  reason  of  that  was,  he  believed,  that 
we  had  only  a  single  factory  at  work  ;  but 
he  could  not  help  feeling  that  if  there  were 
danger  of  any  kind  impending  over  us 
against  which  we  were  making  preparations, 
we  were  making  those  preparations  so 
slowly  that  we  were  neither  prepared  for 
war,  nor  had  wo  all  the  advantages  of 
peace.  It  was  very  evident,  however,  that 
if  any  danger  at  all  was  to  be  apprehended, 
it  was  a  danger  that  was  not  very  distant, 
and  one  which  would  also  be  somewhat 
sudden.  We  talked  of  making  prepara- 
tions, and  being  in  a  state  of  forwardness 
at  the  end  of  the  financial  year.  Austria 
had  talked  in  the  same  manner,  but  she 
found  before  the  financial  quarter  was 
ended  that  she  had  a  superior  artillery  op- 
posed to  her.  Ho  was  anxious,  therefore, 
that  our  preparations,  so  far  as  the  present 
machinery  went,  should  be  accelerated. 
And  ho  could  not  help  impressing  upon  the 
Government  that,  whilst  we  wero  incurring 
great  expense  in  every  other  branch  of  the 
military  department,  that  which  was  the 
most  important  of  all — namely,  an  im- 
provement in  our  artillery — was  the  one  in 
which  we  were  not  making  a  correspond- 
ing progress.  He  understood  that  the 
French  had  rifled  all  their  old  cannon  ;  we, 
too,  had  a  large  quantity  of  old  guns, 
and  he  should  like  to  know  if  it  were  con- 
templated by  the  Government,  pending  the 
manufacture  of  the  Armstrong  gun,  to  rifle 
the  guns  of  which  we  were  already  in  pos- 
session !  The  artillery  was  that  brancu  of 
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the  military  scrvieo  to  which  everybody 
attached  the  greatest  importance  ;  and  be 
regretted  to  say,  after  looking  through 
the  Estimates,  and  listening  tu  the  ex- 
planation of  the  Secretary  for  War  last 
night,  that  he  did  not  think  we  were 
making  the  progress  that  we  ought. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  wished  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  what 
he  had  said  on  a  former  occasion  was  that 
at  the  end  of  the  present  financial  year  we 
should  be  in  possession  of  300  Armstrong 
guns.  After  that  time  the  manufactory 
would  go  on  turning  out  two  or  three  guns 
per  day,  so  that  at  the  end  of  the  next  finan- 
cial year  we  should  have  a  very  large  num- 
ber indeed  of  those  guns.  He  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  most  anxiojs  to  push  forward 
the  manufacture  of  those  guns,  and  very 
lately  he  had  himself  asked  Sir  W.  Arm- 
strong whether  any  sum  of  money  which 
would  enable  him  to  procure  additional 
labour  or  more  rapid  machinery,  would 
assist  him  in  the  quicker  produotion  of 
those  guns.  To  that  question  Sir  W. 
Armstrong  replied  that  he  had  every  means, 
and  as  much  machinery  as  he  could  pos- 
sibly use,  and  that  he  could  not  make  the 
guns  any  faster  than  he  was  doing.  Sir 
W.  Armstrong  had  two  factories,  one  at 
Woolwich  and  the  other  at  Newcastle, 
in  constant  work,  and  he  believed  that 
every  exertion  was  being  made  to  pro- 
duce the  guns  as  rapidly  as  possible.  As 
to  the  question  of  rifling  guns,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  in  error  in  supposing  that 
the  French  had  got  all  their  guns  rifled. 
Sir  W.  Armstrong  was  making  experi- 
ments on  the  subject  at  that  moment, 
and  he  hoped  he  would  be  successful.  It 
was  comparatively  easy  to  rifle  the  brass 
guns,  but  more  difficulty  was  experienced 
with  the  iron  guns.  Every  eflbrt  would  be 
made  to  overcome  that  dimoulty. 

Captaik  JERVIS  said,  that  as  a  prae- 
tical  artillery  officer,  he  wished  to  sav  a 
word  on  this  subject.  During  the  last 
three  or  four  years  there  had  been  very 
great  attention  paid  to  what  were  called 
rifled  field  guns,  and  within  the  last  year 
there  had  been  introduced  in  France  a  sort 
of  adaptation  of  the  principle  of  the  Lan- 
caster rifled  musket  to  field  guns^  bat  it 
had  not  been  applied  to  anything  beyond 
guns  of  a  very  small  calibre.  A  great 
deal  had  also  been  said  of  the  French  rifled 
largo  arms  ;  but  he  thought  it  was  quite 
clear  they  had  no  such  thing  as  rifled  siQgB 
guns.    No  better  proof  cmdd  exist  m^ 
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the  French  rifled  guns  were  not  of  the  im- 
portance attributed  to  them  than  the  fact 
that  when  the  French  were  before  the  great 
fortresfies  in  Italy,  they  felt  that  the  taking 
of  those  fortresses  was  more  than  they 
eonld  accomplish.  Sir  William  Armstrong 
had  done  more  for  this  branch  of  the  ser- 
▼ioe  than  any  man  who  had  ever  existed. 
It  was  true  he  was  a  civilian,  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  rifling  guns  had  no- 
thing to  do  either  with  the  civil  or  mili- 
tary service.  It  was  purely  a  question  of 
mechanical  contrivance  ;  and,  having  some 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  England  was  at  this  mo- 
ment, ahead  of  every  other  country  in  the 
world  in  the  art.  There  had  been  a  good 
deal  said  of  employing  these  Armstrong 
gnns  in  ships  and  adapting  them  for  siege 
{rarposes.  No  doubt  this  might  be  accom- 
plished, and  would  be  in  time  ;  but  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  were  of  a  very  se- 
rious character.  Such  an  improvement 
would  be  the  result  of  many  years*  expe- 
rience, but  even  at  the  end  of  that  time  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  England  would 
Btill  be  ahead  of  all  the  nations  in  the 
world  in  the  art  and  manufacture  of  her 
artillery. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  were  also — 

(2.)  £123,500,  Fortifications,  and 

(3.)  £23,450.  Buildings. 

(4.)  £36.370.  Barracks. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  that 
the  barracks  at  Aldershot  seemed  to  have 
involved  the  most  extraordinary  accumula- 
tion of  expense  that  had  ever  come  before 
the  House.  Last  night  he  asked  the  Se- 
cretary for  War  what  would  be  the  sum 
required  to  complete  these  barracks,  and 
was  told  when  the  money  was  spent  there 
was  an  end  of  it.  Originally  the  total  es- 
timated cost  of  completing  the  barracks  at 
Aldershot  was  £260,000.  It  had,  how- 
ever, gradually  increased,  and  last  year  it 
was  expected  to  be  £400.000.  Even  then 
it  was  described  as  the  total  estimate  ^*  to- 
wards'* the  erection  of  barracks.  In  the 
Votes  for  the  year  1859-60,  which  the  Com- 
mittee were  now  considering,  the  estimated 
cost  for  these  permanent  barracks,  instead 
of  being£400,000,  amounted  to  £574.265, 
besides  £40,000  for  other  items.  He 
wanted  to  know  what  was  the  meaning  of 
this  continual  increase  in  the  estimated 
cost.  It  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
aomething  radically  wrong  in  getting  up 
these  Estimates,  and  there  was  the  appear- 
ance of  treating  the  House  of  Commons 
like  children,  who  could  not  bear  to  hear 


the  truth  at  once.  The  total  sum  proposed 
to  be  voted  this  year  was  £65,000,  whilst 
last  year  it  was  said  that  the  sum  want- 
ed to  complete  the  whole  work  was  only 
£20.000.  He  hoped  that  the  right  hoQ. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  give  the  Honse 
some  satisfactory  explanation. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
fact  that  last  year  a  correspondence  had 
been  laid  upon  the  table,  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West- 
minster (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans)  respecting  the 
deaths  of  a  great  number  of  officers  and 
men  belonging  to  a  detachment  of  the  41  st 
Regiment  at  Trinidad. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
rose  to  order.  He  wished  to  submit  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  whether  this 
correspondence  was  relevant  to  the  Vote 
before  the  Committee. 

The  chairman  said  he  had  not  yet 
gathered  the  spirit  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member's  observations,  but  he  had  no  doubt 
that  they  would  be  found  applicable  to  the 
subject  under  discussion. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  that  he  was 
proceeding  to  show  that  it  appeared  that 
4  officers,  3  sergeants,  17  privates,  and  10 
women  had  died  from  yellow  fever  in  that 
island,  and  the  mortality  was  attributed  to 
the  state  of  the  barracks.  A  letter  from 
Dr.  Macdonell,  the  Deputy  Inspector  Gene- 
ral of  Hospitals,  dated  Barbadoes,  Septem- 
ber 27,  1858,  contained  the  following:— 

"  I  will  thift  day  recommend  to  the  Commander 
of  the  Forces  that  the  troops  be  kept  for  some 
time  under  canvass,  purely  that  the  St.  James's 
Barracks  is  in  the  worst  position  possible.  I  may 
safely  assert  that  if  a  premium  had  been  offered 
to  any  pcson  to  select  the  worst  spot  he  could  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Fort  of  Spain  to  erect  a 
military  barrack,  the  person  who  chose  the  ground 
for  the  present  barrack  would  have  been  the  sue* 
cessful  candidate." 

Another  letter  from  Dr.  Macdonell,  dated 
the  27th  of  October,  1858,  stated  that— 

*'  Lieutenant  Byham,  of  the  41st  Regiment,  who 
died  of  yellow  fever,  was  attacked  with  that  disesM 
in  barracks ;  he  was  acting  as  fort-adjutant,  and 
having  his  ofSce  in  barracks  he  preferred  to  re- 
main there ;  it  therefore  shows  that  the  disease, 
as  yet,  has  confined  itself  to  the  barracks." 

A  letter  from  Dr.  Macdonell  of  the  1 0th  of 
January,  1859,  stated  that  '*  a  case  of  yel- 
low fever  proved  fatal  in  barracks  on  the 
5th  of  December."  On  the  25th  January, 
1859,  Dr.  Macdonell,  writing  to  the  In- 
spector-General, said : — 

*<In  a  letter  that  I  addressed  to  your  eiBoe  of 
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dated  the  0th  of  Mny,  1867,  you  will  find  that  I 
alluded  to  the  foul  air  occasionally  strongly  per- 
ceptible in  the  immedLitc  neighbourhood  of  the 
hospital,  which  was  evidently  caused  by  a  closed 
sewer  running  across  the  front  of  the  hospital. 
On  my  return  to  Barbadoes  fh>m  my  tour  of  in- 
Bpeotion,  the  matter  was  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Conmiander  of  the  Forces,  and  some  altera- 
tions were  made  in  the  sewer.  The  effect  of  my 
last  letter,  of  date  the  13th  of  January,  1859,  to 
the  Commander  of  the  Forces  is,  that  he  has  called 
upon  Colonel  Ford,  commanding  tho  Royal  Engi- 
neers, to  attend  to  my  letter  in  its  fullest  extent. 
Colonel  Ford  informed  me  yesterday  that  he  had 
estimated  for  the  alteration  he  proposes,  and  if  ap- 
proved by  the  authorities  at  home,  I  think  they 
will  be  effectual." 

It  appeared  that  as  long  ago  as  the  9th  of 
May,  1857,  Dr.  Macdonell  drew  the  atten- 
tion of  tho  authorities  to  the  condition  of  a 
drain  which  ran  in  front  of  the  barracks 
and  in  rear  of  the  hospital.  On  the  25th 
of  January,  1859,  nearly  two  years  after- 
wards, the  attention  of  Colonel  Ford,  com- 
manding the  Royal  Engineers,  was  called 
to  the  subject,  but  although  estimates  were 
made  for  the  alterations  requisite,  neither 
that  officer  nor  the  Commander-in-Chief  in 
the  West  Indies  had  the  power  to  make  such 
alterations  without  authority  from  home.  It 
was  altogether  the  most  painful  corres- 
pondence he  had  ever  read,  and  he  hoped 
the  attention  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  who 
had  evinced  such  interest  in  sanitary  mea- 
sures, would  be  directed  to  this  subject, 
and  that  immediate  steps  would  be  taken 
for  the  improvement  of  tho  barracks  at 
Trinidad. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY  said,  he  could 
not  but  express  his  thanks  to  tho  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  bringing  forward  this 
matter,  with  the  object  of  preventing  the 
lives  of  our  gallant  soldiers  being  sacrificed. 
It  was  owing  to  want  of  liberality  in  that 
House  and  to  the  want  of  courage  on  the  part 
of  Ministers,  to  make  tho  necessary  demands, 
that  military  hospitals  had  been  so  badly 
constructed,  and  not  to  any  remissness  on 
the  part  of  the  military  authorities.  It  was 
owing  to  tho  want  of  a  feeling  in  former 
times,  which  now  happily  existed,  of  in- 
terest in  our  soldiers,  and  a  determination 
that  those  who  fight  our  battles  should  be 
well  cared  for.  He  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  advantage  of  tho  feel- 
ing which  at  present  existed  for  tho  pur- 
pose of  adopting  measures  which  would  not 
only  prove  of  advantage  to  the  service,  but 
would  in  tho  end  prove  to  be  those  of  true 
economy. 

Colonel  HERBERT  said,  the  custom 
of  the  Indian  Government  was  to  authorize 
the  officer  commanding  a  station  to  expend 
ColcnA  Ifarih 


a  limited  sum  of  200  rupees  for  the  benefit 
of  the  troops,  according  to  his  discretion  ; 
and  the  major  general  commanding  a  divi- 
sion was,  in  the  same  way,  authorized  to 
expend  a  sum  of  £500.  Might  not  some 
such  regulation  be  adopted  with  advantage 
to  the  service  in  other  countries  ? 

Sir  ANDREW  AGNEW  suggested  that 
the  officers'  barracks  should  be  furnished 
with  iron  bedsteads.  It  could  be  done  at 
a  trifling  cost,  and  would  save  the  officers 
much  trouble  in  moving  from  place  to 
place. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
thought  the  accounts  might  be  stated  in  a 
clearer  manner  and  in  a  way  more  easily 
understood  by  the  uninitiated  than  at  pre- 
sent. In  some  instances  they  appeared  to 
be  contradictory,  as  for  example,  when  the 
cost  of  an  establishment  was  set  down  at 
more  than  the  sum  estimated.  Thus,  on 
referring  to  the  Vote  for  the  new  barracks 
at  Gosport,  he  found  the  total  estimate 
was  put  down  at  £95,000,  but  in  the  co- 
lumn headed  "  account  already  voted/'  he 
found  £177,000. 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  said, 
ho  had  some  knowledge  of  the  barracks  at 
St.  James's,  Trinidad,  and  he  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  would  consider  whether  it  was  not 
desirable  to  get  rid  of  these  barracks  al- 
together. They  were  exceedingly  hand- 
some barracks,  capacious,  and  well  con- 
structed, but  they  were  situated  at  the  end 
of  a  ravine,  which  was  death.  Even  as  a 
matter  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  the 
health  of  the  British  soldier  was  worth  at- 
tending to.  Every  soldier  who  carried  a 
firelock  in  the  Colonies  cost  the  eoontry 
£100,  and  how  easily  100  men  were 
knocked  down  by  disease  he  need  not  in- 
form the  House.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  Secretair  for  War  wonld 
seriously  take  into  consideration  the  state 
of  these  barracks  in  the  West  Indies. 

Mr.  cave  said,  as  a  civilian,  he  ooald 
confirm  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  in  reference  to  the  unhealthi- 
ness  of  St.  James's  Barracks  at  Trinidad. 
They  were  placed  at  the  end  of  a  swampy 
ravine,  and  as  the  wind  always  blew  thm 
in  one  direction,  it  carried  to  the  barraoki 
all  the  malaria  collected  in  the  ravine. 
When  Sir  W.  Don  was  at  Jamaiea  he 
moved  the  troops  to  Newcastle  and  the 
station  on  tho  heights ;  and  as  the  yellow 
fever  never  ascended  to  a  greater  altitode 
than  1,000  foct  above  the  level  of  the  sea, 
tho  troops  in  those  barraoki  were  free  from 
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it.  The  same  thing  ought,  he  thought,  to 
be  done  in  Trinidad  and  Barbadoes. 

Captain  JBRVIS  said,  that  reports  were 
made  yearly  by  medical  officers  as  to  the 
healthiness  or  unhealthiness  of  the  different 
places  inhabited  by  troops  in  our  Colonies^ 
and  he  thought  that  it  was  very  desirable 
that  a  summary  of  those  reports  should  be 
presented  to  the  House.  In  the  United 
States  he  was  very  much  struck  with  the 
benefit  derived  from  the  report  of  the  se- 
nior medical  officer  annually  presented  to 
Congress.  He  did  not  want  lengthy  books, 
but  0  short,  clear,  exact  summary  in  re- 
ference to  healthy  and  unhealthy  barracks, 
so  as  to  give  assistance  in  applying  a  re- 
medy to  the  great  evils  which  exicstod. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  he 
woald  go  through  the  question  which  had 
been  raised  in  reference  to  the  barracks, 
and  he  might  premise  that  he  was  not  then 
asking  for  any  vote  for  Aldcrsliot  with  the 
exception  of  a  small  contribution  to  the 
railway  station.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Evesham  (Sir  H.  Willoughby)  he 
was  unable,  from  any  information  before 
him,  to  say  what  would  be  the  future 
cost  of  Aldershot ;  but  this  he  knew, 
that  they  were  good  and  comfortable,  and 
he  believed  the  cheapest  barracks  that 
had  ever  been  raised.  With  regard  to  the 
new  barracks  at  Gosport,  he  admitted  that 
the  Estimate  as  it  stood  was  likely  to 
create  confusion;  that  arose  from  the  fact, 
that  if  a  sum  voted  was  not  all  expended  in 
the  financial  year,  it  was  repaid  into  the 
Exchequer  and  a  re-vote  taken.  This  ex- 
plained the  fact  that  £177,000  had  been 
already  voted  for  these  barracks;  but  if 
hon.  Members  examined  the  Estimate  they 
would  find  the  original  Estimate  was 
£95,000,  the  amount  expended  was 
£87,000.  The  amount  to  be  voted  this 
year  was  £4,804,  and  in  the  column 
amount  hereafter  to  be  voted  was  a  blank. 
The  sum  now  to  be  voted  would  complete 
the  barracks,  so  they  would  be  finished  for 
£3,000  under  the  original  Estimate.  With 
regard  to  the  case  of  Trinidad  it  was  by 
no  means  new  to  him,  and  since  his  acces- 
sion to  office  inquiries  had  been  directed  to 
be  made  whether  it  would  not  be  wise  at  once 
to  give  up  the  old  barracks,  sell  the  materi- 
als and  the  site,  and  remove  to  a  better  situa- 
tion. The  barrack  itself  was  magnificent 
and  spacious,  but  when  the  sickness  broke 
out  a  certain  number  of  the  men  were  en- 
camped elsewhere.  As  a  proof  of  the 
value  of  space  and  air,  it  might  be  men- 
tioned that  when  the  barrack  was  thinned 


of  its  occupants,  the  health  of  the  remain- 
ing inmates  instantly  improved.  No  doubt 
the  building  of  barracks  at  great  altitude 
was  beneficial  for  Europeans,  but  even  in 
the  better  climates  the  worse  consequences 
ensued  from  the  neglect  of  ordinary  pre- 
cautions. A  few  years  ago  at  Newcastle, 
when  the  altitude  was  very  great,  a  na- 
tural hole  or  largo  pit  close  to  the  bar- 
racks was  used  for  depositing  filth,  and 
yellow  fever  broke  out  in  the  neighbour- 
hood. He  heartily  concurred  in  the  sug- 
gestion that  we  ought  every  year  to  have 
an  accurate  summary  of  the  health  of  the 
troops  in  their  different  stations;  and  when 
he  was  on  the  Royal  Commission  he  urged 
strongly  on  the  medical  department  of  the 
army  the  propriety  of  establishing  a  statisti- 
cal branch.  Unless  intelligible  reports  on  this 
subject  were  regularly  furnished,  neither  the 
military  authorities,  nor  the  public  would 
have  any  proper  security  as  to  the  health 
of  the  troops.  The  objection  had  been 
raised  that  this  would  suppy  information 
relative  to  the  strength  of  our  force,  which 
it  would  be  more  prudent  to  withhold.  But 
anybody  who  opened  the  army  list  could 
see  what  was  the  amount  of  our  force, 
and  Iiow  it  was  distributed,  and  the  in- 
formation could  be  given  without  publishing 
the  amount  of  the  force.  But  as  regards 
the  health  of  the  army,  publicity  was  the 
true  policy.  It  would  stimulate  the  com- 
manding officers,  who  were  responsible  for 
the  health  of  their  men,  to  do  their  duty; 
while  it  would  also  act  as  a  spur  upon  the 
Secretary  of  State  if  he  were  liable  to  have 
questions  put  to  him  as  to  why  it  was  that  in 
cert^iin  barracks  the  morality  was  10  or  11 
per  cent,  when  it  ought  to  be  only  two  or 
three.  Since  he  came  into  office  he  was 
happy  to  say  he  had  been  successful  in  ob- 
taining the  sanction  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  to  his  proposal  to  establish  a  statistical 
branch  to  the  medical  department,  and  to 
the  employment  of  Dr.  Balfour,  who  had 
devoted  his  attention  to  medical  statistics, 
as  the  head  of  that  branch.  From  that 
eminent  physician  he  hoped  they  would  get 
useful  and  intelligible  reports,  which  would 
enable  the  Government  to  act  and  the  pub- 
lic to  judge  correctly  in  this  important 
matter. 

Colonel  LINDSAY  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  position  in  which  officers  of  high 
rank  found  themselves  from  not  being  able 
to  order  such  alterations  as  were  absolutely 
necessary  when  emergencies  arose.  When 
such  officers,  for  the  good  of  the  service 
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had  ordered  such  works  to  be  exec;. ted, 
they  were  told  that  they  had  acted  witliout 
authority  and  must  pay  the  expense  thus 
incurred  from  their  own  pocket.  In  the 
case  of  any  other  profession,  when  its  mom- 
hers  were  wronged,  they  had  recourse  to 
the  public  press  for  redress;  but  the  nrray 
never  had  adopted,  and  he  trusted  never 
would  adopt,  that  mode  of  seeking  a  remedy 
for  grievances.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  reports  as  to  tho 
proposed  new  barracks  in  London  being 
given  up.  Ho  had  heard  that  there  was 
BODie  difficulty  about  the  site.  Tho  Port- 
man  Street  barracks  were  wretchedly  inad- 
equate. There  could  be  no  better  sanitary 
measarea  than  to  provide  suitable  means  of 
recreation  for  the  troops.  Fives  courts, 
cricket-grounds,  gymnasia  and  other  facili- 
ties for  bodily  exercise  should  be  generally 
provided  in  barracks.  By  making  the  mci) 
comfortable,  healthy,  and  happy  after  they 
had  entered  the  service  we  should  bo  doing 
our  best  to  attract  fresh  recruits  to  the 
army  and  prevent  desertion.  He  was  there 
fore  glad  to  find  that  a  Vote  was  to  bo 
taken  this  year  for  those  purposes,  though 
he  could  not  see  why  it  should  be  spread 
over  two  years. 

Captain  LEICESTER  VERNON  said, 
he  wished  to  warn  the  Secretary  for  War 
that  it  would  not  do  to  offer  facilities  to 
general  officers  on  foreign  stations  for  in- 
curring expense  ou  works  without  making 
a  reference  home. 

Sir  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said, 
nothing  could  be  more  unjust  than  to 
charge  the  House  with  want  of  liberality  in 
regard  to  barracks  and  hospitals.  Money 
enough  was  voted,  but  it  was  badly  spent. 
He  would  wish  to  have  some  explanation 
of  the  manner  in  which  Government  Esti- 
mates were  usually  prepared.  The  Gos- 
port  barracks,  for  instance,  were  estimated 
at  £95,000,  but  a  Vote  was  taken  in  re- 
spect of  them  for  something  like  £177,000. 
The  estimated  cost  of  tho  barracks  at 
Aldershot  had  been  placed  at  £400,000 
last  year  ;  it  was  now  stated  at  £574,000. 
These  were  very  loose  Estimates,  and  ho 
should  therefore  like  to  know  who  was  re- 
sponsible for  them. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  he 
could  not  then  account  for  the  discrepancies, 
but  he  would  make  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
ject. With  regard  to  the  barracks  for  tlio 
Guards,  the  delay  was  owing  to  the  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  a  site  ;  ho  had  directed 
the  Quartermaster-Goneral  to  make  a  re- 
port at  to  those  proposed.     One  site,  which 
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the  Commander-in-Chief  approved  of,  was 
saddled  with  three  Chancery  suits,  and 
therefore  could  not  be  taken.  Two  or  three 
others  were  now  under  consideration.  A 
gymnasium  at  Aldershot  would  soon  be 
completed,  and  he  hoped  they  would  be 
established  at  other  stations.  The  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, at  his  request,  had  direct- 
ed an  officer  to  proceed  to  Paris  to  inspect 
the  system  adopted  at  the  Gymnasium 
there,  and  also  to  report  on  the  new  bayonet 
and  sword  exercise. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH  said,  he  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  evils  arising  from  the  internal  and 
nocturnal  arrangement  of  the  barracks. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  stated  that 
at  the  Wellington  Barracks  two  or  three 
methods  of  avoiding  the  evils  arising  from 
urine  tuba  were  at  present  being  tried,  and 
he  hoped  that  this  nuisance  would  before 
long  be  got  rid  off. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  oonid  not 
but  attribute  a  great  portion  of  the  expen- 
diture under  this  Vote  to  tho  fact  that  per- 
sons were  employed  to  select  sites  for  bar- 
racks who  were  entirely  nniit  for  that  doty. 

Colonel  LINDSAY  said,  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  deal  with  the  subject. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PAXTON  said,  he  wished 
to  know  what  was  now  thought  of  the 
situation  of  Nettley  and  its  adaptation  for 
tho  purposes  of  a  hospital,  and  what  was 
to  be  done  with  it  for  the  future?  He 
wished  also  to  know  what  had  been  done 
for  tho  improvement  of  barracks  through- 
out the  country,  the  condition  of  which  ap- 
peared before  a  Committee  of  which  he  was 
a  member  some  years  ago,  to  be  auoh  as  to 
be  attended  with  serious  consequences  to 
the  soldier. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said,  his 
opinion  of  Nettley  had  always  been  that 
the  situation  was  unfavourable  to  the  pur- 
pose of  a  hospital,  and  that  the  erection  to 
be  raised  on  it  would  be  expensive.  He 
raised  the  question  of  the  salubrity  of  the 
site  a  second  time,  and  scientific  men  were 
called  in,  but  they  wero  unanimously 
against  him,  and  he  felt  himself  bound 
thereby.  The  hospital  was  now  in  an  ad- 
vanced state,  and  he  hop^d  he  should  find 
by  experience  that  his  opinion  was  wrong. 
With  regard  to  the  barracks  gener«illy,  he 
might  state  that  a  thorough  inspeotion  had 
taken  place,  and  all  requests  with  regard 
to  ventilation  had  been  complied  with  as 
soon  as  made.  There  was  much  want  stilly 
however,  of  further  accommodation. 

CoLONSL  LINDSAY  said,  he  wosid  give 
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tlM  War  Department  the  credit  of  having 
Toy  faithfully  discharged  the  duty  which 
tiiey  undertook  Bome  years  ago  of  spending 
£40,000  a  year  in  the  improTement  of 
barracks.  That  sum  appeared  this  year  in 
the  Votes,  and,  according  to  a  note  ap- 
pended, it  appeared  that  it  was  to  he  ox- 
pended  in  improvements  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  married  soldiers — a  very  necessary 
and  desirable  object. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  also  were  the  follow- 
ing Votes : 

(5.)  £1,825,  Educational  and  Scientific 
B  raocbes 

(6.)  £i3,370,  Rewards  for  Military  Ser- 
vice. 

(7.)  £41,067,  Pay  of  General  Officers. 

(8.)  £265,702,  Pay  of  Reduced  and  Re- 
tired  Officers. 

(9.)  £95,916.  Pensions  to  Widows. 

(10.)  £24,433,  Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(11.)  £17,734,  Chelsea  and  KUmainham 
Hospitals. 

(12.)  £595,380,  Out  Pensioners,  Chel- 
tea  Hospital. 

(13.)  £73,903,  Superannuations. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL   SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

(14.)  £657,155  Customs  Department. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  soid,he 
wished  to  know  how  it  was  that  the  Esti- 
mates, as  issued  in  March  this  year,  showed 
a  decrease  on  the  whole  amount  £4,700,000 
in  comparison  with  those  of  last  year  of 
ahout  £100,000,  and  the  Estimates  issued 
in  June  showed  an  increase  of  £16,000? 
He  also  wished  to  know  whether,  notwith- 
standing the  change  made  in  the  theory  of 
these  departments,  according  to  which  the 
whole  produce  of  the  revenue  departments 
was  to  go  into  the  Exchequer,  the  salaries 
and  expenses  were  not  in  fact  paid  hy  the 
departments  themselves  before  the  money 
came  into  the  Exchequer  ?  It  was  taking 
a  great  responsibility  upon  themselves  to 
pay  so  large  a  sum  of  money  without  the 
vote  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  LAING  stated  that  the  object  of 
the  change  referred  to  was  to  bring  this 
money  more  within  the  control  of  the 
House.  No  doubt  the  salaries  were  paid 
as  the  year  proceeded,  but  then  the  House 
could  check  the  repetition  of  anything  it 
disapproved  of  in  a  future  year.  As  to 
difference  of  amount  exhibited  in  the  Esti- 
mates, he  could  only  say  that  the  Estimates 
of  March  and  June  were  both  produced  by 
the  late  Government.  It  would  be  seen 
that  the  increase  was  accounted  for  under 
Hith  head.    Under  the  head  of  CastoniB 


there  was  an  increase  of  £7,800  upon  aa 
expenditure  of  £849,000.  The  principal 
increase  had  been  in  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment, amounting  to  £25,000,  which 
was  chiefly  owing  to  the  increase  of  busi- 
ness and  a  slight  addition  to  the  wages  of 
the  letter-carriers.  There  was  £9,000  for 
official  postages,  arising  from  an  accidental 
increase  of  business. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  heoonsidered 
that  the  giving  of  these  amounts  in  the 
Estimates  was  one  of  the  n^ost  important 
reforms  of  modern  times.  Formerly  these 
charges  were  deducted  from  the  amount 
raised,  and  thus  they  were  kept  entirely 
out  of  the  sight  of  the  House.  He  thought 
that  the  civil  service  estimates  ought  not 
to  bo  proceeded  with,  because  they  were 
only  just  in  the  hands  of  Members.  He 
had  had  no  time  at  all  to  consider  them. 

Sir  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said,  that 
he  found  two  Estimates  both  professing  to 
give  the  amount  of  the  salaries  and  ex- 
penses of  the  Post-office  department  for 
the  financial  year  ending  March,  1859. 
The  one  was  dated  in  March,  and  the  other 
in  June.  The  former  gave  a  relative  de- 
crease in  the  amount  of  the  salaries  in  the 
Post  Office  of  £103,000  as  compared  with 
the  0  mount  of  the  previous  year ;  while 
the  latter  gave  an  increase  of  £25,000. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  could  only  repeat 
that  the  estimates  now  before  the  House 
were  the  final  estimates  furnished  by  the 
Post  Office,  and  adopted  by  his  predecessor. 
All  the  items  were  given  in  great  detail,  so 
as  to  afford  every  information  which  any 
hon.  Gentleman  could  require. 

Mr.  DUNLOP  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  certain  officers 
belonging  to  the  Customs  in  the  Clyde 
ports  were  paid  at  a  lower  rate  than  the 
same  class  in  Dublin,  Bristol,  and  other 
places. 

Mb.  LAING  assured  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  he  would  cause  the  matter  to 
which  he  had  referred  to  be  properly  in- 
quired into. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  were  also  the  follow- 
ing:— 

(15.)  £1,049,864  Inland;  Revenue  De- 
partment. 

(16.)  £1,561,213  Post  Office. 

(17.)  £356,221  Superannuations. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  must  pro- 
test against  these  enormous  Votes  being 
hurried  through  Committee  in  order  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
make  his  financial  statement  on  Monday. 
He  ventared  to  aay  Aat  no  Member  of  the 
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House  had  had  time  to  examine  any  me  of 
these  Votes,  which  were  not  deliver«'J  till 
Wednesday  last.  His  time  had  .been 
wholly  occupied  in  examining  the  thou- 
sands of  items  in  the  Army  and  Navy  Es- 
timates. He  would  move  that  the  Chair- 
man report  progress. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  persevere  in 
that  Motion.  These  Estimates  were  ready 
for  delivery  on  Saturday  last.  No  new 
sums  were  asked  for  any  considerable 
works.  These  were  merely  commonplace 
Estimates,  and,  as  the  Session  was  so  far 
advanced,  and  hon.  Members  had  had  suf- 
ficient opportunity  of  ascertaining  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Estimates,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  be  passed  without  delay. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  these  Esti- 
mates,  during  the  administration  of  the 
late  Duke  of  Wellington,  amounted  to  no 
more  than  £2.000,000.  They  had  since 
gone  on  hicrcasing  year  after  year  till 
they  were  now  between  £6,000,000  and 
£7,000,000.  He  required  time  to  ex- 
amine them,  and  should  persist  in  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Sir  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ap- 
pealed to  them  not  to  make  long  speeches 
on  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  and  he 
had  thereby  led  many  hon.  Members  to 
believe  that  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
would  not  be  taken. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PAXTON  said,  that 
several  hon.  Members  he  knew  had  left 
the  House  believing  that  these  Estimates 
would  not  bo  taken,  in  consequence  of  tho 
declaration  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  if  the  Naval  and  Military 
Estimates  were  passed,  he  would  make  his 
financial  statement  on  Monday.  He  in- 
tended to  call  attention  to  some  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  but  he  was  not 
prepared  to  do  so,  as  he  had  only  learnt 
within  the  last  quarter  of  an  hour  that 
they  were  to  be  proposed. 

Mr.  pollard  URQUHART  said,  he 
thought  that  the  period  of  the  Session  pre- 
cluded anything  like  a  careful  examination 
of  these  Estimates  this  year.  Perhaps  the 
better  way  would  bo  to  let  them  pass,  and 
defer  examination  until  similar  Estimates 
were  proposed  next  year. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  there 
was  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  press  anything  contrary  to 
agreement.  The  Miscellaneous  Estimates 
contained  a  great  number  of  items,  some 
of  which  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for 
36*.  W.  William 


Lambeth  would  wish  to  examine  in  detail, 
but  there  were  many  without  variation 
from  former  Votes,  and  surely  they  might 
make  some  progress,  postponing  those 
which  his  hon.  Friend  wisheKl  to  examine 
with  minuteness  and  care,  and  taking  those 
only  upon  which  no  difi^erence  of  opinion 
was  likely  to  arise.  Monday  would  bo  oc- 
cupied  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  tbe  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  if  they  could 
make  some  progress  it  would  be  very 
desirable 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  it  was  not 
voting  money,  it  was  throwing  it  away,  if 
the  House  were  to  be  forced  to  go  on ; 
and  what  he  could  do  he  should  do  to  pre* 
vent  it.  The  first  Vote,  that  for  the  royal 
palaces,  was  most  important  and  contained 
some  very  extravagant  items,  which  he  in- 
tended to  oppose. 

Mr.  MACKIE  said,  he  should  be  very 
sorry  if  the  Government  insisted  on  pro- 
ceeding. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  suggested 
that  they  should  read  over  the  Votes,  and 
withdraw  those  to  which  there  was  objec- 
tion, or  upon  which  hon.  Members  might 
wish  to  make  detailed  observations. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  these  Estimates 
were  usually  commenced  on  the  first  meet- 
ing of  the  House  after  Easter.  It  was 
now  the  16th  of  July.  If  they  did  not  go 
on  they  would  find  three  weeks  hence  that, 
instead  of  having  got  through  the  seven 
books,  they  would  only  have  got  through 
three,  and  the  other  four  would  have  to  be 
hurried  over  at  morning  sittings,  and  when 
many  hon.  Members  had  left  town. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PAXTON  observed  that 
he  was  satisfied  with  tbe  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  would  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Devonport  (Mr. 
Wilson),  that  they  were  to  hurry  on  now, 
lost  they  should  have  to  hurry  on  three 
weeks  hence,  because  he  thought  the  ob- 
jection was  to  the  Estimates  being  hurried 
through  the  House  at  all.  He  was,  how- 
ever, content  to  accept  the  noble  Lord's 
first  proposition,  to  pass  over  Votes  to 
which  there  were  objections,  taking  only 
those  of  an  ordinary  nature  which  did  not 
show  an  increase. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  sold,  he  did  not 
know  what  the  Votes  were,  nor  did  the 
noble  Lord  himself.  The  Votes  were  the 
Votes  prepared  bj  the  late  Government 
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and  it  was  a  farce  to  pass  them  in  this  way. 
He  was  in  the  habit  of  comparing  each 
Vote  with  the  same  of  several  preceding 
years,  and  it  was  only  by  these  means  that 
he  ooold  arrive  at  a  conclusion  whether 
they  were  reasonable  or  extravagant. 

ViscoimT  PALMERSTON  said,  that  he 
did  oot  pretend  to  say  that  ho  had  looked 
over  the  Estimates,  but  his  right  hon. 
Friend  and  his  hon.  Friends  on  the  Trea- 
sury bench  were  quite  prepared  to  give 
every  explanation.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Lambeth  presented  to  the  Go- 
vernment a  rather  awful  prospect.  If  he 
were  to  he  allowed  the  time  necessarv  for 
him  to  get  through  seven  or  eight  volumes 
of  these  Votes,  and  compare  the  items  with 
the  corresponding  items  for  six  or  seven 
years  past,  they  would  not  be  finished  until 
the  middle  of  September.  His  hon.  Friend 
bad  better  have  some  confidence  in  the 
Votes  proposed.  Since  they  were  the 
Votes  of  two  Governments  he  might  think 
there  was  some  probability,  at  all  events, 
of  their  being  correct. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said, 
that  he  had  just  glanced  over  the  items. 
He  thought  some  of  them  very  objection- 
able, and  that  there  was  ample  ground  for 
requiring  time.  For  instance  in  the  Veto 
for  Royal  Palaces  there  was  an  increase 
this  year  of  £3,000,  one  of  £15,700  for 
Marlborough  House,  and  in  Royal  Parks  of 
£24,000.  The  fifth  item  was  the  vexata 
questio  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament.  Now 
that  the  Naval  and  Military  Estimates  had 
been  taken  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer might  proceed  with  tho  financial 
Btatement. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  tho  increase  of 
£15,000  in  the  Vote  for  Royal  Palaces 
was  necessary  to  prepare  Marlborough 
House  as  a  fitting  residence  for  the  Prince 
of  Wales. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  these  Resolutions 
to  the  House." 

The  Committee  divided  ; — Ayes  19  ; 
Noes  61 :  Majority  42. 

(18.)  £41,988,  Royal  Palaces. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  :  I  beg  leave  to 
move  that  this  Ho/se  do  now  adjourn. 

ViBCOUNT  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
wished  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  persevere 
in  his  Motion.  Ho  had  no  objection  to 
postpone  this  Vote  if  desired,  but  the  only 
increase  in  it  was  accounted  for  by  the 
necessity  of  placing  Marlborough  II(»use  in 
a  suitable  condition  to  receive  his  Royal 
Highness   tiio   Prince   of   Wales,   to   the 


expenditure  for  which  purpose  he  felt 
assured  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  be  dis- 
posed to  object. 

Mr.  BUTLER  said,  he  also  would  ex- 
press  a  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  test  the  feeling  of  the  Committee 
further.  He  had  followed  his  hon.  Friend 
into  the  lobby  because  he  waa  left  in  the 
lurch,  and  because  the  Committee  had 
certainly  not  had  time  to  examine  the  Esti- 
mates ;  but  he  trusted,  after  having  tested 
the  feeling  of  the  Committee,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  now  allow  them  to  pro* 
ceed. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  did  not 
know  what  his  hon.  Friend  meant  by  ob- 
serving that  he  had  been  left  in  the  lurch. 
He  had  taken  the  course  which  he  adopted 
simply  with  the  view  to  discharge  his  duty 
to  his  constituents,  whose  pockets  he  had 
been  sent  to  that  House  to  protect. 

Mr.  BUTLER  said,  ho  had  a  full  appro- 
ciation  of  the  exertions  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  then  it  was  quite  true  that  he  had 
been  left  in  the  lurch,  inasmuch  as  ho  had 
been  supported  by  only  nineteen  Members 
in  the  division  which  had  just  taken  place. 

Mr.  ball  said,  he  trusted  the  House, 
taking  into  consideration  the  present  pe- 
riod of  the  Session,  would  not  fritter  any 
further  time  away,  but  would  proceed  with 
the  Estimates. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  were  also  :— - 

(19.)  £82.740,  Public  Buildings,  and 

(20.)  £18,000.  Furniture  for  Public  De- 
partments. 

(21.)  £58,525,  New  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Sir  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  for  some  explanation  in  re* 
gard  to  this  Vote,  inasmuch  as  the  Com- 
mittee were  told  on  the  last  occasion  of  a 
Vote  being  taken  for  the  new  Houses  of 
Parliament  that  that  would  be  the  last 
occasion  on  which  it  would  be  applied  for. 
Was  there  still  to  be  an  annual  demand 
under  this  head  ? 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  it  would  be  seen 
on  looking  through  the  accounts  that  no 
new  works  whatever  had  been  undertaken, 
or  were  contemplated,  in  connection  with 
the  Houses  of  Parliament.  The  two  items 
of  £4,000  for  the  completion  of  the  western 
front  of  the  clock  tower,  and  £2,500  for 
expenses  in  connection  with  hanging  the 
bells  and  fixing  the  clock,  had  been 
omitted  from  the  accounts  of  last  year,  in 
which  they  ought  to  havo  been  set  down, 
as  was  stated  by  the  Member  for  North 
Leicestershire  at  that  time.     He  pledged 
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himself  that  bo  far  as  he  was  ooncernrd  no 
new  works  were  authorized  without  the 
sauotioii  of  Parliament ;  hut  there  were 
certain  necessary  expenses  for  maintain- 
ing the  edifice,  which,  though  insignificant 
in  themselves,  presented  a  considerahle 
amount  in  the  aggregate.  He  had  gone 
through  these  very  carefully  that  morning, 
and  he  found  that  they  disclosed  no  charge 
whatever  of  an  improper  or  extravagant 
character. 

Mr.  ball  asked  if  £6,500  was  re- 
quired for  the  clock  ? 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  that  £4,000  of  the 
Vote  was  for  the  tower. 

Mr.  ball  said,  that  they  had  heen 
watching  the  clock  anxiously  for  months. 
Sometimes  it  went,  and  sometimes  it  was 
still;  sometimes  it  struck,  and  sometimes 
it  refused.  Ho  wished  to  know  if  this  Vote 
would  complete  the  works  ? 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  the  item  of  £4,000 
to  which  he  had  alluded  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  reception  of  the  clock,  hut  was  to 
corer  the  expense  of  completing  the  western 
front  of  the  clock-tower,  which  had  been 
left  unfinished  on  the  supposition  that  a 
wing  corresponding  to  that  at  the  other  end 
would  be  erected,  but  the  plan  had  now 
been  abandoned.  Hon.  Gentlemen  would 
see  an  item  of  £1,000  which  was  asked  for 
on  account  of  the  clock,  and,  so  far  as  he 
could  ascertain,  no  further  Vote  would  be 
requisite.  Two  hands  were  about  to  be 
substituted  for  those  which  were  too  heavy 
to  go,  but  the  cost  of  this  alteration  would 
be  covered  by  the  proceeds  of  the  gunmetal 
of  the  discarded  hands. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  outrageous  manner  in 
which  the  ventilation  of  the  building  was 
conducted.  Frequently  when  the  House 
was  very  warm  cold  air  was  pumped  in  at 
the  feet  of  the  hon.  Members,  the  effect 
of  which  was  to  drive  the  blood  to  their 
heads,  and  to  produce  those  injurious  effects 
which  were  so  constantly  complained  of  and 
which  had  often  compelled  him  and  others 
to  leave  the  House.  Then,  recently,  the 
most  abominable  odours  had  been  pumped 
in  through  the  holes  and  slits  at  their  feet. 
The  smell  of  the  chloride  of  lime  which 
was  used  was  pleasant  enough  ;  but  at 
other  times  the  uncorrected  atmosphere  of 
the  Thames  was  wafted  tli  rough  the  floor, 
»n<l  then  the  effect  was  dreadful  indeed, 
they  were  paying  £4,000  or  £5,000 
Ijr  for  what  was  called  ventilation, 
I  ha  o  idered,  a  right  to  expect 
w     1  be  eondaoted  in  a  more 


satisfactory  manner.  The  fact  was  that  the 
whole  of  the  arrangements  connected  with 
the  House  were  of  the  most  incompetent  and 
extravagant  character.  For  instance,  an 
enormous  sum  was  wasted  above  their  heads 
in  forcing  light  through  plate  glass,  where- 
as one-third  of  that  light  would  be  suffi- 
cient for  the  House  if  it  were  not  placed 
outside  the  glass.  This  extravagant  ar- 
rangement tended  merely  to  gratify  some 
one  s  caprice.  But  from  beginning  to  end 
the  whole  building  was  nothing  but  a  piece 
of  mediaBval  folly.  It  carried  them  back 
400  or  500  years  with  no  other  end  than 
to  deprive  them  of  all  the  advantages 
which  science  had  since  placed  at  their  dis- 
posal. Instead  of  ample  light  there  was 
obscuro  glass,  in  order  to  imitate  a  period 
when  the  manufacture  of  glass  was  in  its 
infancy  ;  and  although  our  manufacturers 
now  produced  the  most  beautiful  crystal, 
the  House  was  full  of  little  trumpery  pieces 
of  glass  a  few  inches  square,  inserted  in 
lead  casing,  and  dignified  by  the  name  of 
windows.  What  could  have  possessed  the 
mind  of  any  man,  or  any  set  of  men,  to 
insist  that  everything  about  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  should  accord  with  the  igno- 
rance of  some  hundreds  of  years  ago, 
rather  than  with  the  advanced  mtelligence 
of  to-day !  And  this  was  called  the  per- 
fection of  art !  Why,  ornaments  of  the 
most  trumpery  kind  stared  yon  in  the  faoe 
at  every  turn.  Look  at  the  absurd  paint- 
ings  within  the  House,  which  led  many 
Members  to  attend  very  little  to  what  was 
being  done,  while  some  could  hardly  rise 
to  speak  without  having  their  thoughts 
distracted  by  the  lions  and  the  dragons, 
and  the  rest  of  it.  This  trumpery  was  re- 
peated from  one  end  of  the  building  to  the 
other.  If  some  man  at  Birmingham  had 
contracted  to  erect  the  Palace,  one  conld 
have  understood  his  reasons  for  easting 
the  portcullis  and  the  Tudor  rose  by  the 
dozen,  and  for  sticking  them  together  after- 
wards, in  all  parts  of  the  buildings ;  bet 
that  men  should  carve  stone  after  stone 
with  a  repetition  of  the  same  design,  that 
they  should  scribble  the  history  of  Eng- 
land in  writing  which  nobody  conld  read, 
80  that  the  very  policemen  on  duty  had  to 
say,  **  You  must  turn  the  other  way.  Sir, 
to  look  at  that,"  passed  all  comprehension. 
Yet  this  was  called  decoration  1  It  was  a 
disgrace  to  the  country  to  have  erected 
such  a  building  at  all,  and  the  ornamenta- 
tion exhibited  such  an  utter  poverty  of 
sentiment  that  if  the  matter  had  been  left 
to  a  parcel  of  schoolboys  they  eesld  net 
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haye  defised  anything  more  contemptible. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  sanction  any  further  outlay  on  the 
absurdities  that  were  called  medisavnl  de- 
eorations,  but  that  if  they  were  to  have 
decorations  these  would  be  characterized 
by  true  art,  and  that  the  walls  would  be 
properly  painted,  not  in  an  equivocal  man- 
ner between  oil  and  scene  painting,  but  in 
a  style  that  would  be  creditable  to  the 
tASfo  of  this  country,  and  he  might  add 
of  Burope.  He  hoped  likewise  that  if 
Aerewasto  be  artificial  ventilation  it  would 
be  properly  carried  out,  and  that  the  air 
supplied  would  be,  at  least  at  a  proper 
temperature. 

Sib  harry  VERNRY  said,  he  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  originally  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  question  of  a  site 
for  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  that 
Carleton  Terrace  was  the  locality  to  which 
their  attention  was  first  directed.  He 
added  that,  after  the  present  site  had  been 
decided  on,  he  had  heard  it  said  on  high 
authority  that  one  reason  assigned  for  fix- 
ing it  there  was  that  of  the  facilities  for 
escape  which  the  river  Thames  would 
afford  to  Members  in  case  such  a  necessity 
should  ever  arise.  With  regard  to  the 
mode  of  ventilation,  he  himself  kept  a 
pair  of  worsted  stockings  and  gaiters  for 
wear  in  the  House,  in  order  to  protect  his 
feet  from  the  cold  air. 

Mr.  CAYLEY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  complained  of  the  ventilation  of 
the  house.  That  gentleman  was  not  a 
Member  of  the  House  beforo  it  was  altered. 
He  (Mr.  Cayloy)  remembered  when  gentle- 
men complained  of  cold  to  their  heads 
instead  of  their  feet,  and  when  the  gas 
was  under  the  House  and  not  out  of  it. 
He  thought  one  of  the  greatest  improve- 
ments in  the  House  was  the  putting  the 
lights  outside.  The  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plained of  the  foul  air  of  the  House,  but 
he  would  say  with  the  venerable  Mrs. 
Glasse,  "first  catch  your  hare"  —  you 
must  first  catch  good  air  before  you  could 
use  it  for  the  House,  and  you  might  get 
good  air  if  the  atmosphere  was  not  pol- 
luted by  the  Thames.  Unless  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  provide  them  with  fresh 
air,  he  defied  Mr.  Gurney  or  any  one  else 
to  procure  for  the  House  pure  air  out  of 
an  impure  atmospliere.  The  ventilation 
of  the  House  was  as  good  as  it  could  be 
with  the  materials  Mr.  Gurney  had  at  his 
disposal.  The  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
constituents  were  great  economists,  and  ho 


supposed  next  they  would  propose  to  pull 
down  the  Houses  of  Parliament  and  build 
tliem  up  again. 

Loud  FERMOY  said,  he  remembered 
the  different  systems  of  lighting  tried  in 
the  old  Houses  of  Parliament.  At  one 
period  it  was  lighted  with  gas,  at  another 
with  lamps.  He  agreed  in  thinking  that 
the  present  was  a  greatly  improved  method. 
The  ventilation  also,  though  it  was  still 
far  from  perfection,  he  believed  to  be  much 
better  than  at  a  period  when  it  was  much 
more  talked  about.  His  object  in  rising, 
however,  was  to  ask  that  some  explanation 
might  be  given  of  an  item  of  £7,500  for 
'indurating  the  stone  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament,"  which  he  noticed  in  the 
accounts.  He  remembered  that  many 
years  ago  great  trouble  had  been  taken  in 
choosing  the  stone  for  the  House ;  Sir 
C.  Barry,  and  a  Committee  under  his 
directions,  had  examined  every  kind  of 
stone  in  the  kingdom,  and  had  selected 
that  of  which  the  building  was  composed 
as  the  most  durable.  It  now,  however, 
turned  out  that  they  had  built  the  edifice 
of  rotten  stone,  and  they  had  to  pay  for 
patching  it  up.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
means  were  to  be  taken  for  indurating  the 
stone.  Would  this  sum  of  £7,000  be 
required  every  year  ?  If  so,  one  way,  and 
the  best  in  his  opinion,  to  prevent  the 
stone  from  decay  would  be  to  use  the 
cement  which  had  been  applied  to  some 
parts  of  the  building. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
charge  of  £7,000  for  indurating  the  stone 
would  not  prove  a  permanent  one.  This 
unfortunately  was  no  new  subject.  From 
some  cause  or  other — either  from  the 
effects  of  the  London  atmosphere  or  from 
some  inherent  reason — the  stone  of  which 
the  Houses  were  built  indicated  a  tendency 
to  decay.  That  was  particularly  the  case 
with  parts  of  the  building  more  exposed  to 
the  frost  and  wet  than  others.  In  more 
sheltered  situations  it  did  not  show  the 
same  signs  of  decay.  Various  means  had 
been  tried  to  arrest  that  unfortunate  ten- 
dency— one  process,  in  particular,  which 
had  been  invented  by  a  Hungarian,  who 
did  not  choose  to  inform  the  public  of  what 
the  substance  used  by  him  was  composed. 
A  gentleman  named  Ransome  had  also 
been  permitted  to  apply  a  process,  well- 
known,  to  several  parts  of  the  buildingt 
and  his  (Mr.  Ransome's)  idea  was  that  if 
that  process  were  properly  carried  out  it 
would  answer  the  end  in  Tiew.  The  stone 
of  which  the  Houses  of  Parliament  was 
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built  had  been  affected  either  by  the 
London  atmosphere  or  some  other  cause, 
and  was  rapidly  crumbling,  especially  where 
it  was  exposed  first  to  the  action  of  wet 
and  then  of  frost.  Different  methods  had 
been  tried  to  stop  it,  and  the  process  which 
promised  best  was  one  invented  by  a  Hun- 
garian named  Sczeroni.  It  might  be 
satisfactory  to  the  house  to  know  that  it 
was  not  intended  to  expend  the  sum  voted. 
Experiments  had  been  made,  and  the  pro- 
cess invented  by  Mr.  Ransome  had  been 
applied  to  several  parts  of  the  building. 
The  opinion  of  those  who  had  examined 
the  stone  after  some  time  had  elapsed, 
however,  was  not  so  favourable  to  his 
plan.  It  was  thought  likely  to  destroy  all 
the  chiselling  of  the  stone  work,  and  give 
the  House  the  appearance  of  a  painted 
building.  Hon.  Members  might  judge  for 
themselves  by  looking  over  the  Speaker's 
Court,  which  had  been  subjected  to  the 
Hungarian's  process.  It  might  be  satis- 
factory to  hon.  Members,  however,  to 
know  that  it  was  not  intended  to  expend 
the  sum  voted  for  the  purpose  without 
experiments.  The  matter  remained  in 
doubt  when  he  (Mr.  FitzRoy)  acceded  to 
the  office  he  now  held,  and  the  question 
was  put  to  the  Treasury  whether  they 
would  sanction  a  reference  to  some  high 
scientific  authority,  with  the  view  to  ascer- 
tain, if  possible,  the  cause  of  the  decay, 
and  some  effectual  remedy  against  the 
evil.  The  result  had  been  a  reference  to 
Mr.  Faraday,  who  with  that  high  sense  of 
generosity  and  honour  which  always  dis- 
tinguished him,  said  he  could  not  think  of 
acting  professionally  in  the  matter,  or  of 
accepting  any  remuneration,  but  that  he 
would  give  the  best  opinion  he  could  upon 
the  subject.  That  gentleman  spent  some  ) 
hours  in  examining  the  stone  in  different 
parts  of  the  building,  and  as  a  result 
of  his  advice  a  portion  of  the  building  had 
been  set  apart  under  circumstances  pre- 
cisely similar  for  a  trial  of  the  processes 
of  the  two  gentlemen  whose  names  he  (Mr. 
FitzRoy)  had  mentioned.  Time  alone, 
however,  could  decide  the  question  ;  and 
it  was  under  those  circumstances  that  the 
Government  had  asked  for  the  Vote  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Fermoy)  had 
taken  exception,  on  the  assumption  that 
the  Hungarian  process  could  bo  applied  to 
the  whole  building.  It  was  the  most 
expensive.  With  reference  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton),  he  had  to 
say  that  he  (Mr.  FitzRoy)  had  nothing  to 
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do  with  the  building  of  the  Houies  of 
Parliament  or  their  decoration.  With 
regard  to  ventilation,  that  was  a  difficult 
subject,  and  he  believed  that  the  plan  of 
Mr.  Goldsworthy  Gurney  was  the  best.  It 
was  difficult  to  obtain  an  equal  temperature 
in  the  House  towards  morning,  which  was, 
he  believed,  the  time  that  hon.  Members 
suffered  most  from  the  ventilation ;  for, 
perhaps,  after  a  debate  in  a  full  house  of 
400  Members,  most  of  them  streamed  out, 
and  that  necessarily  created  a  great  change 
in  the  temperature.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  most  scientific  ventilation  could 
be  complete,  and  he  believed  that  Mr.  G. 
Gurney  did  the  best  he  could. 

Sir  brook  BRIDGES  said,  much  had 
been  said  about  fresh  air.  Would  they 
allow  him  to  suggest  that  the  Yentilation  in 
the  lobbies  would  be  greatly  improved  if  one 
or  two  of  the  windows  were  made  to  open. 

Sir  ANDREW  AGNEW  begged  to 
ask  whether  Sir  G.  Hayter's  picture  of  the 
Meeting  of  the  House  after  the  first  Reform 
Bill  had  been  purchased,  and  if  there  was 
an  estimate  for  it. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  he  could  not  inform 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  pictures  in  the  building. 

Mr.  TITE  said,  that  the  art  decoration 
of  the  building  was  not  in  the  hands  of  the 
architect,  but  of  the  Art  Committee.  He 
did  not  consider  that  the  character  given 
of  the  pictures  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  was  a  just  one.  The  artists  had, 
he  thought,  succeeded  very  well  in  the 
frescoes ;  and  frescoes  were  more  perma- 
nent and  durable  than  oil  paintings  when 
exposed  to  the  atmosphere  of  London.  So 
far  as  he  had  observed,  all  artificialsrstems 
of  ventilation  were  a  failure.  Whether 
you  had  to  ventilate  a  large  room  or  a 
House  of  Parliament,  the  best  way  was 
to  open  a  window.  There  was,  however,  a 
difficulty  in  opening  the  windows  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Thames.  To  that  a 
remedy  was  being  applied.  He  might  state 
incidentally  that  100  tons  of  lime  were  now 
poured  every  day  into  the  Thames,  and  he 
was  assured  that  the  influence  of  this  supply 
would  be  found  very  beneficial  upon  the 
river.  When  Mr.  Gurney  was  able  to 
open  the  windows  on  the  side  next  to  the 
Thames,  a  great  improvement  in  the  venti- 
lation  would  be  experienced.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  Portland  stone,  almost  all  the 
stono  used  for  building  in  the  metropolis 
was  subject  to  decay.  It  would  be  a  most 
lamentable  thing,  in  his  opinion,  if  cement 
were  had  recourse  to  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
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pairing  the  damage  done  to  the  surface  of 
the  atone  by  the  atmosphere.  The  subject 
conld  not  be  in  better  hands  than  Dr.  Fara- 
day's, and  no  doubt  under  his  care  the 
best  chemical  protection  would  be  adopted 
to  prevent  decay.  He  believed  that  Mr. 
Ransome's  process  was  very  moderate  in 
point  of  expense,  and  that  it  wouU  answer 
the  purpose.  The  stone  used  was  raag- 
nesiac  limestone,  while  the  atmosphere  of 
London  was  impregnated  with  sulphur  and 
ralphuric  acid,  which  was  produced  by  the 
nse  of  coal,  but  he  bclioved  a  remedy  might 
be  found,  and  the  decay  of  the  stone  ar- 
rested. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  there  was 
quite  sufiScient  space  in  the  middle  of  the 
floor  for  the  purposes  of  'ventilation  with-  | 
out  bringing  the  cold  air  into  the  House 
under  hon.  Members*  feet.  The  present 
state  of  the  Thames  had  been  brought 
about  by  the  Government  and  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
metropolis  had  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
He  did  not  object  to  the  House  being  illu- 
minated from  the  ceiling,  but  it  was  absurd 
to  use  glass  so  opaque  that  the  light  could 
scarcely  penetrate  through  it. 

Mr.  J.  II.  GURNEY  observed,  that 
seeing  a  Vote  of  £4,000  for  frescoes  in  the 
Estimates,  he  wished  to  remark  that  many 
of  those  in  the  upper  lobby  showed  signs 
of  injury  from  the  dampness  of  the  walls. 
Some  means  ought  to  be  adopted  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  similar  injuries. 

Mr.  CONINGHAM  said,  he  had  paid 
some  attention  to  the  subject  of  ventila- 
tion, and  the  ventilation  of  that  House 
especially,  and  he  found  that  great  incon- 
venience arose  from  the  want  of  a  suf- 
ficient supply  of  air.  In  the  House  of 
Lords  there  were  sixteen  different  doors 
upon  the  basement  storey,  while  in  the 
House  of  Commons  there  was  but  one  door 
on  the  same  storey.  The  result  was  that 
when  it  was  heated  a  strong  supply  of  ar- 
tificial cold  air  was  forced  in,  which  caused 
a  great  alternation  of  heat  and  cold  in  the 
temperature.  The  lobby  was  not  venti- 
lated in  the  same  manner  as  the  House, 
and  the  air  there  was  easily  heated  and 
became  oppressive.  In  order  to  render  the 
ventilation  of  the  House  perfect,  a  con- 
siderable further  outlay  was  necessary. 
With  regard  to  the  material  of  the  build- 
ing, there  seemed  some  fatality  about 
our  modern  public  buildings  — St.  Paul's, 
the  towers  of  Westminster  Abbey,  and 
Somerset  House,  were  built  of  the  bright 
aud  cheerful  Portland  stone,  and  they  had 

VOL.  CLIV,      [iinaD  SERIES.] 


remained  for  years  untouched  by  decay  ; 
and  yet  with  that  before  their  eyes,  they 
had  taken  an  inferior  stone  for  that  build- 
ing. He  believed  all  palliatives  for  arrest- 
ing the  course  of  the  decay  would  fail,  apd 
he  hoped  it  would  be  laid  down  as  a  rule 
that  no  public  building  in  the  metropolis 
should  be  built  of  anything  but  Portland 
stone. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he  be- 
lieved  that  the  most  efficient  way  of  ven- 
tilating the  House  was  that  which  they  all 
adopted  in  ventilating  a  bed-room — namely, 
opening  a  window. 

Lord  FERMOY  said,  that  with  regard 
to  preventing  the  decay  of  the  stone,  it 
was  of  course  a  mere  matter  of  experi- 
ment. He  suggested  that  there  was  no 
necessity  to  vote  the  whole  of  the  £7,000 
until  the  experiments  had  been  made. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  that  the  sum  which 
he  asked  for  was  only  sufficient  to  cover 
that  portion  of  the  stone  which  immediately 
required  covering  in  case  the  experiment 
succeeded.  Besides,  every  experiment  must 
be  made  upon  a  sufficiently  extended  scale 
to  aiford  any  test. 

Mr.  PEASE  said,  he  wished  to  refer  to 
the  difficulty  of  hearing  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers experienced  in  the  House.  In  some 
positions  hon.  Members  were  completely 
debarred  from  knowing  what  was  going 
on.  Some  of  them  came  hundreds  of 
miles  to  attend  the  House.  They  could 
not  all  sit  near  the  officials  and  those  who 
did  not  could  hear  nothing  that  they  said. 
It  was  strange  that  those  who  designed 
that  House  should  have  ignored  the  ex- 
cellent buildings  in  America  and  upon  the 
Continent  for  Legislative  Assemblies.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  account  with 
Sir  Charles  Barry  was  closed  ? 

Mr.  Alderman  SALOMONS  said,  that 
as  they  were  talking  about  the  Houses  of 
Parliament,  he  ^vould  beg  leave  to  ask,  to 
whom  they  were  indebted  for  the  funeral 
notes  which  every  hour  struck  upon  the 
ear  of  the  House  ?  He  hoped  that  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  or  Mr.  Denison,  or 
Sir  Charles  Barry,  or  whoever  it  was  that 
was  responsible,  would  try  to  make  some 
alteration  in  the  tone  of  the  bell.  It  was 
too  bad  that  the  Members  of  that  House 
and  the  people  should  be  condemned  from 
hour  to  hour  to  hear  that  dreadful  noise,  a 
noise  which  they  could  only  expect  to  hear 
when  the  great  bell  of  St.  Paul  s  was  tolled 
on  the  death  of  a  member  of  the  Royal 
Family, 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  the  account  with 
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Sir  Charles  Barry  could  not  bo  closed  as  long 
as  the  repairs  and  alterations  were  going 
on  as  he  roceived  a  commission  on  thom. 

Mb.  Alderman  SALOMONS  obserred, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
given  an  answer  with  regard  to  the  clock 
bell. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  he  belicTed  the 
bell  was  constructed  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible care  by  a  gentleman  who  was  sup- 
posed to  understand  the  manufacture  of 
bells  better  than  any  man  in  England.  The 
combination  of ^  the  metal  was  each  as  was 
calculated  to  produce  the  most  harmonious 
tones.  He  was  not  a  judge  as  to  whether 
it  had  had  that  effect,  but  if  the  sound 
were  an  infliction,  he  was  afraid  they  were 
likoly  to  remain  under  it  for  a  considerable 
time. 

Mb.  HANKEY  asked,  whether  there 
was  any  chance  of  the  bell  sounding  more 
like  ordinary  bells.  At  present  it  inflicted 
great  annoyance  upon  the  public  and  the 
House.  He  wished  to  know  who  was  re- 
sponsible ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
thought  there  was  no  hope  that  the  bell 
would  ever  give  forth  any  other  sound,  but 
he  would  suggest  that  a  compromise  should 
be  made.  It  was  said  the  other  day  that 
two  faces  of  the  clock  would  not  go.  Why 
should  not  an  arrangement  be  made,  that 
nil  the  faces  of  the  clock  should  tell  the 
hour,  and  the  horrible  tolling  should  cease. 

Vote  agreed  to;  as  were  also  the  follow- 
ing Votes. 

(22.)  £19,130,  Probate  Court  and  Dis- 
trict Registries. 

(23.)  £5,390,  Embassy  Houses,  &o.. 
Abroad. 

(24.)  £5,500, New  Consular  Offices,  &c., 
at  Constantinople. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

<*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £174,000,  be 
granted  to  ller  Majesty,  towai^s  defraying  the 
Expense  of  constructing  certain  IIar1>our8  of  Re- 
fuge, to  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1860." 

Mr.  BAXTER  suggested  tbat  tbe  Vote 
should  be  postponed,  as  many  bon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  paid  great  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject of  harbours  of  refuge  were  not  in  their 
places. 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  remarked,  that  an 
additional  reason  for  the  postponement  of 
the  Vote  was,  that  certain  returns  relative 
to  the  subject  were  not  yet  before  the 
House.  It  certainly  was  an  odd  way  of 
proceeding,  to  vole  money  and  then  to  get 
an  explanation  of  the  purposes  to  which  it 
to  be  applied. 

Mr.  FiUsBay 


Mr.  pease  said,  he  also  should  sup- 
port the  adjournment,  as  he  had  been  in- 
formed by  an  eminent  engineer,  that  the 
expenditure  on  Aldemey  Harbour  was  not 
justifiable. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  should  support 
the  Vote.  It  was  important  that  the  works 
at  Dover  should  not  be  interrupted,  be- 
cause, if  they  were  stopped,  all  the  money 
hitherto  spent  would  be  wasted. 

Mr.  WARRE  said,  he  must  express  a 
strong  opinion  that  these  harbours  of  re- 
fuge were  among  those  objects  of  perma- 
nent utility  and  necessity  which  demanded 
the  attention  of  every  Government.  He 
hoped  they  would  soon  be  extended  to  the 
eastern  coast. 

Mr.  NICOL  said,  that  by  the  oonstrue* 
tion  of  the  pier  at  Dover,  troops  taken  down 
by  railway  might  be  embarked  on  board 
ship  without  the  intervention  of  any  boats. 
So  far  as  the  works  had  gone,  they  had 
completely  fulfilled  the  object  in  riew,  and 
he  thought  it  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
they  should  be  carried  on  rapidly  and  to 
completion. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  the  request  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter) 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  reasonable  one ;  it 
was  that  tbe  Vote  should  be  postponed  till 
they  had  further  information.  The  ori- 
ginal estimate  for  the  harbonr  of  Aldemey 
was  £600,000,  but  last  year  they  were 
told  that  an  alteration  was  proposed  in  the 
plan,  which  would  make  it  cost  £1,300,000. 
The  Committee  did  not  know  which  plan 
had  been  decided  on ;  and  it  was  therefore 
only  reasonable  that  there  should  be  some 
delay  until  they  had  had  information  laid  be- 
fore them  on  this  important  subject.  At  the 
same  time  he  would  observe,  that  there  was 
the  greatest  difierence  of  opinion  among 
nayal  officers  of  the  highest  authority  as 
to  the  Talue  of  these  works,  and  he  ahonld, 
therefore,  have  great  pleasure  in  sopport- 
ing  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  shoidd  he  aUe  to 
show  the  Committee  that  the  Vote  did  not 
involve  any  of  those  large  questions  which 
would  necessitate  the  notice  required  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  The  Votes  which  stood  on 
the  Estimates  were  not  for  new  oontraets, 
but  were  simply  for  the  continuation  of 
works  that  had  already  been  largely  ear* 
ried  out,  and  were  in  some  instances  nearly 
completed.  The  first  was  for  the  formation 
of  a  large  jetty,  stretching  in  the  sea  at 
Dover,  at  an  estfmated  cost  of  £650,000, 
and  on  which  already  a  sum  of  £400,000 
had  been  spent.    That  jetty,  he  Bhodd  re- 
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marlcy  formed  no  part  of  the  large  scheme 
Ibr  the  great  harhour  of  refuge  that  was 
estimated  at  £2,500,000.  The  great  oh- 
jeet  of  the  present  scheme  was  to  have  a 
station  alongside  of  which  large  men-of- 
war  could  take  in  their  stores  and  coals, 
and  embark  troops.  The  Admiralty  con- 
sidered that  to  ho  a  work  of  the  greatest 
importance.  The  works  themselves  were 
bemg  rapidly  completed,  and  the  Vote  now 
asked  was  only  £34,000.  The  works  at 
Aldemey  had  heen  under  the  consideration 
of  two  successive  Boards  of  Admiralty. 
The  plan  approved  hy  the  present  Secre- 
tary for  India  (Sir  Charles  Wood),  when 
he  was  at  the  Admiralty,  involved  an  ex- 

Senditure  of  £1,300,000,  and  the  modi- 
cations  of  that  system  sanctioned  hy  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty  would  have  in- 
ereased  that  expenditure  hy  some  £30,000 
or  £40,000.  The  expenditure  would  sub- 
stantially be  about  £1,300,000.  Upwards 
of  £700,000  had  been  already  expended 
upon  these  works,  which  could  not  be  sus- 
pended without  great  inconvenience.  The 
total  Estimate  for  the  habour  at  Portland 
was  £932,000,  of  which  £813,000  had 
been  expended,  so  that  the  Vote  now  ask- 
ed for  was  merely  a  Vote  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  works.  That  being  the  case, 
he  hoped  the  explanation  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  Committee,  and  that  there 
would  be  no  further  opposition  to  the  Vote. 
Sir  WILLIAM  MILES  observed,  that 
the  suggestion  that  the  Government  should 
postpone  this  Vote  until  the  papers  refer- 
red to  in  the  Estimate  were  laid  upon  the 
table  was  so  reasonable  that  he  could  not 
imagine  on  what  ground  they  refused  to 
accede  to  the  request. 

Me.  BAXTER  said,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  had  merely  repeated  an  old 
story,  which  they  had  often  heard  before. 
He  had  a  most  distinct  recollection  of 
hearing  the  late  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
state  to  the  House  last  year  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  bound  themselves  to  this 
enormous  expenditure  of  £1,300,000,  and 
that  they  would  not  make  the  contracts  for 
Aldemey  without  a  statement  to  the  House. 
The  original  Estimate  for  the  works  at 
Aldemey  was  £600,000 ;  £800,000  had 
already  been  expended,  and  they  were  now 
informed  that  they  were  committed  to  the 
expenditure  of  £1,300,000.  They  had 
been  told  on  a  former  occasion  by  a  gal- 
lant Officer,  after  £700,000  had  been  spent 
upon  Alderney,  that  there  was  only  room 
in  the  harbour  for  seven  or  eight  ships. 
He  believed  that  the  works  at  Alderney 


had  proved  a  complete  failure,  and  in  order 
to  bring  the  matter  to  an  issue,  he  would 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £75,000, 
the  amount  required  for  the  harbour  in  that 
island. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 
"  That  the  item  of  £75,000  for  Works  at 
Alderney  be  omitted  from  the  proposed 

Viscount  P  ALMERSTON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  had 
complained  that  the  statement  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  in  defence  of  this 
Vote  was  merely  a  repetition  of  statements 
which  had  been  previously  made  on  the 
same  subject ;  but  that  was  an  evil  which 
could  not  be  remedied.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  as  reasonably  complain  that  the 
same  demonstration  was  given  to  a  mathe- 
matical problem.  The  Government  could 
only  urge  the  best  reasons  for  the  construc- 
tion of  these  harbours,  which  were  not 
harbours  of  refuge,  but  military  harbours, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  invent  new  reasons 
without  going  beyond  the  verge  of  truth. 
He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Baxter) 
had  taken  the  right  course  to  bring  this 
question  to  an  issue.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  want  explanation,  for  it  had  been 
given  already,  but  ho  objected  to  the  ex- 
penditure altogether,  and  the  proper  course 
was  therefore  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  upon  the  question.  Ho  (Vis- 
count Palmerston)  could  only  say  that  the 
construction  of  these  harbours  had  been 
undertaken  after  most  deliberate  considera- 
tion, with  the  approval  of  the  highest  mili- 
tary and  naval  authorities,  and  after  re- 
peated discussions  in  that  House.  Large 
sums  of  money  had  already  been  spent 
upon  the  works,  which  were  still  incom- 
plete, and  if  they  were  now  suspended  all 
the  expenditure  hitherto  incurred  would  be 
entirely  thrown  away,  and  the  country 
would  be  deprived  of  those  military  and 
naval  advantages,  most  essential  to  the 
national  defences,  which  these  harbours 
were  calculated  to  afford.  With  regard  to 
Alderney,  there  could  not  be  a  more  im- 
portant position  for  the  defence  of  this 
country.  It  might  be  invidious  to  go  into 
that  question  now,  but  it  was  enough  to 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  were  Cherbourg 
was,  and  where  Portland  was.  Alderney 
was  one  of  the  watch-towers  of  the  coun- 
try, and  he  thought  it  would  be  most  pre- 
judicial to  the  ncitional  security  if  these 
harbours  were  not  completed  as  speedily 
as  possible.  It  had  been  complained  that 
the  harbour   at  Alderney  was  not  large 
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c^ou^ili,  and  with  tho  view  of  correcting 
i^jat  defect  his  hon.  Friend  propoBcd  to  re- 
fuse any  further  grant  for  the  worts.  If, 
Lowcver,  the  harbour  at  Aldciney  was  not 
eufficiently  large,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  better  course  would  be  to  increase  tho 
Vote.  lie  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  John  Pakington)  would  admit 
tlie  importance  of  the  harbour  at  Alderney, 
but  it  was,  of  course,  for  tho  Committee 
to  determine  whether  these  important 
works  should  proceed,  or  whether,  after  so 
much  expense  had  been  incurred  for  a 
number  of  years,  upon  tho  advice  of  men 
whose  opinions  deserved  consideration,  they 
would  by  stopping  tho  works  render  useless 
everything  that  had  been  done,  and  deprive 
tho  country  of  the  means  of  defence  which 
these  liarbonrs  were  calculated  to  afford. 

Loud  LOVAINE  said,  that  upon  in- 
vestigation the  lato  ]3oard  of  Admiralty 
thought  it  advisable  to  propose  a  slight  ad- 
dition to  tho  works  at  Alderney,  and  ho 
must  remind  the  Committee  that  a  harbour 
which  was  not  efHcient  was  really  of  no 
value.  This  country  must  exhibit  a  strik- 
ing spectacle  to  foreign  nations.  For  ten 
years  sums  have  been  regularly  voted  for 
those  harbours,  and  it  had  been  established 
that  they  were  works  of  necessity  ;  yet 
every  year  Gentlemen  were  found  doing  all 
in  their  power  to  prevent  them  being  made 
cf&cicnt.  It  seemed  as  if  they  delighted 
in  undoing  in  ono  year  what  they  had  dono 
in  another. 

Mil.  BLACKBURN  said,  the  objection 
was  not  to  the  Veto  but  that  tho  Com- 
mittee wcro  called  upon  to  vote  tho  money 
without  sufficient  explanation. 

Mn.  HENLEY  said,  they  had  every 
year  the  reports  of  tho  engineers  on  these 
works,  so  that  they  wcro  able  to  form  an 
opinion  as  to  what  was  going  on.  These 
reports  had  not  been  presented  this  year, 
and  ho  did  not  understand  why  they  should 
bo  asked  to  agree  to  this  Vote  till  they  had 
an  opportunity  of  perusing  them.  Tho 
Secretary  to  tho  Treasury  said  there  had 
been  a  modification  of  tho  Alderney  Vote, 
but  he  should  like  to  see  the  en£;ineer's 
report  on  that  modification.  Why  should 
tho  Vote  not  bo  postponed  till  the  en- 
gineer's reports  were  in  the  hands  of  tho 
Members? 

Viscount  DUNCAN  hoped  the  Vote 
would  be  postponed.  He  was  anxiou-s,  for 
one,  to  see  tho  report  of  Alderney,  as  ho 
lind  boon  informed  that  a  report  had  been 
Jfont  to  tho  (lovernmcnt  to  the  cfFect  that 
if  tlin  original  plan  were  carried  out  the 
Viscount  I^almcrston 


works  would  bo  so  large  that  wo  should  he 
unable  to  find  troops  to  occupy  them.  If 
the  Government  would  not  assent  to  post- 
pone the  Vote,  ho  would  bo  under  tho 
necessity  of  voting  against  it. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he  held 
in  his  hand  the  paper  containing  the  ex- 
planatory statements  that  ought  to  have 
accompanied  the  Estimate.  It  was  printed, 
but  had  not  been  delivered.  If  the  Houso 
should  wish  to  seo  that  paper  before  agree- 
ing to  the  Vote,  there  could  bo  no  objection 
to  postponing  tho  latter. 

Amendment  and  Motion  by  leave  toith' 
dratvn, 

(25.)  £30.000.   Holyhead  Harbour. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  direct  tho  attention  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  the  Bum  of 
£445,000,  which  was  put  down  as  the 
cost  of  a  breakwater  and  piers  for  the  ac- 
commodation of  the  packets.  He  would 
find  that  it  was  contemplated  to  expend  a 
sum  of  £20,000  for  a  temporary  pier  for 
tho  accommodation  of  the  Irish  packets  be- 
tween Holyhead  and  Dublin  ;  but  the  prin- 
cipal sum,  namely,  £430,000,  was  for  a 
breakwater  and  a  permanent  pier,  running 
into  deep  water,  and  capable  of  receiving 
vessels  of  largo  size.  If,  howerer,  the 
point  of  departure  for  the  Transatlantic 
steamers,  as  seemed  to  be  noir  contem- 
plated, was  to  be  from  a  port  on  the  western 
coast  of  Ireland  it  would  be  unnecessary  to 
construct  the  large  permanent  pier  at  Holy- 
head, and  in  that  case  the  sum  of  £20,000, 
with,  perhaps,  some  extension,  would  be  all 
that  it  was  necessary  to  expend  for  packet 
accommodation  at  that  port.  He  was 
anxious  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  to  this  matter,  as  it 
involved  a  very  large  cxpendttare  which  it 
was  important,  if  possible,  to  dimiaiab. 

Mr.  LAIN6  said,  he  had  seen  the  Re- 
port relative  to  this  expenditure*  and  his 
most  serious  attention  would  be  direeted  to 
it.  He  warned  tho  House  not  to  sanctiiHi 
the  commencement  of  any  work  unkas  they 
were  convinced  it  ought  to  be  undertaken. 

Mn.  GLYN  said,  that  although  there 
had  been  an  increased  estimate  for  tbe 
harbour  at  Holyhead,  tho  increased  accom- 
modation for  the  public  was  more  than  com- 
mensurate with  tho  increased  expe&ditue. 
lie  only  wished  that  all  the  public  works 
had  been  executed  so  well  as  those  at 
Holyhead. 

Voto  agreed  to, 

(2G.)  £20,403.  Port-Patrick  Horhov. 

Mu.  DUNLOP  obserred  that  thk 
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wonld  not  make  tlie  harbour  n  fit  Imrbour 
of  refuge,  nod  tlie  money  would  be  flunf; 
away.  He  thought  tlio  Vote  eliould  at 
least  be  postpoaed  to  enable  hon.  Members 
to  read  the  papeit  on  the  subject,  which 
ehowod  that  a  better  harbour  would  be 
fbnnd  at  Lock  Ryan  at  a  diBtance  of  only 
tiro  miles. 

SlE  ANDREW  AGNEW  said,  he  must 
remind  the  Committee  that  tho  money  for 
a  railway  had  been  sabscribed  in  the  dia- 
triot,  on  the  fatth  that  Gorernment  would 
put  this  harbour  into  working  order. 

Mb.  BAXTER  said,  he  would  move 
that  the  Chairman  report  progress,  as  he 
was  anxious  that  the  Govermucnt  should 
not  begin  new  works,  of  which  they  could 
not  see  the  end.  If  theae  ezpcuses  were 
once  begun,  they  might  depend  that  ad- 
ditional sums  would  be  asked  for  next  year. 
Besides  it  was  well  knowo  that  Portpatrick 
would  never  niako  a  snfo  harbour. 

Mr.  LAING  snid,  ho  must  admit  that 
the  faith  of  the  Government  was  pledged 
to  this  Vote,  as  there  was  a  bargain  between 
the  Government  and  the  railway;  that  if 
the  railway  were  made  Government  would 
expend  £20,000  for  the  improTomont  of 
tho  harbour. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
be  could  confirm  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr,  Laing),  The  bargain  was 
made  by  the  Government  preceding  the 
last,  lie  thought  the  public  faitli  was 
pledged  to  the  Vole,  aa  tho  roilivny  com- 
pany  had    already  gone   to   considerable 

Mn.  BAXTER  said,  under  those  cir- 
cumslancca  he  would  not  press  hia  Motion 
to  report  progress. 

Vole  agreed  to. 

{27.}  £70.421,  Public  Works  (Ireland). 

Mb  BLACKBURN  said,  bo  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  item  of  £10,000  for 
Dubhn  Castle  and  the  Phcenii  Park  build- 
ings, and  to  express  a  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  seriously  consider  whether 
Ireland  could  not  be  better  and  moro 
economically  governed  by  being  treated  as 
a  part  of  the  Imperial  doniioiona,  and  by 
the  withdrawal  of  tho  viceregol  establish- 

LoRD  FERMOY  observed,  that  he  did 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member,  as  be 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  tho  office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant  ought  to  ho  kept  up  on 
the  principle  that  he  was  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  centralisation. 

Veto  agreed  to,  as  were  also  the  follow- 
ing Volea : — 
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(28.)  £63.959,  Officers,  Houses  of  Par- 

liamcnt. 

(23.)  £34.600,  Treasury. 

(30.)  £17,911,  Secretary  of  State, 
Home  Department. 

(31.)  £42,800,  Secretary  of  State,  Fo- 
reign Department. 

(32.)  £21,178,  Secretary  of  State,  Co- 
lonial Department. 

(33).  £10,593,  Jrivy  Council  Office. 

(34.)  £33,942,  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  for  Trade. 

(35.)  £1,720.  Lord  Privy  Seal. 

(36.)  £3,855,  Civil     Service    Commis- 

(37.)  £13,762,  Paymaster  General. 
(38.)  £4,898,    Comptroller  General  of 
Eicliequci'. 

30.)  £19,746,  Office  of  Works.  &c. 

40.)  £13,514,  Office  of  Woods.  &a. 

41.)  £9,498,  Public  Records.  &.C. 

42.)  £223,369,  Poor  Law. 

43.  £25,052.  Mint. 

44.  £13,925,    Inspectors    of   Facto- 

(45.)  £3.179,   Queen's  Remembrancer 

(Scotland). 

(46.)  £4,431,  Household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

(47.)  £15,904.  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

(48.)  £5,204,  Poymastcr  of  Civil  Ser- 
vices (Ireland). 

(49.)  £1.709,  Inspectors  of  Lunatic 
Asylums  in  Ireland. 

(50,)  £16.105,  Board  of  Public  Works 
(Ireland), 

(51.)  £22.466,  Auditing  of  Public  Ac- 

(52.)  £12,621.  Copyhold,  luclosuro  and 
Tithe  Commission. 

(53.)  £8,630,  Inolosurc  and  Drainage 
Acts. 

(54.)  £26,300.  General  Register  Office. 

(55.)  £2.296,  General  Register  Office, 
Dublin. 

(56.)  £3,302,  Registrar  General  Edin- 
hursh. 

(57.)  £10,652,  National  Debt  Office. 

(58.)  £1,300,  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
missioners. 

(59.)  £670,  West  India  Islands  Relief 
Commissioners. 

(60.)  £2,642,  Commissioners  in  Lunacy. 

(61.)  £723,  County  Roads,  South 
Wales. 

(62.)  £1,128,  Registrars  of  Friendly 
Socio  lies. 

(63.)  £22.000.  Secret  Services. 

(64.)  £237.111, Stalionory,Print!ugj£r, 
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Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  that  a  reduction 
had  been  effected  under  this  head  in  pur- 
Biianco  of  the  recommendutio'is  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  8At  on  this  subject.  lie  wished 
to  know  whether  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  the  patent  of  tho  Queen's  Printer  ex- 
pired at  the  end  of  this  year,  and  to  ask 
whether  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  state  tho  course  they  proposed  to 
take  with  reference  to  that  state  of  things 
before  tho  prorogation  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  his  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  it  in  connection  with 
tho  other  question  relating  to  the  printing 
of  tho  Bible  and  Prayer-book,  together 
with  Acts  of  Parliament  and  Proclama- 
tions. It  was  probable  that  as  regarded 
tho  printing  of  Acts  of  Parliament  and  tho 
like,  it  would  servo  the  ends  of  cconomv  to 
make  another  orrangement  than  now  ex- 
isted with  the  Queen's  Printer.  Inasmuch 
as  an  authorized  publication  of  the  statutes 
was  made  legal  cvidenco  it  was  necessary 
that  a  certain  copy  of  them  should  bo 
printed  in  an  authentic  shape,  and  pro- 
vided security  were  taken  for  that  purpose 
the  privilcgo  of  the  Queen's  Printer  in 
printmg  tho  statutes  need  not  bo  continued 
in  the  present  form.  Before  tho  close  of 
tho  Session  ho  would  endeavour  to  state  to 
tho  lIouHc  the  course  which  tho  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  adopt. 

Mr.  IIADFIELD  said,  ho  would  appeal 
to  tho  right  lion.  Gentleman  whether  tho 
flamo  argument  did  not  hold  good  as  to  tho 
Bible.  Why  should  it  bo  thought  that 
monopoly  in  it  contributed  to  cheapness  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  explained  that 
he  had  stated  on  a  former  night  that 
the  cheapness  at  which  tho  Bible  was 
printed  was  owing  not  to  any  monopoly 
that  was  enjoyed  by  tho  Queen's  Printer, 
but  to  tho  active  competition  which  was 
carried  on  betwcon  tho  Queen's  Printer 
and  the  two  Universities,  tho  effect  of 
which  was  that  a  Biblo  was  sold  for  8d. 
and  a  copy  of  tho  Now  Testament  for 
4d. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  ho  believed  that 
the  two  objects  of  accuracy  and  cheapness, 
both  of  which  were  of  equal  importance  in 
printing  the  Bible,  had  been  attained  by  the 
active  competition  which  existed  between 
tho  Queen's  Printer  and  tho  Universities  ; 
but  tho  printing  of  Acts  of  Parliament  and 
other  public  matters  done  by  the  Queen's 
Printer  rested  upon  a  different  foundation, 
and  there  was  reason  to  believe  that  they 
could  have  Acts  of  Parliament  if  not  better 
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at  least  more  cheaply  printed  under  new 
regulations  than  at  present. 

Mr.  DUNLOP  said,  the  fact  was  that 
I  cheapness    was  never  attained   until   the 
monopoly  was  thrown  open  in  Scotland. 

Vote  agreed  (0,  as  also  were  the  follow- 
ing :— 

(65.)  £76,750,  Postage  of  Letters. 
(QQ.)  £31,545,  Law  Charges. 
(67.)  £150,000,  Prosecutions. 
Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
if  there  was  any  hope  of  getting  the  ac- 
counts of  counties  paid  up  closer  than  they 
were  at  present,  for  they  had  now  fallen 
three  half-years  in  arrear. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  ho  understood  that  in 
some  cases  payment  hod  been  delayed  in 
consequence  of  a  Commission  now  sitting 
on  the  subject.  It  would  make  its  report, 
however,  in  a  few  days,  and  he  would  then 
take  care  that  the  matter  should  be  looked 
into. 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  that  some  years  ago 
abuses  did  exist  on  the  subject,  but  inquiry 
had  taken  place,  and  although  it  had  not 
been  found  necessary  to  introduce  a  new 
system,  the  accounts  wero  now  subjected 
to  examination,  and  the  charges  were 
regulated  under  the  authority  of  the  Se*' 
crotary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 
Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that  tho  system  had  been  the  cause  of  con- 
siderable iucovenience,  but  it  bad  been 
modified,  and  he  hoped  that  when  tho 
arrears  were  wiped  out  things  would  go  on 
in  a  regular  way. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(68.)  £164,275,  Police  (CounUes  and 
Boroughs)  and  Police  in  Scotland. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MILES  suggested  that 
tho  number  of  men  should  be  stated. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  aaid,  it  woidd 
appear  in  the  report. 

Veto  agreed  to,  as  wero  also  the  follow* 
ing  Votes : — 

(69.)  £1,500,  Grown  Office,  Qoeen's 
Bench. 

(70.)  £4,300,  Registrar  of  Admiralty 
and  Admiralty  Court  (Dublin). 
(71.)  £5,176,  Insolvent  Debtors' Court. 
(72.)  £22,740.  Court  of  Probate  and 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes. 

MR.HADFIELD  inquiredwhethercredit 
was  given  to  tho  public  as  the  lives  of  those 
who  had  compensation  fell  in. 

Mr.  LAING  explained  that  this  Vote  did 
not  include  any  amount  for  oompensoUon, 
but  was  for  the  current  expenses  only. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  some  isaormiiM  thsi 
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Bleps  would  be  taken  to  clear  off  tlio  great 
increase  of  causes  in  this  Court. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that  the 
Bubject  had  occupied  the  attention  of  the 
Qovemment,  and  that  a  measure  would  in 
all  probability  be  introduced  on  the  subject 
ibis  Session  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
thejudicial  strength  of  the  Court. 

vote  agreed  to. 

(73.)  Motion  made^  and  Question  pro- 
posed,— 

**  That  a  Bam,  not  exceeding  £126,150,  be  grant- 
ed to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  County 
Courts,  to  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1360." 

Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  he  should 
more  that  the  Vote  be  diminished  by 
jS85,000,  the  amount  alloted  for  building 
and  providing  court-houses,  offices,  station- 
ery, and  printing.  The  ground  upon  which 
he  did  this  was,  that  there  was  no  provision 
for  finding  court-houses  for  the  Sheriffs' 
Courts  of  Scotland,  and  this  he  thought 
was  unfair,  when  such  advantages  were 
afforded  in  England. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, — 

*<  That  the  sum  of  £85,000,  on  account  of  the 
Expense  of  huilding  and  providing  Court  Houses, 
OflSces,  Stationery,  Printing,  dec,  be  omitted  from 
the  proposed  Vote.** 

Mr.  LAING  said,  the  Vote  in  question 
was  necessary  under  an  Act  of  Parliament; 
and,  as  to  the  courts  in  Scotland,  the  Lord 
Advocate  would  take  the  matter  into  con* 
sideration. 

Mb.  DUNLOP  said,  that  tho  subject 
had  been  under  consideration  for  years,  and 
that  the  Government  should  be  prepared  to 
act  in  the  matter. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  the  bu- 
siness  in  the  Sheriffs'  Courts  was  formerly 
conducted  by  pleadings,  but,  as  the  evi- 
dence was  now  given  orally,  larger  accom- 
modation was  required.  The  question  as 
to  the  funds  out  of  which  that  accommoda- 
tion should  be  provided  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government. 

Mb.  BAXTER  said,  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  give  a  distinct  pledge 
that  early  next  Session  they  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  put  Scotland  exactly  on  the 
same  footing  as  England  in  this  respect. 

Mb.  has  sard  said,  he  objected  to 
the  entire  Vote.  The  expenses  of  the 
Civil  Bills  Courts  in  Ireland  were  paid 
cither  by  the  suitors  or  the  counties.  The 
construction  of  the  buildings  was  paid  for 
out  of  tho  county-rates. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  question  raised  by  the 


noble  Lord  (Viscount  Duncan)  would  be 
considered  by  Government,  and  an  attempt 
made  to  bring  about  an  equitable  adjust- 
ment between  the  two  countries. 

Viscount  DUNCAN,  said  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  if  the  Government 
would  give  an  assurance  that  a  Bill  on  the 
subject  should  be  brought  in. 

Mr.  STEUART  said,  he  hoped  that 
when  the  question  of  building  the  Sheriffs' 
Courts  came  before  the  House,  some  en- 
deavour would  be  made  to  decrease  the 
judicial  expenses  in  Scotland,  which  com- 
paratively were  greater  than  in  England. 

Mb.  CUMMING  BRUCE  advised  the 
noble  Lord,  after  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mb.  HENLEY  asked  whether  the  fees 
payable  in  the  County  Courts  were  paid  in 
money  or  in  stamps,  and  suggested  that 
the  latter  was  the  preferable  mode. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER replied  that  he  would  obtain  infor- 
mation, and  give  an  answer  to  the  question 
on  a  future  day. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  following  Votes  were  agreed  to:  — 

(74.)  £14,130,  Police  Courts. 

(75.)  £90,610,  Metropolitan  Police. 

(76.)  £2,500,  Queen's  Prison. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  bo  reported  on  Monday 
next. 

POOR      LAW    BOARDS     (PAYMENT     OF 

DEBTS)  BILL. 
MOTION  FOR  SELECT  COMMITTEE. — DEBATE 

llESUMED. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned  De- 
bate on  Question  [14th  July],  '*  That  the 
Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Committee.'* 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  C.  P.  VILLIERS  said,  that  if  there 
was  likely  to  be  a  discussion  he  would  post- 
pone it. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  in  reply  to 
some  obserrations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.  John  Locke) 
on  a  previous  night,  he  must  deny  that  the 
creditors  of  the  City  of  London  Union  had 
been  parties  to  the  postponement  of 
the  payment  of  their  debts.  Altogether 
there  was  due  from  the  City  of  London 
Union  to  the  creditors  a  sum  of  £13,366. 
The  difference  between  that  sum  and 
£23,000  or  £24,000  arose  from  other  cir- 
cumstances, but  did  not  consist  of  debt. 
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Of  tlni  £13,3GC.  £4.207  irns  due  to  ll.e  J 
Treasurers,  who  liad  advanced  that  amount 
on  it8  having  hccn  reprcflcnted  to  them  that  " 
the  people  would  bo  turned  out  of  doors  if . 
the   money   was  not   forthcoming.      The  j 
whole  of  the  debts  due  by  the  City  of  Lou- 1 
don  was  due  for  necesEarics  supplied  to  the  j 
Union  at  a  timo  immediately  antecedent  to  ; 
tho  lili;;ation  —  which  had  been  supplied; 
by  public  tender  in  the  usual  manner  and  • 
on  tho  full  assurance  that  they  would  be 
immediately  paid  for.     There  was  no  idea 
whatever  of  delay  in  the  minds  of  the  par- 
ties who  supplied  the  articles,  and  yet  they 
had  not   been   paid.     The  opinion  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  had  been  over- 
ruled unanimously  hy  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer iu  Error,  and  ono  of  the  Judges  in 
his  judgment  had    intimated  that  it  was 
for  that  House  to  afford  a  remedy.     The 
parties  were  now  beforo  the    House    in 
search  of  that  remedy,  and  ho  trusted  that 
from  what  ho  had  stated,  tho  case  stood 
beforo  tho  Uouso  in  a  different  light  from 
that  in  which  it  had  been  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  ho  hoped  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to  postpone 
tho  Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  LOCKE  said,  ho  rose  to 
reply  to  some  observations  made  hy  tho 
hon.  Member  for  tho  City  (Mr.  Crawford). 

Mr.  speaker  said,  tho  hon.  Member 
was  entitled  to  explain  anything  which  de- 
served explanation  in  what  he  liad  said,  but 
having  already  spoken  he  could  not  reply. 

Mr.  JOHN  LOCKE:  Then  I  move  the 
adjournment  of  tho  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Tho  hon.  Member 
having  spoken  already  iu  tho  debate  has 
not  the  power  of  speaking  again  or  making 
that  Motion. 

Debate  furtJter  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 


MUNICH^AL  CORPOllATIONS  BILL, 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  mndo,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  tho  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  tho  effect 
of  this  Bill  was  twofold.  In  tho  first  place, 
it  substituted  a  declaration  for  the  declara- 
tion which  on  tho  abolition  of  tho  Test  and 
Corporation  Acts  was  substituted  for  a 
sacramental  test.  It  was  intended  for  the 
protection  of  the  Established  Church,  but 
how  far  it  would  accomplish  the  object 
might  bo  seen   by  the  declaration  itself. 

ifr.  Crawford 


By  the  existing  declaration  all  municipal 
officers  testified  on  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian  that  they  would  never  exercise 
any  power  or  anthority  with  which  they 
were  invested  to  injure  or  weaken  the  Pro- 
testant Chnrch  as  by  law  established,  or  to 
disturb  the  said  Church,  or  any  Bishop  of 
tho  said  Church,  in  tho  possession  of  any 
right  or  privilege  to  which  they  were  or 
might  become  entitled.  The  second  clause 
of  the  Bill  repealed  the  statute  of  George 
I.,  by  which  municipal  officers  were  pro- 
hibited from  attending  any  place  of  worship 
other  than  one  of  the  Established  Church 
in  their  official  dress  or  the  hadges  of  office. 
Ho  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  either  of 
theso  two  clauses  afforded  any  substantial 
security  to  the  Established  Church,  but 
there  was  no  complaint  that  any  inconve- 
nience was  experienced  by  their  existence. 
It  was  for  the  House  to  say  whether  they 
would  agree  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  SOTHERON  BSTCOURT  said, 
ho  was  of  opinion  that  the  House  should 
not  agree  to  this  Bill  without  very  full 
consideration.  He  hoped,  therefore,  tho 
hon.  Member  would  agree  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  discussion  to  give  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  reading  the  Bill. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MILES  said,  he  would 
remind  tho  House  that  in  some  eases  cor- 
porations enjoyed  church  patronage. 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  divide  the  House  now, 
because  the  question,  as  put,  would  not 
decide  tho  issuo  which  he  wished  to  raise. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  stated 
that  he  had  not  an  opportunity  of  under- 
standing tho  Bill,  and  his  hou.  Friend  ought 
to  give  him  that  opportunity. 

Debate  adjourned  till  7\te8day  next,  at 
Twelve  o'clock. 

THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE.— PACKET 
AND  TELEGRAPHIC  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  butt  (who  had  on  the  paper  a 
Motion  that  this  Committee  do  coDsist  of 
twenty-one  Members,  and  that  Sir  £. 
Grogan  and  Lord  Jofau  Browne  be  added 
thereto,)  said,  ho  shared  in  the  fedioga  of 
many  Irish  Members  that  generally,  in  the 
nomination  of  Committees  in  this  Houae, 
Irishmen  wore  not  fairly  represented.  The 
Gal  way  contract  exciteo  strong  interest  in 
Ireland  and  it  was  hardly  fair  that  two 
Irish  Members  only,  and  they  ez-officialB, 
should  be  appointed  to  serve  upon  it.  Ha 
begged,  therefore,  to  more  the  inoreaae  of 
tho  Committee  from  nineteen  to  tweoty-one 
Members. 
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Mr.  HENNESSY  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tho  Select  Committee  on  Packet 
and  Telegraphic  Contracts  do  consist  of 
twentj*one  Members." 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  regretted  that  he  could 
not  accede  to  this  proposition.  He  had  on 
a  former  occasion  stated  that  no  jealousy 
existed  on  the  part  of  the  House  as  to  the 
representation  of  Irish  Members  upon  Com- 
mittees. In  this  instance  his  hon.  Fiiend 
could  not  get  rid  of  the  idea  of  tho  Galwny 
contract,  but,  although  that  might  of  itself 
have  rendered  inquiry  necessary,  an  investi- 
gation must  equally  have  taken  place  into 
the  whole  subject  of  such  contracts  even  if 
the  Gal  way  case  had  never  arisen,  and  six 
years  ago  the  necessity  of  instituting  such 
an  inquiry  was  recognized.  The  effect  of 
the  Motion  would  bo  to  place  on  the  Com- 
mittee two  Gentlemen  pledged  beforehand 
to  support  tho  Gal  way  contract.  Now, 
there  were  already  four  Gentlemen  on  the 
Committee  who,  as  Members  of  tho  lato 
Government,  would  avowedly  sit  there  as 
defenders  of  that  contract,  and  tho  public 
jealousy  would  be  justly  aroused  if  they 
tampered  any  further  with  the  constitution 
of  the  Committee.  There  was  a  direct  ob- 
jection moreover  to  one  of  the  names  pro- 
posed— Lord  John  Browne — as  ho  was  con- 
nected with  the  locality,  and  the  Govern- 
ment hnd  studiously  avoided  any  selection 
of  Gentlemen  who  might  bo  supposed  to 
have  a  local  bias.  All  the  Members  of  the 
late  Government  were  Irish  Members  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Galway  contract,  and  if 
they  were  disposed  to  make  two  seats  over 
to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Government  would 
have  no  objection. 

Lord  JOHN  BROWNE  said,  he  was 
not  aware  it  was  intended  to  propose  his 
name.  Ho  admitted  he  was  as  much  pre- 
judiced one  way  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  the  other,  and  if 
they  were  both  on  the  Committee  the  fairest 
thing  they  could  do  would  be  to  pair  off. 
He  begged  to  say  he  had  no  local  connec- 
tion with  Galway. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  it  might  be,  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  stated, 
that  the  Irish  Members  were  interested  in 
favour  of  the  Galway  contract,  but  he  would 
ask  if  it  was  not  the  fact  that  there  were 
Members  on  the  Committee  quite  as  strong- 
ly interested  tho  other  way  ?  What  he, 
in  common  with  other  Irish  Members, 
wanted  was  that  they  as  a  body  should  be 
fairly  represented  in  the  constitutiou  of  the 


Committee.  Ho  for  one  did  not  exactly 
like  to  be  governed  after  the  manner  of  the^ 
Ionian  Islands. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  be  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  petition  of  Sir 
William  Russell,  against  the  return  at  the 
last  election  for  Dover,  contained  certain 
allegations  in  reference  to  the  Dover  con- 
tract, and  he  would  therefore  suggest  that 
that  Gentleman's  case  might  be  prejudiced 
if  that  contract  were  made  the  subject  of 
inquiry  before  the  Election  Committee  had 
tried  the  allegations  in  his  petition. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  although 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  act- 
ing quite  justly  in  placing  some  of  the  ac- 
cused on  the  Committee,  he  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  were 
other  interests  involved  in  this  matter  than 
those  of  the  lato  Government ;  namely,  the 
interests  of  the  commercial  world  in  Ire- 
land, and  it  was  not  a  little  remarkable 
that  not  a  single  representative  of  any 
commercial  place  in  that  part  of  the  king- 
dom had  been  placed  upon  the  Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  47;  Noes 
134 :  Majority  87, 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  BILL.— THE  SELECT 

COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  rose  to  move, 
that  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Endowed 
Schools  Bill  do  consist  of  seventeen  Mem- 
bers, and  that  Mr.  Longfield  and  Mr.  Butt 
be  added  to  the  Committee.  He  was 
anxious  to  obtain  the  assent  of  some  Ro- 
man Catholic  Gentleman  to  sit  upon  the 
Committee  but  could  not  succeed. 

Mr.  HENNESSY  said,  he  considered 
that  this  Committee  had  been  unfairly  se- 
lected. It  was  unfortunate  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
appoint  originally  any  Roman  Catholic  Gen- 
tleman to  sit  on  this  Committee. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  ho  thought  it  would 
be  desirable  to  postpone  the  naming  of  tho 
two  Gentlemen,  as  he  believed  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  took  a  great  interest 
in  the  question. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  Endowed  Schools  Bill  do  consist  of 
seventeen  Members. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
LEAVE.      FIRST  READING. 

Mr.  DUNLOP  said,  he  rose  to  move; 
that  the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  to  consider  a  Bill  to  remore 
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dyaVto  M  to  a<Jnii««Mn  to  tbe  o&e  of  prin- 
»^  ia  ih4  UriiT*nItfes  of  SeotUr.J. 
A?t«  [19  A&  17  F»(^.,  c.  ^3,  &Dd  21  k 

UfAir/D  mftde,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  Tkst  this  Hoose  vill  immeduUelT  retolre 
itoelf  ioto  a  Cominittee  to  eooiider  the  said 
Aeta* 

Mft.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  he 
WAS  opposed  to  proceeding  with  soch  an 
important  Motion  at  such  a  late  hoar  of 
the  morning  (half-past  one  o'clock).  He 
would,  therefore*  more  the  adjoomment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  made  and  Qocstion  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  lie  now  adjoomed. 

Tub  loud  ADVOCATE  said,  he 
thought  it  most  unreasonable  to  oppose 
the  Motion,  as  the  object  of  it  was  merely 
to  introduce  a  measure  to  correct  an  ad- 
mitte<l  mistake  in  the  phraseology  of  the 
Act  in  reference  to  the  Scotch  Univer- 
sities. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  10,  Noes 
54 :  Majority  44. 
Question  put. 
Acts  cotuidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Unsolved,  That  tho  ChairmAn  bo  dircctetl  to 
moro  tho  llouto,  that  learo  bo  giron  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  roinovo  doubts  tin  to  ailmltsion  to  tho  office 
of  Principal  in  tlio  UnivcrBitica  of  Scotland. 

IIouBo  resumed. 
Resolution  reported. 
Bill  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Cute,  Mr.  Dunlop,  and  Mr.  Baxter. 
Bill  preeented  and  read  l\ 

Tho  Hooso  adionmed  at  a  quarter 

be&re  Two  o'clock,  till 

Monday  noxt. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  /uhj  18,  1859. 

Mm UTSs.]  Public  Bills.— 1*  Marriages ;  Regis- 
tration Acts  Consolidation  ;  Kills  of  Exchange 
and  i*romissorj  Notes;  Executors  and  Adminis- 
trators, Ac. ;  Aliens. 

AFKAIR8  OF  ITALY.— AUSTRIA  AND 

FRANCE. 

The  Eaul  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
ho  had  given  notice  to  his  noblo  Friend  tho 
Prosidont  of  tho  Council  of  his  intention 
to  Mk  a  Quostion  that  evening  with  rofer- 
onco  to  tho  authenticity  of  an  important 
doipatoh  which  had  appoared  in  some  of 

JKi*.  Duntcp 


the  pcblle  prints.     It  va»  slated  to  be  a 
despiteh  w.-itten  by  hixd  John  Ross  ell, 
on  the  22ad  June*  to  Lori  BkiooiSeld,  our 
Ambassador  at  Berlin.     This  was  not  the 
first  time  their   Lordships  Lad    heard  of 
this  docoment ;   aboot  a  fortoight  ago  he 
<[aoied  a  speech  made  by  Sir  Charies  Wood 
at  Halifax,  in  which  thai  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  referred  to  a  despatcli  apparently 
.  resembling  Tery  much  the  one  wluch  was 
now  alleged   to   have   been  sent    to  tho 
Court  of  Prussia.     When  he  formerly,  re- 
marking that  despatch,  described  il  as  one 
gifing   strong  adrice  to  Pmana  to   prc- 
:  Tent  her  interfering  in  Ihe  war  then  going 
!  on,   he  felt  that   in   that  despatch   Her 
,  Majesty's  GoTemment  had  aomewhafc  left 
that  path  of  neutrality  which  he  Ihooght 
so  desirable,  and  had  taken  on  themselTCs 
-  tho  responsibility  that  all  coonaellora  must 
•  undertake  who  give  adrice  unasked.     On 
'.  that  occasion  the  noble  Doke  opposite  (the 
Duke  of  Newcastle),  in  reply  said : — 

"  My  noble  Friend  has  enjoyed  witldn  tbe  kit 
;  few  days  a  privilege  which  has  been  wanting  to 
mc — I  mean  leisure  to  read  eleetion  tpeeehei. 
Until,  therefore,  he  quoted  just  now  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles  Wood),  I  was 
not  aware  of  the  words  which  are  said  to  have 
fallen  from  him,  and  I  am  not  abia  to  stato  whe- 
j  thor  they  are  aecuratoly  reported.  Probably  the 
report  is  perfectly  accurate.  If  so,  I  oan  on^  say 
tliat  the  despatch  which  must  have  been  alluded 
to  docs  not  hear  the  constmction  whioh  my  noblo 
Friend  deprecates,  and  that  whenofer  the  papers 
are  laid  before  the  House  it  will  be  found  that  we 
have  not  exposed  ourselves  to  tbe  dangers  which 
he  has  Tcry  rightly  pointed  out." 

The  danger  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Hal- 
mesbury)  on  that  occasion  pointed  ont  to 
the  House,  and  the  danger  to  which  he 
again  desired  to  call  attention,  was  — as 
he  had  just  stated — that  by  giring  coansd 
to  Prussia,  Her  Majesty's  Goremment 
made  themselves  responsible  for  the  results 
which  might  arise,  in  case  it  were  followed; 
because  Prussia  might  hereafter  aay  that 
the  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  Qorerament 
had  prevented  their  taking  the  meaiorea 
which  they  thought  best  for  thmr  own 
interests.  Now,  if  tbe  despatch  whioh 
had  appeared  that  day  in  the  newapapen 
was  correct— if  that  was  really  the  de- 
spatch to  which  Sir  Charles  Wood  aOiided, 
and  on  which  he  had  obsenred  — he  did 
think  that  the  description  which  the  noble 
Duke  gave  of  it  was  not  ezactlj  a  cor- 
rcct  one,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  his  noble  Friend  could  scarcely  hare 
perused  it  at  the  time  he  apoke.  The 
despatoh  was  a  long  onci  and  he  thongfat 
he  should  hardly  ho  justified  in  ncwting 
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it  in  its  entirety  to  the  House  ;  but  he 
might  say  it  was  a  despatch  giving  strong 
advice  to  the  Prussian  Government  not  to 
enter  into  the  war.  It  argued  against 
their  doing  so ;  it  told  the  Prussian  Go- 
vernment that  there  was  no  ground  for 
their  entering  into  the  struggle  ;  and  it 
argued  that  the  fortresses  in  the  Vene- 
tian territory,  which  not  merely  the  Ger- 
man States,  but  the  German  people  looked 
on  aa  the  bulwark  at  that  side  of  Ger- 
many, were  not  in  reality  so  ;  that  they 
were  not  necessary  to  the  safety  of  Ger- 
many ;  that  the  apprehensions  which  they 
entertained  were  unfounded,  and  had  not 
sufficient  force  to  justify  interference  on 
their  part  in  the  war.  The  noble  Lord  in 
his  despatch  said  : — 

'^  The  reasons  adduced  io  favour  of  a  war  on 
the  part  of  the  Gorman  States  thus  being  insufH- 
dent,  very  strongly  resist  so  precipitate  a  course. 
The  Prince  Regent  of  Prussia  will,  in  his  wisdom, 
weigh  the  impolicy  of  exposing  his  country  to  be 
oontidered  the  champion  of  the  maladministra- 
tion of  Italy.  It  cannot  be  necessary  for  the 
safety  of  Berlin  and  Magdeburg  that  the  GoYern- 
ment  in  Milan  and  Bologna  should  be  bad.  But 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Italians,  Prussia,  should  she 
appear  in  arms  by  the  side  of  Austria,  would  be 
considered  as  a  defender  of  everything  Austria 
has  committed  and  omitted.'' 

But  not  only  did  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Foreign  Office  enter  into  the 
political  argument  of  the  question,  but  he 
addressed  arguments  ad  verecundiam  to 
the  Government  of  Prussia,  calculated  to 
weigh  on  the  Regent's  mind,  and  stay 
him  from  hostilities.    Ue  went  on  to  say — 

**  You  are  already  sufficiently  informed  of  Her 
Majesty's  resolve,  supported  by  the  unanimous 
feeUngs  of  Her  people  to  observe  a  strict  neu- 
trality. Her  Majesty  has  kept  this  country  free 
from  all  and  every  obligation  that  would  interfere 
with  her  freedom  of  action.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment entertains  the  hope  that  Prussia  will 
adopt  a  course  as  nearly  similar  as  the  circum- 
stances of  Germany  will  permit." 

He  thought  the  noble  Duke  would  now 
admit  that  this  was  advice  given  in  as 
strong  terms  as  one  friendly  Court  could 
offer  to  another — that  it  was  advice  found- 
ed on  arguments  of  different  kinds,  and 
that  the  despatch  did  bear  the  construction 
which  he  had  suspected  from  the  expres- 
sions of  Sir  Charles  Wood.  In  his  opin- 
ion the  Government  thereby  made  them- 
selves responsible  for  the  results,  whatever 
they  might  be,  which  might  have  followed 
such  advice  if  it  were  accepted.  Peace  had 
been  happily  concluded,  and  the  time  had 
therefore  passed  by  when  they  might  have 


become  deeply  responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences of  their  counsel.  But  at  the  same 
time  he  thought  it  was  requisite  that  their 
Lordships  should  be  informed  of  two  things 
— first,  whether  the  despatch  to  which  he 
had  referred  was  authentic,  and  whether, 
being  authentic,  the  Government  had  any 
objection  to  lay  it  on  the  table  of  the 
House  ;  secondly,  whether  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  state  if  an  answer  to  that 
despatch  had  been  received  from  the  Prus- 
sian Government,  and  whether,  in  that 
event,  the  Government  would  object  to 
state  the  purport  of  that  answer  to  the 
House.  Perhaps  also  the  noble  Duke 
would  have  no  objection  to  explain  his 
own  view  of  the  despatch,  and  the  reply, 
if  any,  which  might  have  been  made  to  it. 
He  could  not  help  adding  that  he  thought 
*i  iV:  Her  Majesty's  late  Government  bad 
')ur  done  their  duty  in  maintaining  neu- 
trality in  this  war  ;  and  he  trusted  that, 
though  its  objects  might  now  be  regarded 
in  some  sense  as  accomplished,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  advisers  would  not  fail  to 
maintain,  with  the  utmost  prudence,  that 
neutral  position  which  was  still  as  requi- 
site as  ever.  He  alluded  to  the  proba- 
bility of  a  Congress  being  convoked  to 
carry  out  the  terms  of  the  peace  made 
between  Austria  and  France.  He  could 
see  no  advantage  to  England,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  very  great  disadvantage,  in  en- 
tering into  such  a  conference.  He  thought 
the  subjects  which  would  therein  be  dis- 
cussed were  not  at  all  subjects  sympathetic 
with  the  feeling  of  this  nation  and  its  im- 
mediate interests.  They  had  the  example 
of  another  Congress  to  warn  them ;  for 
they  were  yet  scarcely  out  of  the  difficul- 
ties in  which  they  had  become  involved 
by  entering  with  the  best  intentions  pos- 
sible, but  he  thought  with  very  consider* 
able  imprudence,  into  the  attempts  to  give 
a  constitution  to  the  Principalities.  He 
sincerely  trusted  that  they  would  not  at- 
tempt a  like  course  in  Italy — that  they 
would  not  attempt  to  meddle  with  the  in- 
ternal affairs  of  that  country,  or  to  give 
constitutions  to  the  Duchies  of  Italy,  to 
the  Roman  States,  or  to  other  portions 
of  that  country  ;  for  if  they  did  they  might 
depend  on  it  they  would  be  only  heaping 
on  their  heads  a  mass  of  difficulties  from 
which  it  would  be  an  arduous  task  to  ex- 
tricate themselves  hereafter.  He  made 
these  few  remarks,  and  hoped  the  Govern-  * 
ment  would  not  object  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions which  he  had  put  to  them. 
LoBD  WOPEHOUSE  said^  the  despatch 
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n    f!ii<'h  -h**  noh!*i   i?arl  lift'l  roforrod  waa  vith  tills  tho  nolilc  Earl  alpo  addresse^I  a 

■^n   a«nw    M   ^nNfltanC'"*  •vitli   that   ^ont  to  circular  to  a!l   Her  Majesty's  reprcscnta- 

.^rtr*!?!   ^y  \v«k  noM*^  FriemI  at  the  lieail  of  'irrs  at  tho  German  Courts  rccooimcnding 

■'!*»    i'i»-''5vii    Otfico.    thoMcc!i    it  ha<)  boon  ncutralitv — but  that  he  would  not  read  to 

jflm*»'^Sa»;   lUor^d   hy  translation    and   re-  tlieir  Lordships.     In  a  despatch  addressed 

mn«»!fi»!on.     Flo  had  no  ohjeotion  to  lay  it  :o  Lord  Bloomfield  the  noble  Earl  said, — 

in    *yy«^.  tiihle,    nmi    th**n   their   Lonlahins  ...        r-    ,     ,  .                 ,   ., 

...        :,         -1        •      .1.           1             rr  'W:>  lar.iB  r.n^lanu  18  ooncemcd,  there  are  no 

TVild    )oah!^so;.idiTo:or   hcnisolves.     IIo  :,„ni.MtiaLe  interest  which  necessitate  any  direct 

M*wt  ^ay  .^o  \yn*\  h*^an!  ^vlth  X^'-^M  surprise  .,,.ri..n  on  '.i or  part  :  an.l  Oor  Majesty's  Govem- 


0**  '?*^7i««nri*i  rtrtst  i\y  his  nnblc  Frioml  on  the    :nont  reel  it  co  be  their  duty  to  maintiin  a  strict 


iplications  which  can  scarcely  yet 

^•^fondin^  th'i  cotir:«o  takon  by  hia  noble  soen.  Her  Nfaiesty's  Government,  therefore,  dc- 
Fj*:«»n<l  th<i  For^io^n  >?ecretary  ;  hnt  if  thev  prwate  any  act  which  would  unnecessarily  extend 
-.rantod  a  pr^c^dcnt  for  what  had  been  done  ^^  '-'^^t™  "^'  ^^  Jwwl  they  will  be  prepared  to 
*i.^  u  J  ^  I  -  *^  *f*..  *-.  *u^  ^^  — *^  — K-..L  take  ail  van  taffe  ot  any  favourable  opportunity  that 
thoy  had  only  t^  refer  to  the  course  irUich    ^^  ^  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^  being  the  mediiim  of 

tn^  oot)!^  Kirl  himself  had  "  chalked  out       restohns  peace." p.  403. 

for  th^m  when  ho  was  in  office,  for  no  one  1 1     «  .     j  •  i?  j     •  i 

ftonld  have  hern  more  earnest  than  the  .  -B^t  his  noble  Fnend,  not  utisfied  with 
nr,S!e  Rarl  was  in  his  advice  to  Prussia  to  this,  took  a  further  step— he  commumcated 
obiwrvft  a  strict  neutrality.  He  would  read  ^^^^  the  French  GoTernment,  m  order  that 
W6  r,T  two  pft^an<5Ps  from  despatches  written  **^^rc  might  be  no  mistake  whato?cr  as  to 
by  the  nM>leEarl,  some  of  the  words  of  ^^^«  °*e*°i"5  ^f  the  despatches  he  had  sent 
whi/^h  were  almost  identical  with  those  cm- ,  *o  Germany^  In  a  despatch  to  Lord  Cowley, 
ployrjd  by  the  present  Foreign  Secretary.  I  <^^^^  ^aj  -»  ^®  said, — 
Tho  first  ho  would  refer  to  was  a  despatch  j  «'Upon  hearing  yesterday  morning  from  Sir 
by  tho  rio!»lo  I'^arl  to  Sir  Alexander  Mallet,  j  Alexander  Malet  of  the  intention  of  the  Wartcm« 
our  Minister  at  Frankfort,  in  which  he  =^>«'■g^liniste^  to  move  to-day  in  the  Diet  that  the 
saw]  —  Coufe«Jcration  should  make  common  cause  with 

'  Austria,   I  ioatructed    Her    Majesty's    Minister 

"  mr  Mn  jolly's  (;ovfrnriinnt  trust,  however,  strongly  toprotcstagainstsoimpolitic  a  step,and 
iJmt  tl.o  nfi^Wor  which  I  immediately  returned  to  t?  P^>"'  out  that  if  Germany  involved  hwrsclf  in 
y/Mi  by  teh-grnph  mny  l.avo  nnived  in  time  to  the  war  without  a  f««j /ojdm*  she  must  expect 
prevMi.t  niiy  niieh  ill-n.lvised  step  on  tho  part  of  "*>  assistance  whatever  from  this  country.  With- 
tiio  CfmfrMlPiniifin,  mid  tliat  tho  protest  which  1  out  such  assistance  her  northern  coasts  would  be 
have  iiiflti  noted  yr.u  to  make  ngainst  its  adoption,  exposed  to  mantinic  blockades  and  attack  on  the 
and  thn  wnrnin^  that  1  have  desired  you  to  give.  P^»''  ^^  trance,  and  probably  on  that  of  Russia 
thnt.  if  iJermnnv  sliould  at  this  early  stage  involvo  ^l""^*  **"'»  "^^^^^  ^®  almost  defenceless.  But  your 
hf-rself,  withnnt'a  treaty  (»hligntion,  in  tiie  present  f-xcclicncy,  while  mentioning  this  to  Count  T\a- 
wiir,  f«hn  wi»iii<l  have  no  nssistaiico  to  expect  from  lo^ski,  will  observe  that  if  the  French  Govern- 
i:n«land,  and  that  without  such  assiHtancc  her  V'*^"^  ^^^^^^  shares  tho  desiro  of  that  of  Uer  Ma- 
roasts  would  hn  exposed  to  tho  ravages  of  hostile  J?f  ^X  "'•'^^  ^^'^  present  war  should,  u  for  as  pM- 
flenls  in  iho  niillie,  will  deter  tho  Diet  from  adopt-  "'^^'o*  "°  localized,  and  not  extended  beyond  the 
ing  Po  precipitate  a  course,  which  would  at  once  confines  of  Italy,  it  behoves  Franco  to  dioooursge 
ext.'iid  to  Kuropo  the  ravages  of  war,  which  every  }^  /!'0  utmost  all  attempts  to  produce  dilturtence 
frieinl   of  humanity  niu.*>t  desire  to  sec  confined,    *"  lurkoy.  — p.  381. 

I.«r'"-Mol"'" '"'""'''*''"  "'^^^^^^^  ^0'^'  ''«  "ol'le  Friend  at  the  Foreign 

Office  had  merely  repented  the  adrice  of  the 
There  was  no  form  of  words  in  which  ad-  nohle  Earl  opposite,  and  for  doing  to  was 
vice  to  ho  neutral  could  have  been  more  charged  with  a  violation  of  neutrality.  But 
strongly  given  than  the  noble  Earl  had  was  ft  to  be  said  that  becausowedetennin- 
hero  used,  lie  then  went  on  to  say,—  cd  to  maintain  neutrality  daring  the  w«r, 
..  it«..\fn;^.i.>'-  r^%.^,...«.  ,«f  l.«^-.^f«^  ^«T.«««  '  therefore  we  wero  bound  to  stand  with  our 

"  ilov  Ain)esly  s  hovcrunvnit  know  ot  no  oliencc  :  riijj*  i-         *  vj 

given  iliivt^tiy  hx  VVnnce  to  the  States  of  the  tier- "  arms  folded  and  give  no  adf  icc  Of  any  aind 
man  t'lmfoderation  as*  a  l>ody,  and  up  to  this  time  =  to  any  foreign  GoTcriimcnt.  He  Understood 
Austria  hns  not  been  attaoke*!  even  in  her  Italian  neutrality  to  mean  that  we  should  not  eotCT 
dominions  and  I  have  only  to  re^v^at  that   under    j,^  j^^     jj^^  |,„j  ^^^  ^j^  ^^ 

exwtmg   oin^umMances   Her   Maiestv  s   Govern-.  •^.       ^      .  ^        '     . 

ment  an^  ivsolvc*!  to  mainl,-»iu  the  severest  neu-  .  ^^^^^^  "»  "<>  circumsUnccs  to  ezpreti  onr 
traltty/'  ;  opinions  in  the  way  of  adrice  to  another 

T^uoK  was  tho  Isn^nage  of  the  noble  EarKs  Government.  Other  GoTemmentawera  ia* 
despatch  to  the  Minister  accredited  to  the  ■  dependent  of  ns,  and  were  eotilM  to 
Oonvta  of  Germany.     But   not  satisfied  j  take  or  reject  onr  adfioe  aa  ikmf  fleaaBil ; 
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bot  giving  advice  in  a  friendly  spirit  could 
not  in  any  way  imply  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  this  country  a  breach  of 
the  neutrality  which  all  so  earnestly  advo- 
cated. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  expressed  a  hope 
that  as,  happily,  we  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  making  of  war  or  with  the  making  of 
the  most  marvellous  peace,  so  also,  he 
hoped,  advantage  would  be  taken  of  our 
entire  isolation,  and  that  we  should  have 
nothing  to  do  with  what  further  might  hap* 
pen  in  Congress  or  otherwise. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  wished 
to  explain  the  difference  that  existed  bo' 
tween  the  advice  given  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment and  that  which  had  been  given  by 
the  noble  Lord  now  at  the  head  of  the  Fo- 
reign Office.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
there  was  a  great  diHTerence  between  tell- 
ing Prussia  that  if  she  entered  on  the  war 
she  would  have  no  assistance  from  Eng- 
land and  warning  her  accordingly,  and 
going  into  political  reasons,  as  Lord  John 
Russell  had  done,  to  show  why  Prussia 
should  not  go  into  the  war,  and  advising 
her  not  to  do  so.  The  late  Government 
simply  warned  Prussia  that  she  would  not 
have  the  assistance  of  England  ;  but  the 
present  Foreign  Secretary  advised  Prussia, 
and  he  need  not  say  that  the  advised  some- 
times came  back  upon  the  adviser. 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE  said,  that 
as  his  noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  had  given  an  answer  to  the 
questions  of  the  noble  Earl,  it  was  almost 
unnecessary  that  he  should  add  anything. 
He  wished,  however,  to  refer  to  what  had 
taken  place  in  the  House  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, when  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
spoken  quoted  a  passage  from  a  speech 
which  had  been  delivered  by  Sir  Charles 
Wood  at  Halifax,  and  expressed  his  appre- 
hension that  that  speech  afforded  an  indi- 
cation that  the  Government  had  exceeded 
the  bounds  of  neutrality  in  giving  advice  to 
Prussia.  At  that  time  he  (the  Duke  of 
Newcastle)  told  tho  noble  Earl  that  he 
felt  assured  such  would  not  bo  found  to 
be  the  character  of  the  despatch  which 
had  been  written  by  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Foreign  Department,  and 
it  appeared  to  him  to  be  quite  evident, 
now  that  the  despatch  in  question  had  been 
made  public,  that  its  tenor  differed  in  no 
respect  from  that  of  many  passages  which 
were  to  bo  found  in  tho  despatches  which 
had  been  written  by  tho  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site himself.  He  was,  perhaps,  not  exactly 
correct  in  saying  that  no  difference  existed 


in  the  tenor  of  those  despatches,  for  he 
thought  their  Lordships  must  perceive  that 
some  of  the  passages — and  one  especially 
— which  had  that  evening  been  quoted  by 
his  noble  Friend  near  him  from  the  blue- 
book  were  of  a  nature  not  merely  sugges- 
tive, but  even  minatory.  Now,  open  to 
that  remark  the  despatch  of  Lord  John 
Russell  certainly  was  not,  since  it  took  the 
simple  form  of  advice  to  Prussia  not  to 
take  a  part  in  the  war  which  would  ren- 
der it  impossible  to  restrict  it  within  the 
bounds  of  Italy. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY :  The 
noble  Lord  has  not  said  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  table  the  answer  to  the  des- 
patch of  Lord  John  Russell. 

Lord  WODEHOUSE  :  As  the  noble 
Earl  has  not  given  notice  for  any  further 
papers,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  I  will  do 
more  than  I  have  already  promised. 

Earl  GRANVILLE,  alluding  to  that 
passage  in  a  despatch  of  Lord  Malmesbury 
which  had  been  quoted  by  Lord  Wode- 
house,  and  which  was  to  the  effect  that  if 
Prussia  entered  into  the  war  she  must  not 
only  not  hope  for  assistance  from  England, 
but  must  expect  to  have  her  coast  in  tho 
Baltic  liable  to  be  ravaged  by  hostile  fleets, 
observed  that  advice  could,  in  his  opinion, 
scarcely  be  couched  in  stronger  terms.  It 
would  be  quite  a  different  thing  if  the 
noble  Earl  had  simply  said  to  Prussia, 
*•  You  seem  to  be  on  the  point  of  going  to 
war.  We  give  you  no  advice  in  the  matter. 
Pray  act  in  accordance  with  your  own  in- 
terests, but  do  not  look  forward  to  assis- 
tance from  England."  The  noblo  Earl 
was  not,  however,  contented  with  taking 
that  course,  but  warned  Prussia  against 
the  consequences  of  resorting  to  a  precipi- 
tate and  ill-advised  policy.  So  far  he  could 
sec  no  distinction  between  the  tone  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  adopted  and  that  which 
liis  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  assumed. 

STATUTE  LAW  COMMISSION.— OONSOLI- 
DATION  BILLS. 

SEVERAL  BILLS  PRESENTED  AND  READ  1*. 

Lord  CRANWORTH  rose,  according 
to  notice,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Uouso 
to  the  Fourth  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
for  Consolidating  the  Statute  Law,  and  to 
inquire  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  what  are 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  as  to 
that  Commission.  He  also  proposed  to  lay 
upon  the  table  certain  Bills  emanating 
from   tho  Commission,  and  to  ask  their 
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Lordships  to  read  them  a  first  time.  The 
nohlo  and  learned  Lord  proceeded  to  say 
that  since  the  time  of  Lord  Bacon  the 
consolidation  of  the  statute  law  had  en- 
gaged^ the  attention  of  many  learned  per- 
sons, *and  the  subject  had,  particularly  of 
late  years,  been  repeatedly  brought  before 
the  attention  of  the  Legislature.  In  1816 
a  Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House  re- 
commended that  persons  should  be  appoint- 
ed to  revise  and  consolidate  the  whole 
body  of  the  statute  law,  and  a  Com- 
mission was  named  ^'n  the  year  1833,  to 
consider  the  subject  of  the  criminal  law  ; 
and  also  to  report  as  to  the  expediency 
of  consolidating  the  whole  statute  law ; 
but  nothing  further  was  done.  In  1854, 
when  he  had  the  honour  of  holding  the 
Great  Seal,  his  attention  was  directed  to 
the  subject,  and  a  Commission  was  issued 
for  the  consolidation  of  the  statute  law. 
One  of  the  first  steps  was  to  consider 
the  'mode  in  which  that  could  best  be 
effected.  It  appeared  to  him  and  to  others 
that  the  best  way  would  be  to  get  a  num- 
ber of  statutes  consolidated  and  then  see 
what  the  result  was.  That  was  done. 
They  soon,  however,  found  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  deal  with  a  moro  reduced 
body  than  the  whole  bulk  of  the  statutes. 
The  statute  law  was  contained  in  no  less 
than  41^  quarto  volumes,  of  which  18  con- 
tained the  statutes  which  were  passed  pre- 
vious to  the  Union  with  Ireland,  and  23^ 
contained  the  statutes  passed  since  ' 
date.  It  was  impossible  for  any  persons, 
who  were  not  professional  lawyers,  to  at- 
tempt to  deal  with  such  a  mass  of  statute 
law.  The  Commissioners  had  first  to  con- 
sider what  portion  of  these  statutes  it  would 
be  useful  to  consolidate  —  because  there 
were  statutes,  or  parts  of  statutes,  which 
it  would  have  been  waste  of  time  to  attempt 
to  consolidate.  They  thought  it  best  to 
commence  with  the  statutes  relatinrr  to 
what  he  might  term  the  permanent  rules 
of  civil  conduct,  and  to  commence  on  a 
lower  foundation  than  they  at  first  con- 
templated. It  was  felt  to  be  necessary  to 
draw  up  a  register  of  all  the  statutes  up 
to  the  beginning  of  the  last  century — that 
every  statute  should  be  examined,  and  a 
reference  made  in  the  register  to  the  pre- 
vious Acts  to  which  it  related.  The  work 
proved  to  be  a  more  laborious  one  than  was 
anticipated;  but  a  register  had  been  form- 
ed on  that  principle  of  all  the  statutes 
since  the  Union  with  Ireland  up  to  the 
present  time.  That  work  had  been  print- 
ed and  laid  on  their  Lordships'  table,  and 

Lord  Cranworth 


he  ventured  to  think  that  their  Lordships, 
as  well  those  connected  as  those  not  con- 
nected with  the  law,  would  find  it  of 
considerable  use.  It  sometimes  happen- 
ed that  curious  mistakes  arose  from 
want  of  knowing  what  statutes  had  in 
process  of  time  been  repealed.  In  1842 
a  case  came  before  the  Queen's  Bench  as 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Crown,  in  which 
the  question  argued  was  whether  a  statute 
of  Edward  YI.  did  or  did  not  apply  to  the 
case.  The  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  de- 
cided that  it  did  not — and  fortunately,  for 
the  register  would  have  shown  that  that 
statute  of  Edward  YI.  had  been  repealed 
in  the  reign  of  George  lY.  So  that  the 
whole  argument  had  been  thrown  away. 
It  was  not  only  in  courts  of  justice  that 
the  utility  of  a  register  would  be  found ; 
for  in  the  Act  abolishing  the  property 
qualification  of  Members  of  Parliament, 
passed  last  year,  three  statutes  were  re- 
pealed which  had  already  been  repealed 
by  prior  enactment.  Then,  as  to  classifi- 
cation, the  utility  of  it  was  seen  by  a  re- 
gister. The  first  class  related  to  Acts 
concerning  the  armed  force  of  the  king- 
dom— the  Militia  Acts,  Mutiny  Acts,  and 
others  of  that  character.  Next,  there 
were  two  classes  which  related  to  the  re- 
venue and  finances,  and  then  six  classes 
for  the  permanent  rules  of  civil  conduct. 
In  the  first  class  were  statutes  relating  to 
the  United  Kingdom;  in  the  next,  statutes 
which  related  to  Ireland  also;  and  then  sta- 
tutes which  referred  to  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  respectively.  They  had  then 
to  see  how  many  statutes  passed  since  the 
Union  came  under  these  classes — because 
for  practical  purposes  of  consolidation  this 
would  be  pretty  much  all  that  was  neces- 
sary. Since  the  Union  to  1858  there  had 
been  passed  6,887  statutes,  and  of  these 
1 ,836  were  included  in  the  olass  of  perma- 
nent rules  of  civil  conduct.  The  whole  of 
these  statutes  were  contained  in  24  q^uarto 
volumes,  and  those  relating  to  the  roles  of 
civil  conduct  formed  about  a  fourth  part. 
A  large  portion  of  them  had  also  been  re- 
pealed in  whole  or  in  part,  so  that  but  a 
small  proportion  was  left  to  he  consolidated. 
Having  obtained  this  registry,  their  Secre- 
tary had  been  directed  to  classify  these 
1,836  statutes  under  the  heads  under  which 
they  ought  to  be  consolidated  ;  and  ac- 
cordingly they  had  been  classified  under 
1 73  heads  having  reference  to  enactmeuts 
relating  to  the  same  subjects.  Of  coarse 
this  did  not  mean  that  they  were  to  be 
consolidated    into  173  statutes,   because 
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these  heads  often  incladed  enactmenlB  re- 
la^g  to  the  same  subjects,  but  to  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  For 
msiance,  there  were  30  or  40  statutes 
respecting  highways,  but  those  related  to 
England,  to  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  and, 
from  beginning  to  end,  were  essentially 
different.  On  the  other  hand,  it  might  be 
possible  on  further  examination  to  reduce 
somewhat  the  number  of  heads;  and,  upon 
the  whole,  the  Commissioners  came  to  the 
CODclasion  that  the  statute  law  regulating 
the  condoct  of  Her  Majeety's  subjects  in 
the  United  Kingdom  might  be  comprised 
in  300  or  400  statutes,  occupying^  pro- 
bably, from  three  to  four  volumes.  He 
proposed  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  give  a 
first  reading  to  five  Bills  which  had  been 
prepared  as  samples  of  the  mode  in  which 
the  work  of  consolidation  should  be  carried 
on.  The  subjects  of  those  Bills  had  been 
taken  at  hazard  and  included  the  laws  re- 
lating to  aliens,  to  bills  cf  exchange,  to 
executors,  to  marriage,  and  to  the  regis- 
tration of  births,  deaths,  and  marriages. 
They  had  carefully  abstained  from  attempt- 
ing to  alter  the  law,  except  in  cases  where 
there  were  obvious  clerical  errors,  and  had 
cautiously  avoided  adopting  any  changes 
that  might  give  rise  to  serious  discussions 
in  Parliament.  Thus,  in  dealing  with  the 
Acts  relating  to  marriage,  they  had  left 
untouched  the  statute  of  Henry  VIII.  re- 
ferring to  marriages  within  the  prohibited 
degrees.  From  what  had  been  done  they 
could  form  some  idea  of  what  would  be 
the  extent  and  bulk  of  the  work  when 
completed.  He  found  that,  excluding  the 
Bill  relating  to  marriage,  which  included 
an  extraordinary  number  of  statutes,  the 
computation  would  be  that  the  whole  1,836 
statutes  could  be  included  in  274.  With 
respect  to  bulk,  the  five  Bills  which  he 
asked  their  Lordships  to  read  a  first  time 
only  occupied  one-half  the  space  of  the 
statutes  which  they  displaced.  The  next 
question  to  consider  was  whether  any  effi- 
cient mode  could  be  recommended  by  which 
the  work  might  be  completed.  The  Com- 
missioners had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
now  that  they  had  provided  a  foundation, 
and  shown  exactly  what  remained  to  be 
done,  and  how  it  could  be  done,  they  might 
recommend  that,  instead  of  tho  Commis- 
sion going  on  without  any  avowed  head, 
the  whole  should  be  put  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  some  barrister  of  eminence, 
who  should  not  practice  at  the  bar  while 
the  work  was  in  hand,  and  who  might  em- 
ploy draughtsmen  under  him,  and  by  their 


aid  complete  the  work  the  Commissioners 
had  begun.  The  question  then  arose,  how 
soon  this  work  could  be  accomplished  ?  He 
saw  no  reason  why  the  whole  work  should 
not  be  done  in  two  years,  even  supposing 
there  remained  in  round  numbers  300  Bills 
to  be  consolidated.  Having  brought  the 
subject  before  their  Lordships,  and  shown 
how,  in  his  opinion,  this  important  work 
could  bo  completed  without  difficulty  and 
without  delay,  He  should  ask  them  to  read 
one  of  his  Bills  a  first  time,  and  would 
only  add  a  hope  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  upon  the  woolsack  would  give  his 
sanction  to  the  course  recommended  by 
the  Commissioners.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  concluded  by  severally  presenting  the 
following  Bills. 

A  Bill  to  Consolidate  the  Statute  Law  of  Eng- 
land relating  to  Marriages  (Marriages  Bill). 

A  Bill  to  Consolidate  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Registration  of  Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages  in 
England  ( Registration  Acts  Consolidation  Bill). 

A  Bill  to  Consolidate  tho  Statute  Law  of  Eng- 
land relating  to  Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissorj 
Notes  (Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes 
Bill). 

A  Bill  to  Consolidate  the  Statute  Law  of  Eng- 
land relating  to  Executors  and  Administrators, 
and  the  Distribution  of  the  Personal  Property  of 
deceased  Persons  (Executors  and  Administrators, 
Ac,  Bill). 

A  Bill  to  Consolidate  the  Statute  Law  relating 
to  Aliens  (Aliens  Bill). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said  ho 
would  bear  willing  testimony  to  the  zeal 
and  ability  with  which  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  devoted  himself  to  the 
business  of  the  Statute  Law  Commission. 
There  could  bo  no  doubt  that  the  consoli- 
dation of  the  statutes — an  object  they  all 
had  earnestly  at  heart — would  be  very 
much  advanced  by  what  the  Commission 
had  done.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he 
must  say  he  did  not  think  that  that  object 
would  be  facilitated  hy  continuing  the 
labours  of  the  Commission.  He  believed 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would  make 
much  more  progress  without  a  Commission 
than  with  the  nominal  assistance  of  all  the 
noble  and  learned  associates  joined  with 
him  in  the  first  instance.  At  first  there 
were  about  thii*ty  members  named  on  the 
Commission,  and  they  were  all  very  emi- 
nent men,  but  their  attendance  was  nomi- 
nal, and  they  had  no  responsibility.  This 
plan  of  consolidation  could  only  bo  suc- 
cessfully carried  out  by  Parliament  placing 
implicit  confidence  in  those  who  prepared 
the  Bills.  A  better  plan  might  certainly 
be  adopted  than  by  continuing  the  Com- 
mission.   The  register  to  which  bis  noble 
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WA»  i;/.p<A».*..^  %  SAT  :hAt  all   ::,*   Acu 

l!/v:;k  to  M^i^-.a  Cr.4r:i.     H*:  i*':*;T*<i  :'ii: 
it  Tr'/^j".-;  Ui  fir  'oetv&r  to  bare  c  luf  c:' 

to  if.;^  bv.'i:,-:t*  of  c',r.M»l;di*.lor-,  ai-i  w'.o 
kho^jl'J  b';  r';-.r.orir;ti'i  for  l*:.e:r  lilouri, 
utidhr  th<i  kupfirTi^Io::  of  ^i-e  GorerrrLes: 
for  the  t'r/iO  1xr!n^.  MorsoTc-r,  bj  :he 
eiit&blikIim';Dt  of  a  ftta5  of  profeisiona! 
men,  an  objf^t  vbicL  he  had  desirc-d  to  so 2 
for  rnr^ijjr  vears  wcu!d  be  Ac^omplULcd, 
namely,  a  bodr  of  experienced  L'icn  to 
wborn  Ij'iWh  could  be  referred  before  tsev 
were  ifjlroductd  ir.to  the  Houses  cf  Par- 
liament respectively.  The  legislation  of 
this  country  would  thus  shortly  be  relieved 
from  the  difi;vraceful  sti:nna  to  which  it 
was  too  often  subjected  by  the  passing  of 
hahty  and  ill-coufeidcrcd  measures,  which 
were  introduced  by  Members  without  ade- 
quate reflection  or  consultation,  and  which 
in  many  cases  it  had  been  found  necessary 
alto;(cther  to  repeal.  The  matter  was  not 
mended  by  going  into  Committee,  for 
really  valuable  clauses  were  often  struck 
out  and  alterations  made  which  were  by  no 
means  improvements.  The  House  would 
doubtless  he  glad  to  hear  the  other  mea- 
sures which  the  Cjovernment  had  it  in  con- 
templation to  introduce.  The  first  of  these 
was  a  J5ill  with  regard  to  proceedings  in 
bankruptcy,  which  was  a  subject  to  which 
much  attention  had  lately  been  directed  ; 
the  Government  would  feel  it  their  duty  to 
propose  a  measure  on  this  subject  at  the 
commcnccnicnt  of  the  next  Session.  An- 
other object  which  they  proposed  to  effect 
was  an  improvement  in  the  law  with  re- 
gard to  the  transfer  of  real  property.  Ho 
was  not  one  of  those  who  believed  that 
landed  OHtates  could  over  bo  transferred  as 
oasily  as  Three  per  Cent  Consols,  but  he 
felt  convinced  that  the  transfer  of  landed 
property  was  capable  of  great  amcndinont, 
and  might  bo  rendered  much  more  econo- 
tni(*al,  much  moro  simple,  and  much  more 
MatiHfactory.  A  J)ill  on  this  subject  was 
now  in  couiho  of  ])roj)aration  by  his  learned 
Kri(Mid  iSir  Uiehard  Hotholl,  who  would 
introduce  it  in  the  other  Houso  nt  the  be- 
ginning of  another  Session.  Another  im- 
provomrnt  which  the  (lovornment  hoped  to 
ii(!c«m|)liHh  was  in  the  mode  of  taking  evi- 
doneo  m  <?(»urtH  of  cjpiity,  which  at  present 
WAB  admitted  to  ho  nu)rtt  defective,  and  to 
iiiquiro  into  which  his  noblo  and  learned 
Thd  Lord  Chancellor 


:  TrjiZji  Lori  Lr=.<dafxrs:)  bid  moTed  for  a 
Cc'Tix'uf-cz^  This  Cominuiion  would  be 
:=:=.r-:l&'^lT  IsMed,  and  he  trusted  his 
z.zV.i  l:l-1  learLe*!  Friend  would  be  able  to 
Krr-s  -zy::!  :i.  h:  whiefa  ease  there  could  be 
=.)  czz-sV.^t:  iLat  great  an  J  important  im- 
pr.Tesienis  wo^'i  be  effected  in  that 
b:accb  cf  cur  jurisprodence.  His  hon. 
ar.i  Iea7T.::ti  Friend  who  had  immediately 
preccdei  tlm  in  the  office  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  Je^rrn^  of  the  utmost  credit 
for  t*.e  a::»t:on  which  he  had  bestowed 
cr.  another  subject,  and  whoeTcr  might  be 
entrusted  wi:h  the  carrying  out  of  this 
grea:  object,  it  should  be  remembered 
wi:h  gratitude  by  whom  it  had  been  origi- 
natcd7  He  referred  to  the  attempt  which 
had  been  made  to  consolidate  and  to  sim- 
plify the  orders  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
which  were  now  in  such  a  state  of  confu- 
sion,  that  in  comparison  eren  tho  Statute 

[  Book  was  simplicity  itself.  Tho  subject 
was  now  engaging  the  attention  and  un- 

'  dergoing  the  research  of  able  and  learned 
Gentlemen,  and  he  hoped  that  by  Michael- 
mas term  their  labours  would  be  sufficiently 
advanced  to  admit  of  a  Bill  on  the  subject 

\  being  proposed.  The  last  and  certainly 
one  of  the  most  important  measures  to 
which  he  had  to  refer  was  one  which  would 
be  introduced  with  the  object  of  assimi- 
lating the  practice  in  courts  of  law  and 
equity  ;  so  that  suitors  might  no  longer 
be  subjected  to  tho  great  expense  and  un- 
certainty of  commencing  suits  in  both 
Courts  with  the  same  purpose,  and  be  sub- 
jected to  the  anomaly  of  succeeding  in  one 
and  being  defeated  in  the  other.  One 
trial,  it  was  expected,  would  by  this  means 
set  tho  question  at  rest,  and  thus  a  fertile 
sourco  of  expense  and  dissatisfaction  would 
be  done  away  with. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  hoped  from  the 
agreement  that  had  been  come  to  on  both 
sides  of  tho  House  on  this  subject  that 
something  practical  would  at  last  be  at- 
tained. Tho  state  of  things  was  this^that 
they  must  either  forego  consolidation  alto- 
gether, or  leavo  it  implicitly  in  the  hands 
of  a  few  learned  and  able  men  in  whom 
they  had  confidence.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  their  labours  should  not  undergo  dis* 
cussion  in  Parliament,  but  to  such  man 
must  be  committed  tho  great  work  of  con- 
solidation if  they  meant  to  achioTO  success. 
His  noble  and  learned  friend  (Lord  Lrnd- 
hiirst)  was  very  unwillingly  absent  from 
that  discussion  on  account  of  indisposition. 
He  was  anxious  to  be  present  in  order  to 
do  an  act  of  justice  to  some  of  those  teamed 
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gentlemen  who  had  been  employed  either 
as  Comtdissioners  or  in  the  service  of  the 
Commission.  It  was  especially  his  duty,  as 
Lord  Lyndhurst  also  felt  it,  and  authorized 
him  to  express,  to  bear  testimony  to  the 
great  ability  and  disinterestedness  by  which 
thoi  labours  of  Mr.  Bellenden  Ker  as  a 
member  of  the  Statute-Law  Commission 
had  been  characterized.  There  were  other 
able  and  learned  men  to  be  commended. 
Among  these  the  three  gentlemen  mention- 
ed in  the  Report,  and  Mr.  Coulson,  whose 
learning  and  abilities  are  well  known  to  their 
Lordships.  But  Mr.  Bellenden  Eer  had 
been  attacked  by  ignorant  or  unreflecting 
persons,  and  it  was  therefore,  both  Lord 
Lyndhurst  and  himself  felt  it  incumbent  on 
them  to  bear  testimony  in  his  behalf.  lie 
(Lord  Brougham)  could  in  proof  of  his 
disinterestedness  refer  to  matters  within  his 
knowledge  while  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Mr.  Eer  was  employed  daily  above  a  year  as 
Commissioner  atid  otherwise  in  the  Reform 
Bill  of  1831-2,  to  the  serious  injury  of  his 
profession  as  an  eminent  conveyancer. 
While  others  in  the  like  circumstances 
claimed  compensation  and  obtained  pro- 
fessional preferment  in  consequence,  Mr. 
Eer,  whose  business  very  greatly  exceeded 
theirs,  and  who  had  suffered  in  propor- 
tion far  more  than  they  had,  never  urged 
any  claim  whatever,  but  gallantly  returned 
to  his  profession,  and  from  his  great  skill 
and  learning  his  practice  became  greater 
than  ever.  He  (Lord  Brougham)  consi- 
dered that  Mr.  Ker  had  been  illused  by 
promotion  having  been  withheld  from  him. 
But  he  never  heard  even  a  murmur  of  com- 
plaint from  himself,  and  he  now  made  this 
statement  wholly  without  having  even  told 
Mr.  Ker  of  his  intention  to  render  him 
justice,  or  having  ever  had  any  communi- 
cation with  him  on  the  subject. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  was  understood 
to  say,  that  consolidation  and  not  codifica- 
tion was  what  was  required,  and  the  most 
useful  description  of  consolidation  was  that 
which  dealt  with  one  particular  class  of  of- 
fence or  branch  of  law,  for  it  would  be  both 
unwise  and  useless  to  attempt  at  once  a  con- 
solidation of  the  laws  of  England;  that  one 
of  the  great  difficulties  by  which  the  con- 
solidation of  the  statute  law  was  beset  was 
that  of  finding  a  person  on  whose  ability 
and  general  competency  to  examine  the 
soToral  statutes  with  a  view  to  their  classi- 
fication reliance  could  be  placed.  The  la- 
bour was  one  which  the  multifarious  duties 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  tho 
woolsack,  as  well  as  of  the  Attorney  and 
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Solicitor  General^  rendered  it  impossible 
that  they  could  satisfactorily  discharge. 
The  necessity  for  consolidation  and  subse- 
quent alteration  would  bo  much  obviated  if 
tho  Bills  were  originally  more  carefully 
drawn. 

Lord  WENSLEYDALE  agreed  that 
the  Commission,  though  it  had  done  a 
great  deal,  was  not  tho  proper  mode  of 
accomplishing  the  work  which  remained 
to  be  performed.  That  task  should  not  be 
delegated  to  a  number  of  individuals  whose 
other  duties  prevented  them  from  paying 
it  their  undivided  attention,  but  should  be 
entrusted  to  one  salaried  officer  whose 
whole  time  should  be  devoted  to  the  work, 
and  who  should  direct  the  labours  of  a 
competent  staff  of  skilful  draughtsmen. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  wished  to  know 
whether  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  in* 
tended  the  Bills  he  had  mentioned  as  simple 
specimens  of  the  mode  in  which  the  Com- 
missioners proposed  to  carry  out  the  work 
of  consolidation,  or  whether  he  intended  to 
pass  them  through  Parliament  with  the 
shape  of  Acts. 

Lord  CRANWORTH  said,  he  intended 
the  Bills  as  specimens,  and  did  not  expect 
at  present  to  pass  them  through  Parlia- 
ment. He  was  satisfied  with  the  statement 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  upon  the 
woolsack.  The  Commissioners  had  recom- 
mended an  undivided  responsibility,  and 
that  he  thought  was  best,  but  if  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  preferred  a  staff  of  two 
or  three  persons  there  could  be  no  objec- 
tion. 

The  said  Bills  severally  read  1*. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Seven 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half- 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS. 
Monday,  July  18,  1859. 

MiNUTKS.]  Public  Bills. — 1^  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission; Universitios  Incorporation  Act  Amend- 
ment ;  Fireworks  Act  Amendment. 

2^  Cambridge  University  Commission  (Continu- 
ance). 

30  Chichester  Harbour  Embankment. 

CHICHESTER  HARBOUR   EMBANKMENT 

BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Queen's  Consent  signified. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion   made  and   Question  proposed, 
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"That   the   Bill  be  now  read   the   third 
time." 

Loud  CLARKNCE  PAGET  aaid,  he 
felt  obliged  to  opfiose  the  third  reading  of 
thj5  Bill.  The  history  of  the  Bill  was 
•hortly  this:  In  the  year  1851  some  gen- 
tlem'.*n  proposed  to  embank  a  portion  of 
Chichester  Harbour  and  a  neighbouring 
creaky  called  Bonham  Creek,  The  pro- 
njoters  at  that  time  obtained  the  sanction 
of  the  then  Board  of  Admiralty.  No  Bill 
waB  asked  for,  but  an  arrangement  was 
come  to  chat  with  certain  guarantees  they 
should  be  allowed  to  carry  out  this  mea- 
sure, the  object  of  which  was  to  enclose 
some  1,800  acres  of  land  from  the  sea. 
That  company  fell  to  the  ground,  and  no- 
thing more  was  heard  of  the  matter  until 
the  present  company  sprang  up,  and 
brought  this  Bill  before  rarliament.  As 
the  House  was  awaro,  the  Admiralty  had 
jurisdiction  in  all  matters  relating  to  navi- 
gablo  rivers,  and  the  late  Board  having 
given  full  consideration  to  this  subject, 
came  to  the  conclusion  that,  notwithstand- 
ing  their  predecessors  had  consented  to  the 
nicABure,  that  sanction  ought  not  to  be 
carried  out.  Chichester  Harbour  was  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  Portsmouth,  and 
it  might  yet  bo  turned  to  good  account 
both  for  tno  naval  and  tho  mercantile  ser- 
vice. The  promoters,  instead  of  with- 
drawing tho  Bill,  brought  it  before  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House,  who,  in- 
stead of  supporting  tho  decision  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  reported  in  favour  of 
tho  Bill.  The  present  Board  however  felt 
it  their  duty  to  support  tho  decision  of 
their  predecessors.  Tho  piece  of  land 
lay  within  range  of  tho  fortifications  of 
Portsmouth,  and  tho  promoters  proposed 
to  mako  a  patch  of  dry  land,  on  which  a 
position  might  be  formed  and  batteries 
erected,  very  prejudicial  to  the  fortifica- 
tions of  Portsmouth.  Ho  also  hold  in  his 
hand  a  petition  from  tho  Mayor  of  Chi- 
ohostor,  expressing  tho  alarm  of  tho  inha- 
-bitanta  at  tho  proposal  to  fill  up  ono  of  the 
tributaricB  of  Chichester  Harbour,  and 
•tating  that  if  the  ombankmeut  were  made 
it  vould  fill  up  ono  of  tho  creeks  that  per- 
fbrmcil  tho  offioo  of  scouring  tho  harhour. 
Under  thoso  circumstances,  he  felt  it  in- 
•viubont  on  him  to  propose  that  the  Bill 
bo  road  again  that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  tho 
word  **  now/*  and  at  tho  end  of  the  ques- 
to  add  tho  words  **  upon  this  day  three 


•f 


rOUANAN  said,  thai  he  should 


i  support  the  decision  of  the  Committee,  of 
which  he  was  the  only  Member  in  the 
;  House.  That  Committee  had  been  pre- 
sided over  by  the  late  Chief  Commissioner 
of  the  Board  of  Works,  the  present  Lord 
I  Llanover ;  and  they  came  to  the  concla- 
•  sion  that  a  former  Board  of  Admiralty 
j  having  solemnly  sanctioned  this  contract, 
it  ought  to  be  carried  out  in  its  integrity, 
notwithstanding  that  a  subsequent  board 
might  not  see  fit  to  continue  it.  In  short 
they  were  of  opinion  that  the  Admiralty 
had  put  themselves  out  of  court  by  the 
covenants  they  had  made  under  the  agree- 
ment of  1851.  There  would  be  no  con- 
fidence in  public  departments  if  it  were 
open  to  one  board  to  frame  new  conditions 
and  to  stop  works  of  great  public  advan- 
tage which  had  been  agreed  to  by  their 
predecessors.  The  Admiralty  had  an  op- 
portunity of  urging  any  military  objections 
to  the  Bill,  but  as  Portsmouth  was  eight 
miles  distant  the  Committee  did  not  think 
these  considerations  deserving  of  much 
attention.  They  were  also  aatisfied  that 
the  embankment  would  be  a  great  public 
advantage,  and  under  all  the  oircumatances 
he  trusted  the  House  would  support  the 
decision  come  to  by  their  Committee,  and 
agree  to  the  third  reading, 

Mr.  H.  BERKELEY  said,  he  thought 
the  opposition  of  the  present  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty a  gross  interference  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  justice  and  good  faith.  The  con« 
sent  of  the  Crown  had  been  already  given 
to  the  project ;  and  three  surveyors  sent 
down  by  the  Board  of  Admuralty  had  re- 
ported favourably  of  it.  The  only  reason 
for  presenting  this  Bill  to  Parliament  waa 
to  get  rid  of  certain  manorial  rights  and 
usages  which  stood  in  the  way  of  those 
works.  He  trusted,  therefore,  the  House 
would  not  be  persuaded  by  the  noble  Lord 
to  commit  so  great  an  injustice  as  to  reject 
the  Bill.     • 

Mr.  KER  SETMER  considered  it  waa 
the  duty  of  the  noble  Lord  to  eome  for- 
ward on  the  present  occasion,  as  the  ques- 
tion involved  was  not  merely  a  queation  of 
Chichester  Harbour,  but  also  one  aflTecting 
the  defences  of  Portsmouth.  A  great  deal 
more  was  known  then  about  the  eflbcta  of 
long  range  artillery  than  in  1854,  and  he 
should  therefore  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  E.  p.  BOUVERIE  said,  that  the 
Admiralty  had  appeared  before  Ibe  Com- 
mittee and  had  a  full  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing objections  to  the  Bill.  He  bdiered 
that  the  military  question  referred  to  by 
tho  noble  Lord  had  never  been  bwwight 


1381 


Th$  Western  Yacht         {  July  18, 1859  J  CliA  of  Ireland. 


1382 


before  the  Committee  by  the  Admiralty. 
He  had  Been  something  of  the  action  of 
these  public  boards,  aod  was  yery  distrust- 
fol  of  their  interference.  They  frequently 
came  to  one-sided  opinions,  which,  when 
sifted  before  a  Committee,  proved  to  be 
worthless.  He  recommended  the  House 
to  support  the  decision  of  its  Committee. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  said,  the  usual 
practice  of  the  House  was  not  followed  in 
regard  to  the  present  Bill.  It  was  cus- 
Jtomary  for  the  promoters  of  such  Bills  to 
call  on  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  make 
their  objections  to  the  contemplated  mea- 
sures, if  they  had  any. 

Question  '*  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3^  and  passed, 

BRITISH    AND    CANADIAN    TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY  BILL.— CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  in  this  Bill, 
as  it  originally  stood.  Clause  30  enabled 
the  Treasury  to  give  a  guarantee  and  make 
an  agreement  with  the  Company  for  the 
use  of  the  telegraph  for  Her  Majesty's 
service.  Ho  thought  guarantee  clauses 
were  most  objectionable,  and  he  had  there- 
fore given  notice  of  his  intention  to  move 
that  this  clause  be  left  out.  Since  he  had 
done  so  he  found  the  promoters  had  struck 
out  the  clause,  but  in  order  to  give  hon. 
Members  an  opportunity  of  considering  it 
in  its  present  form  he  would  move  the 
clause  be  printed  and  placed  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members,  and  that,  in  the  mean, 
time,  the  Bill  be  postponed. 

Mr.  LAING  observed  that  the  clause 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord  was  inserted 
in  the  Bill  by  the  promoters,  entirely  with- 
out the  sanction  of  the  Government ;  and 
the  Government  intimated  that  they  would 
oppose  the  Bill,  unless  the  clause  in  qucs- 
tion  was  struck  out.  The  clause  had,  con- 
sequently, been  struck  out. 

Mb.ELLICE  (Coventry)  said,  bethought 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  seo  that  no  such  clause  was 
inserted  in  a  private  Bill.  He  understood 
it  was  stated  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
and  by  the  Committee  that  the  clause  was 
inserted  by  the  direction  of  the  Treasury, 
but  whether  that  was  the  case  or  not,  the 
question  for  the  House  to  consider  was, 
whether  these  Bills  were  to  be  passed  on 
the  understanding  that  they  were  private 
Bills,  with  clauses  not  only  enabling  the 


Treasury  to  grant  guarantees,  but  enabling 
them  also  to  do  so  without  the  sanction  of 
that  House.  This  was  matter  for  serious 
consideration. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
should  support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  extraordinary  that  such  a 
clause  could  get  into  a  private  Bill  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  Government. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  that  he  saw  no 
reason  for  the  indignation  expressed  by 
hon.  Members.  The  power  given  by  the 
Bill  was  no  new  power.  In  a  great  number 
of  railway  Bills  authority  was  given  to  the 
Post  Office  to  make  arrangements  for  the 
conveyance  of  mails  ;  and  that  authority 
appeared  to  rest  on  a  similar  principle  as 
the  power  originally  given  by  the  present 
Bill. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till 
To-morrow, 

THE    STADE    TOLLS. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  MORTON  PETO  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  the  state  of  the  negotiations 
for  the  abolilion  of  the  Stade  Tolls  ;  and 
also  if  the  notice  of  the  termination  of  the 
Treaty  of  1844,  given  by  the  Government 
of  this  country  to  the  Government  of 
Hanover,  has  been  withdrawn  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  replied  that 
the  question  of  the  Stade  Dues  had  been  re- 
ferred to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  but 
as  it  was  deemed  desirable  that  the  exist- 
ing Treaty  should  be  renewed  for  a  limited 
time,  it  was  proposed  that  it  should  be  re- 
newed for  a  period  of  six  months.  In  the 
meanwhile,  however,  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  would  continue  to  give  careful 
attention  to  the  subject,  but  of  course  the 
notice  which  had  been  given  of  the  termi- 
nation of  the  Treaty  fell  to  the  ground  with 
its  renewal. 

THE  WESTERN  YACHT  CLUB  OF 
IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  cog  an  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  when  Returns 
of  Papers  and  Correspondence  between  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Royal  Western  Yacht 
Club  of  Ireland,  ordered  by  the  House  on 
the  7th  and  18th  of  April,  will  be  laid  on 
the  Table  ;  and  whether  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  add  to  tho  Return  any 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  with  the 
Admiralty  since  those  dates  ? 

2  Y  2 
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Lord  CLARKNCE  PAGET  said,  tho 
Corrcspondcnco  iti  qucBtion  would  bo  laid 
upon  tho  tablo  in  tho  courso  of  a  day  or 
two. 

GRAND   JURY  ACTS  (IRELAND). 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  LANIGAN  said,  ho  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  if  it  is  tho  in< 
tention  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyernnient  to 
bring  in  any  Bill  to  amend  the  Irish  Grand 
Jury  Acts,  with  a  view  to  relieve  tho  occu- 
piers of  houses  and  lands  in  Ireland  (to  a 
certain  extent)  from  the  pressure  of  taxa- 
tion, by  apportioning  the  payment  of  Grand 
Jury  or  County  Cess  equally  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  it  was  not  the 
int<intion  of  tho  Government  to  bring  in 
any  Bill  to  amend  the  Irish  Grand  Jury 
Acts,  with  a  view  to  apportioning  the  pay- 
ment of  Grand  Jury  or  County  Cess  equally 
between  landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland. 

CONTROVERTED    ELECTIONS. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  peacock  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chairman  of  the  General  Committee  of 
Elections  what  is  the  latest  period  at  which 
they  will  nominate  Committees  to  decide 
Controverted  Elections? 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  lie  re- 
gretted  that  he  could  not  give  a  very  direct 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man. The  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
must  depend  upon  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  but  the  Committee  would  meet  on 
Tharsday,  and  he  hoped  that  if  the  ques- 
tion was  repeated  on  that  day  be  would  be 
able  to  state  what  was  their  final  decision. 


THE  KINSALE  RIOTS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  VINCENT  SCULLY  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther any  official  information  respecting  the 
conduct  of  the  Antrim  Artillery  at  Kinsale, 
on  tbe  12th  of  July  last,  bas  been  received 
bj  tbe  Government  ? 

Mb.  CARDWELL,  in  reply,  said,  that 
two  inquiries  bad  boon  instituted — one  by 
litary  and   tho  other  by  tbe  Civil 
E — into  the  conduct  of  the  Antrim 
at  Ei    ale  on  the  12th  of  Julv; 
crations  had  not  vet  been 
«  )n.  j 

.  bo  would  nUo  beg  to  ' 
forWarwheihcr  ! 

1 


any  report  has  reached  him  of  the  conduct 
of  tho  Antrim  Regiment  of  Artillery  at 
Kinsale,  on  tho  12th  of  July;  and,  if  so, 
whether  ho  has  taken  any,  and  what  steps 
with  regard  to  that  regiment  ? 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  said, be  knew 
no  moro  of  the  causes  of  tho  riot  than  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cardwell).  But  he 
could  state  that  the  Magistrates  of  Kinsale 
despatched  a  messenger  to  General  Eden 
at  six  o'clock  in  the  evening  of  the  ocur- 
rence.  Troops  were  marched  from  Cork 
to  Kinsale  at  midnight  and  at  two  the 
following  morning,  and  the  General  himself 
was  at  Kinsale  at  five  in  tbe  morning, 
when  the  Antrim  Militia  were  marched  out 
of  tho  town. 

DESIGNS  FOR  THE  NEW  FOREIGN 
OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  be  wish- 
ed to  know  whether  tbe  designs  for  the 
new  Foreign  Office  promised  by  Mr.  G.  G. 
Scott  were  not  vet  ready  for  exhibition  ? 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  that  when  qnea- 
tioned  the  other  day  with  respect  to  ex- 
hibiting the  plans  for  this  stmctore,  ac- 
cording to  tho  intention  announced  by  tbe 
noble  Lord,  his  official  predecessor,  he  had 
stated  that  the  working  drawings  would 
not  be  ready  for  some  time,  and,  therefore, 
that  ho  would  not  be  able  to  exhibit  tbem  in 
tho  manner  proposed.  He  had,  indeed, 
given  orders  that,  as  far  aa  they  were  in 
his  possession,  they  should  that  morning 
bo  shown  in  the  Reading  Room  of  that 
House  ;  but  tho  designs  now  exhibited  were 
only  those  which  tho  House  of  Commons 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  viewing  on  a 
former  occasion.  The  designs  of  Mr. 
Scott  for  the  new  Foreign  Office,- prepared 
in  accordance  with  tbe  directions  of  tbe 
First  Commissioner  of  Works*  and  whieb 
were  considerably  different  from  tbe  designs 
in  the  Reading  Room,  wonld,  he  hoped,  be 
ready  for  inspection  by  tbe  xnembers  of 
that  House  on  Wednesday  momiiig,  and 
ho  had  given  directions  that  tbej  ahonld  be 
placed  in  the  tea-room.  He  had  reemved 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Scott  on  tbe  anbjeet,  in 
consequence  on  which  be  had  fixed  upon 
Wednesday. 

THE  DOTOR  ELECTION—PETITION. 

Mr.  E.  p.  BOrVERIS  said,  be  had  a 
Petition  from  Sir  William  RnsseU,  one  of 
the  cnndidntos  at  the  last  Dovor  deetioB, 
complaining  of  an  undue  relani  fsr  Aat 
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Borongh.  The  Petitioner  said,  that  he 
had  learnt  that  a  "  Select  Committee  had 
been  appointed  by  that  House  to  inquire 
into  the  Mail  and  Telegraph  Contracts, 
and  that  it  was  likely  to  investigate  the 
Contract  for  the  Dovor  and  Ostend  Mails  ; 
that  he  had  been  advised  by  his  counsel 
that  it  would  be  very  prejudicial  to  his 
(^Be,  if  this  part  of  the  Contract  inquiry 
were  to  take  place  until  the  Dovor  Election 
Committee  had  sat.  The  Petitioner,  there- 
fore, prayed  the  House  to  direct  the  Select 
Committee  on  Contracts,  not  to  proceed 
with  its  investigation,  as  far  as  the  Dovor 
Contract  was  concerned,  until  the  Election 
Committee  had  closed  its  labours.  He, 
therefore,  gave  notice,  that  to-morrow  he 
should  move,  that  the  Petition  be  printed 
with  the  Votes. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  he  understood 
that  a  Committee  of  the  House  was  ap- 
pointed to  pronounce,  whetbcr  Petitions 
should  be  printed  or  not ;  and  until  that 
Committee  had  come  to  a  determination, 
no  Motion  could  be  made  for  printing  a 
Petition,  unless  the  right  hon.  Member 
stated  that  he  meant  to  found  a  Resolu- 
tion upon  it. 

Mr.  E.  p.  BOUVERIE  had  not  made 
a  Motion,  ho  had  only  given  notice  of  one 
for  to-morrow. 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY  OF  IRELAND. 

QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  a  question  by  Mr.  Vincent 

SCDLLY, 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject had  been  brought  under  his  notice, 
but  it  was  not  his  intention  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion. 

WAYS    AND   MEANS.— THE    BUDGET. 
COMMITTEE.      FINANCIAL  SAATEMENT, 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  Masset  in  the  Chair. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  presume.  Sir,  that  it  will  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Committee  that 
I  should  follow  the  usual  practice  of  making 
known  to  it,  before  I  proceed  to  discuss 
any  plans  or  proposals  of  the  Government, 
the  results  of  the  finance  of  the  last  year. 
This  need  not  occupy  any  great  length  of 
time.  I  will  state  to  the  Committe  the  Es- 
timates of  income  as  they  were  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 


for  Buckinghamshire,  when  he  held  the 
officeof  Chancellorof  the  Exchequer,  during 
the  year  1858  ;  the  actual  receipt  of  reve- 
nue which  took  place  when  those  Esti- 
mates came  to  be  tested  by  the  result,  and 
likewise  the  experience  of  the  year  as  it 
stands.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  estimat- 
ed the  Customs'  revenue  at  £23,400,000, 
It  produced  £24,117.000.  He  estimated 
the  Excise  at  £18,600,000.  It  produced 
only  £17,902,000.  He  took  the  stamps  at 
£7,850,000.  They  produced  £8,005,000. 
The  Land  and  Assessed  Taxes  were  es- 
timated at  £3,200,000 ;  they  produced 
£3,162,000.  The  income  tax,  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  estimated  at 
£6, 100,000,  exceeded  that  sum  by  more  than 
half  a  million,  and  produced  £6,683,587. 
The  Post-office  revenue  corresponded  al- 
most precisely  with  the  estimate  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  was  £3,200,0U0. 
The  Crown  Lands,  which  he  took  at 
£270,000,  produced  £280.041,  and  the 
Miscellaneous  revenues,  which  he  calculated 
would  produce  £1,300,000,  have  amount- 
ed to  £2,125,944.  The  Miscellaneous  re- 
venues, it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
Committee,  are  very  difficult  to  estimate 
with  precision,  particularly  at  a  period 
shortly  after  the  close  of  a  great  war,  when 
extensive  changes  are  in  progress  in  the 
manufacturing  establishments  of  the  coun- 
try, which  lead  to  the  disposal  of  old  stores 
and  the  substitution  of  new  ones  upon  a 
scale  that  is  sometimates  impossible  to  cal- 
culate beforehand.  The  general  result  on 
the  total  of  the  revenue  of  the  year  was,  I 
think,  satisfactory.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman estimated  the  entire  revenue  at 
£63,920,000 ;  its  precise  amount  was 
£65,477,284.  With  respect  to  expendi- 
ture, I  do  not  know  that  1  need  trouble 
the  Committee  by  referring  to  the  original 
Estimates  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause they  were  subjected  to  certain  modi- 
fications in  the  course  of  the  Session,  as 
Supplementary  Estimates,  adding  to  the 
charges  for  the  year,  were  brought  for- 
ward. But  1  shall  state  to  the  Committee 
the  expend  iture  as  i  t  actually  took  place.  The 
charge  of  the  debt  took  £28,527,484;  the 
Consolidated  Fund  charge  was  £1,940,6.55; 
the  charge  for  the  Army  was  £12,512,291 ; 
the  charge  of  the  Navy,  £9,215,487  ;  the 
Civil  Services  amounted  to  £7,169,473  ; 
the  collection  of  the  revenue,  or  the  expen- 
diture on  account  of  the  revenue  depart- 
ment, was  £4,515,969.  There  were,  be- 
sides, two  Votes  retrospective  in  their  char- 
acter, one  of  them  for  operations  in  China, 
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£391,943;  and  the  other,  some  remaining 
expenses  of  the  Russian  war,  £390,580. 
The  total  result  was  to  give  an  expendi- 
ture of  £64,663,882,  against  a  revenue  of 
£65,477,284  ;  so  that  there  was  in  i*ound 
numhers  a  surplus  of  about  £800,000  upon 
the  balance  between  the  income  and  ex- 
penditure for  the  year.     The  Committee 
will  probably  wish  to  know  what  has  been 
the  fate,  so  far  as  it  can  be  ascertained,  of 
the  special  proposals  that  were  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  during  the  last  year 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  revenue 
of  the  country.    At  the  same  time  it  is  right 
they  should  bear  in  mind  that  our  expe- 
rience has  been  too  short  to  enable  us  to 
pronounce  conclusively  upon  the  degree  of 
success  that  has  attended  those  proposals. 
But  as  far  as  we  are  aware  the  facts  are  as 
follow : — Id.  stamp  upon  drafts  or  cheques 
was  estimated  by  the  riffht  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  produce  £300,000,  and  the  aug- 
mentation of  duty  upon  Irish  spirits,  which 
was  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  produce  a  complete 
equalization  between  the  spirit  duties  of 
the  three  kingdoms,  was  estimated  to  yield 
£500,000.     Neither  of  these  duties  has, 
however,  as  yet  produced  the  sum  which 
was  expected  from  them.     We  have  no 
means  of  knowing  precisely  what  has  been 
the  product  of  the  stamp  duty  upon  drafts 
or  cheques,  because  it  is  kept  in  a  single 
account  with  the  stamp  duty  upon  receipts, 
and  the  only  measure  that  can  be  applied 
to  that  portion  of  this  revenue  which  is  due 
to  the  stamp  duty  upon  cheques  is  by  com- 
paring it  with  the  whole  increase  that  has 
taken  place  in  the  aggregate  produce  of  the 
two  duties.  The  duty  upon  receipts  had  been 
A  constantly  increasing  duty  up  to  the  year 
1858,  and  therefore  if  in  1859  we  credit 
the  penny  duty  upon  drafts  and  cheques 
with  the  whole   increase  that  has  taken 
place  since  1858,  that  is,  upon  the  whole, 
perhaps,  the  fairest  mode   of  reckoning 
that  can    be    adopted.      The  aggregate 
duty    upon    receipt    stamps     and     draft 
stamps  in  the  year  which  ended  on  the 
31st  of  March  last  was  £418,000.     The 
duty  from  receipt  stamps  alone,  with  the 
addition    of     the  draft     stamps     which 
were  formerly  required  in  all  cases  where 
drafts  passed  beyond  a  distance  of  fifteen 
miles,  in  the  year  1857-8  yielded  £281,000; 
BO  that  the  probable  produce  of  the  duty 
upon  cheques  was  no  more  than  £137,000. 
Bati  then,  it  is  to  be  borne  iu  mind,  in  the 
i  nlace,   that  the  duty  was  in  opera- 
for  little  more  than  a  period  of  ten 
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months  instead  of  twelve  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  that  many  persons  were  al- 
ready provided  with  stamped  cheques  for 
the  purpose  of  transmission  over  the  coun- 
try, a  circumstance  that  would  naturally 
retard  the  influx  of  revenue  from  the  new 
duty  until  new  stocks  of  cheques  required 
to  be  provided.  It  is  very  hard  to  say 
what  that  duty  is  likely  to  produce,  but, 
upon  the  whole,  I  think  it  would  be  san- 
guine, with  the  information  which  we  now 
possess,  imperfect  thought  it  be,  to  repeat 
an  estimate  so  high  as  £300,000.  I  should 
think  that  £200,000,  or  something  lower, 
is  in  all  likelihood  the  sum  which  the  duty 
upon  drafts  or  cheques  will  be  found  to 
add  to  the  year's  revenue.  I  may  state 
here  that  a  question  has  been  raised  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  convenient  to  abolish 
a  partial  exemption  which  is  found  to  ex- 
ist under  the  present  law.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  was  part  of  the  original  inten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  un- 
der the  law  as  it  stands  it  has  been  found 
that  the  drawer  of  a  cheque  is  entitled 
himself  to  receive  across  the  counter  the 
proceeds  of  the  cheque  without  payment 
of  the  stamp  duty.  The  general  opinion, 
I  think,  seems  to  be  that  that  exemption 
is  not  strongly  founded  either  in  reason  or 
in  convenience  ;  and  I  also  beliere  that 
the  opinion  of  the  bankers  of  London,  con- 
sidering it  with  reference  to  the  facility  of 
operations,  is  that  their  trade  would  be  de- 
cidedly in  favour  of  its  removal.  It  is 
not  an  important  financial  operation,  but 
probably  as  a  matter  of  fiscal  improvement 
I  may  think  it  my  duty  to  make  a  pro- 
posal to  the  House  for  removing  that  ex- 
emption. With  respect  to  the  question  of 
Irish  spirits,  it  is  one  of  greater  interest,  and 
at  the  same  time  the  change,  as  far  as  the 
amount  produced  is  concerned,  has  been 
attended  with  a  less  degree  of  success ; 
but  it  ought  always  to  be  recollected,  in 
the  first  place,  that  all  duties  of  that  de- 
scription require  some  considerable  in- 
terval before  their  operation  can  be  cor- 
rectly appreciated,  and,  in  the  seeond 
place,  that  the  measure  of  eqoalisation 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  itself  a  fiscal  reform  of  very  consider- 
able  importance,  as  establishing  one  duty 
between  Ireland,  Scotland,  and  Bngland, 
independently  of  its  pecuniary  results. 
However,  the  pecuniary  resist  stands 
thus: — Upon  Irish  spirits  in  1858*9,  as 
compared  with  1857-8,  we  hlidati  increase 
in  actual  money  of  only  £89;t)00,  ^VUA 
is  but  a  veiy  small  proportidf  of'  wtaarhat 
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been  expected  to  proceed  from  that  source. 
But,  then,  the  duty  did  not  take  effect 
from  the  first  day  of  tho  financial  year. 
It  took  effect  on  the  17th  of  April,  and 
between  the  Ist  of  April,  when  the  year 
began,  and  the  17th,  there  were  deli?ered 
from  bond  in  Ireland,  though  the  period 
was  only  about  a  fortnight,  no  fewer  than 
1,129,000  gallons  of  spirits,  or  the  con- 
snmption  of  two  months.  If  we  take  the 
additional  duty  upon  that  quantity  of  spirits, 
which  is  fairly  due  to  the  accounts  of  the 
year,  inasmuch  as  the  period  between  the 
let  and  17th  of  April  formed  part  of  the 
financial  year,  it  would  add  £103,000 
to  the  £85,000  which  I  have  mentioned, 
giTing  a  total  of  £188,000  as  the  produce 
of  the  new  scale  of  duty  for  the  year.  As 
far  as  we  can  judge  from  the  produce  in 
the  period  which  has  elapsed  since  the  Ist 
of  April  last,  there  is  a  prospect  of  the 
duty  being  considerably  more  productive  ; 
but  at  the  same  time  it  is  hardly  possible 
to  judge  of  the  result  of  changes  of  this 
kind  npon  articles  of  consumption.  Where 
many  interests  mix  with  and  traverse  to  a 
certain  extent  the  proceedings  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  where  likewise  the  effect  of 
your  operations  depend,  in  some  measure, 
npon  seasons  and  the  prices  of  the  raw  ma- 
terial, it  is  not  possible  to  form  a  conclusive 
judgment  upon  tho  pecuniary  results  of 
any  change  in  the  law  until  a  year  or  two 
have  elapsed.  Such,  then,  is  the  state  of 
the  case  with  regard  to  the  revenue  and 
expenditure  of  the  year  which  closed  on 
the  31st  of  March  last,  and  with  respect 
to  the  measures  proposed  in  the  Session  of 
1858  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a  sur- 
plus of  revenue  over  expenditure.  I  come 
now,  Sir,  to  a  more  grave  and  serious  part 
of  the  task  which  is  imposed  upon  me.  I 
have  to  lay  before  the  Committee,  in  the 
first  instance,  a  comparative  statement  of 
the  estimated  revenue  and  expenditure  for 
the  year  which  is  now  current.  The  Com- 
mittee is  already  generally  aware,  from  the 
Estimates  that  have  been  laid  before  it,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  expenditure  will  be 
unusually  large,  and,  in  the  second  place, 
that  it  will  very  considerably  exceed  the 
Ways  and  Means  which  the  ordinary  re- 
venue of  the  country  could  provide,  and 
that,  consequently,  increased  efforts  must 
be  made  to  meet  it.  To  begin  with  the 
estimates  of  revenue,  the  Customs  are  taken 
to  yield  for  the  year  which  commenced  on 
the  1st  of  April  last,  and  which  will  close 
on  the  31st  of  March  next,  a  sum  of 
£23,850,000 ;  the  Excise,  £18,530,000  ; 


the  Land  and  Assessed  Taxes,  £3,200,000; 
Stamps,  £8,100,000  ;  Income  Tax,  at  5d., 
£5,600,000;  Post  Office,  £3,250,000; 
Crown  Lands,  £280,000  ;  and  Miscella- 
neous Receipts,  £1,530,000.     It  may  be 
as  well  to  state  that  in  the  last  mentioned 
item  there  is  included  a  sum  with  respect 
to  which  no  definite   arrangements  have 
been  made — a  sum  of  £130,000,  which  is 
more  or  less  probable  that  the  Council  of 
India  will  pay  out  of  Indian  revenue,  in 
order  to  obtain  a  site  on  which  they  may 
erect  buildings  for  the  transaction  of  their 
business  in  lieu  of  the  premises  in  Leaden- 
hall  Street.    Although  to  some  extent,  un- 
certain, this  item  has  no  disturbing  effect 
upon  the  general  balance  of  revenue  and 
expenditure  which  I  shall  present,  because, 
if  the  Council  of  India  does  not  reimburse 
the  Treasury  to  that  extent  for  the  ground 
which  it  would  require,  the  Treasury  will 
not  incur  the  outlay  for  it.     The  total  of 
the  items  which  I  have  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee is  £64,340,000  ;  and  it  may,  per- 
haps, be  interesting  to  the  Committee  to 
compare  this  total  with   the   estimate  of 
last  year,  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bucks  proceeded  upon 
the  same  basis  of  taxes,  with  the  excep* 
tion  of  those  which  he  himself  proposed. 
He  estimated  the  revenue  of  the  year  at 
£63,920,000.     The  estimate  which  I  now 
present  would  give  us  about   £420,000 
more  than  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  I  am  not  able  to  say  that  there 
is  in  fact  any  evidence  of  sterling  or  extra- 
ordinary progress,  because  that  £420,000 
is  about  the  sum  which  at  present  appears 
to  have  been  produced  by  the  two  small 
taxes  which  were   imposed  by  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman.      We  come  now,  Sir,  to 
the  estimate  of  the  expenditure  for  the 
current  year,  the  revenue  being,  as  I  have 
said,  £64,340,000.     The  charge  of  the 
funded  and  unfunded  debt  for  the  current 
year  will  be  £28,600,000.     In  that  anm 
there   is    included  a   particular  item    of 
£400,000,  which  represents  the  last  pay- 
ment upon  a  certain  portion  of  the  Long 
Annuities,  which  will    have  to  be   made 
on  the  5th  of  January  next.     I  mention 
this  item  now  because   it  is  entirely  ex- 
ceptional in  its  character.    The  Committee 
is  aware  that  as  a  general  rule  all  divi- 
dends, whether  upon   stock  or  annuities, 
are  paid  half-yearly.     In  this  particular 
case,  however,  it  happens  that  a  certain 
considerable   portion  of  the  annuities  for 
which  the  public  is  liable,  and  which  have 
their  dividends  payable  half-yearly  in  April 
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and  October,  expires  Dot  at  the  end  of  the 
liaif- vcar,  but  at  the  end  of  the  odd  quarter, 
bo  tljjit  a  quarter's  payment  becomes  duo 
in  respect  of  that   portion  on  the  5th  of 
January  next ;  whereas,  if  the  annuities 
had  continued  to  run,   it  would  not  have 
been  made  until  the  expiration  of  the  half- 
year — namtly,  the  5th  of  April  next.   The 
effect  of  tlii.s  is  to  throw  upon  the  Ways 
and  Means  of  the  year  1 850-60  a  sum  of, 
in  round  numbers,  £400,000,  which  in  the 
regular  course  of  things  would  have  passed 
to  the  debit  of  1860-61.     The  first  result, 
therefore,  of  the  cessation  of  these  annui- 
ties is  to  impose  a  burden  upon  the  financial 
year  whicli  is  now  passing.     However,  the 
estimated  charge  for  the  funded  and  the 
unfunded  debt  is  £23,600,000  ;  that  for 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  £1,960,000;  the 
Army,  including  the  Militia,  £13,3<.>0,000; 
the  Navv,  including  the  Packet  Service, 
£12,782.000  ;  the  Civil  Service,  on  what 
are  called   the   Miscellaneous   Estimates, 
£7,825.000  ;  tlio  Revenue  Departments, 
£474.000.     The  Committee  will  observe 
that  there  is  a  very  considerable  increase 
in  the  aggregate  charge  of  the  Miscella- 
neous Estimates  as  compared  with  those 
of  last  year,  the  estimate  for  the  present 
year  being,  as  I  have  stated,  £7,825,000, 
and  that  for  last  year  not  having  exceeded 
£7,169,000.      1   may,   perhaps,   without 
attempting  to  enter  into  detail,  state  briefly 
to  the  Committee  what  are  the  principal 
items   of  this   increase.     The  Committee 
will  recollect  that  a  measure  passed  this 
House  about  two  years  ago  which  imposed 
upon  the  public  a  very  heavy  charge  in  re- 
•pect  of  the  County  Courts.     From  that 
source  we  have  an  increase   in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  of  £49,000  ;  the  con- 
stabulary  in  Ireland  shows  au  increase  of 
£36,000;   the    Vote  for  Public  Educa- 
tion, including  Art,  an  increase  of  about 
£200,000 ;  the  Vote  for  British  Columbia, 
£42,000 ;   that    for   China,   Japan,    and 
Stam,  which  is  a  new  acquaintance,  and 
IiM  not  appeared  upon  the  Estimates  be- 
fore,  £25,000 ;  the  Vote  for  the  Foreign- 
dlBea,  site  and  buildings,  £200,000,  in- 
dadiDg  howerer,  the  £130,000  which  I 
hare  jast  ipokon  of  as  repayable  from  tlic 
ladi      revenues,  if  the  arrangements  go 
rs        Last  coues  the  submarine  cable 
lii       tar  £115,000;  and  perhaps  this 
Uie  piace  at  which  I  ought  briefly  to 
to      It  subject.     The  late  Govern- 
]       entertained  a  plan  for  both  nia- 
and  laving  down   this  cable 
nd  to  Oibraltar  during  the  pre- 
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'  sent   season.     The  cost  of  those   opera- 
tions would,   it  was  estimated,  be  about 
£250,000;' and  when  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment came  into  office,  a  contract  had 
'  actuallv  been  entered  into  for  the  roanu- 
,  facture  of  what,  I  believe,  is  called  the 
I  core  of  the  cable.     The  cost  of  that  ma- 
nufacture  is  represented  by  the  sum   of 
'  £115,000  which  I  have  just  mentioned. 
I  Upon  a  consideration  of  the  whole  matter 
— which  will   be   more  conveniently   dis- 
cussed   in    detail    upon    the    Vote — and 
taking   into  consideration  as  a  main  ele- 
ment the  advanced  season  of  the  year  and 
I  the  extremely  narrow  margin  of  time,  dm-- 
i  ing  which  tolerably  fine  weather  could  bo 
reckoned  upon,  we  thought    it  would  be 
wiser  not  to  prosecute  the  plan  for  laying 
this  cable  during  the  present  season;  and, 
consequently,  a  smaller  sum  is  asked  from 
the  House  than  would  otherwise  have  been 
required.     The  sum  which  will  be  asked 
for  is  simply  the  price  of  the  cable  manu- 
factured  under  contract,  which   contract 
wo  found  in  course  of   execution   at  the 
time    we   entered    upon   the   exercise   of 
office.     The  total  of   these  items  of  in- 
crease upon  the  Miscellaneous  Estimates 
which   1   have  stated    to    the   House   is 
£667,000.     On    the   other   hand,    there 
are  some  items  of  decrease  by  which  that 
is  partially  balanced,  but  I   believe  that 
the  net  increase  in  the  amount    of   the 
Miscellaneous  Estimates  of  this  year,  as 
compared  with  those  of  the  last,  is  some- 
where between  £580,000  and  £599,000. 
Now,  if  the  Committee  will  take  the  trouble 
to  add  together  the  figures  which  I  have 
given  them,  they  will  find  that  whereas  the 
revenue  of  the  year  as  it  is   estimated 
amounts  to  £64,340,000,  the  estimated 
expenditure  will  amount  to  £69,207,000. 
Subtracting  the  smaller  from  the  larger  of 
these  sums,  the  result  is  a  gross  deficiency 
of  £4,867,000,  and  that  is  the  charge  the 
mode  of  making  provision  for  which  will 
have  to  be  considered  by  the  Committee. 
Now,  Sir,  before  1  go  into  any  particulars 
with  respect  to  the  mode  of  meeting  that 
extra  charge,  1  should  wish  briefly  td  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  one  or 
two  general  considei-ations  which  appear 
to  bear  upon   our  present  position,   and 
to  give  it  a  somewhat  pecuhar  character. 
1  think.  Sir,  that  it  is  plain  that  while 
this  is  a  time  at  which  it  will  become  the 
Committee  to  make  an  adequate  and  effec- 
tive provision  by  those  means  which  they 
shall  think  most  in  accordance  with  the  pui^ 
lie  interests  for  the  wants  of  the  year;  it  ii 
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likewise  a  time  at  which  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  should  be  rigidly  confined 
to  the  wants  of  the  year.     The  first  reason 
for  that  is,  that  no  one  can  review  the  Esti- 
mates which  I  have  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee  without  observing  that  they  hear 
in  no  inconsiderable  degree  an  exceptional 
character.       The    circumstances    out    of 
which  they  have  grown  are  full  in  the  notice 
and  in  the  knowledge  of  the  Committee  ; 
bat,  without  entering  into  detail  upon  those 
circumstances,  I  may  in  general  terms  say 
that   they  are   obviously   such  —  I  speak 
especially  of  the  state  of  affairs  abroad — 
that  if  within  the  next  six  or  twelve  months 
they  do  not  grow  worse  we  may  then  en- 
tertain a  confident  expectation  that  they 
must  grow  better.     The  Estimates  which 
haye  been  submitted  to  you  bear — I  do  not 
conceal  the  fact  —  they  bear   what  may 
so  far  be  called  an  ambiguous  character, 
that  while  they  greatly  fall  short  of  the 
sums  that  you  have  been  called  upon  to  vote 
in  time  of  war,  they  on   the   other  hand 
considerably  exceed  any  sums  which  Parlia- 
ment has  been  called  upon  to  vote  in  times 
of  peace  and  with  reference  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  peace  establishments.     If  I  take 
the  Estimates  of  the  previous  year,  1858-9, 
which  were  not  considered  to  be  low  Esti- 
mates, as  the  standard  of  comparison,   I 
find  that  they  exhibit  the  following  figures  ; 
— In  1858-9  the  sum  voted  for  the  Army 
was  £12,010,000,  and  that  for  the  Navy 
£8,890,000.     In  every  case  when  I  speak 
of  the  Army  I  include  the  Militia,  and  when 
I  speak  of  the  Navy  I  include  the  Packet 
Service.     In  the  current  year   the  Esti- 
mates  voted    for   the   Army,    instead    of 
£12,010,000,   have   been   £13,299,000; 
and  the  Estimates  voted,  and  willingly  voted 
by  the   House  for  the  Navy,  instead  of 
£8,890.000,  have  been  £12.782,000  ;  so 
that  you  have  an  increase  of  £1,288,000 
on  the  Estimates  for  the  Army,  and  of 
£3,891,000  on  those  for  the  Navy,  making 
together  an  augmentation  upon  Estimates 
which  were  themselves  high,  amounting  to 
no  less  than  about  £5,180,000.     That,  as 
I  say,  may  be   thought  to  constitute  an 
exceptional  state  of  things,  from  which  I 
draw  no  other  inference  than  this,  that  the 
present  time  is  thus  far  marked  out  to  us 
as  one  at  which  it  is  hardly  open  to  us  to 
busy  ourselves  with  extensive  prospects  or 
with   comprehensive  plans  ;   but  that  we 
ought  to  confine  ourselves  to  the  duty  of 
making  a  sufficient  and  effective  provision 
for  the  wants  of  the  year  which  has  actu- 
ally commenced.     There  are  other  circum- 


stances which  I  think  greatly  tend  to  cor- 
roborate the  same  conclusion.     Next  year 
has  already  been  marked  out  by  the  pro- 
ceedings of  previous  Parliaments  as  a  criti- 
cal one  in  the  history  of  our  finance — as  a 
year  when  it  must  be  the  obvious  duty  of 
Parliament,  whatever  political  circumstan- 
ces may  occur,  to  enter  upon  a  comprehen- 
sive review  both  of  the  system  of  taxation, 
and  also  of  the  scale  of  our  expenditure. 
I  may  remind  the  Committee  that  during 
the  next  year  the  income  tax  by  law  from 
the  5th  of  April  will  lapse.     At  the  same 
pei-iod,  according  to  the  understanding  ar- 
rived at  by  Parliament,  certain  war  duties 
on  tea  and  sugar,  which  have  been  granted 
for    a   period  of    three   years   from    the 
year  1857,    will  also    lapse.     The  disap- 
pearance of  these  duties  would  ultimately 
make  a  difference  in  the  receipts  of  the 
Treasury    of    about,   in   round  numbers, 
£8,000,000.      On  the  other  hand,  next 
year  we  have  the  advantage  of  a  falling  off 
in  the  Long  Annuities,  and  it  will  be  the 
duty   of  Parliament  to  consider  whether 
they  will  endeavour  to  signalize  the  year 
of    escape  from   so   serious  a  burden  as 
tho  constant  and  permanent  payment   of 
£2,000,000   by   something  done  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people,  or  whether  they  will 
simply    allow    those    £2,000,000    to  be 
dragged  unnoticed  into  the  general  vortex 
of  expenditure,  to  be  disposed  of  piecemeal 
in  augmentation  of  £10,000  on  this  Vote, 
£30,000    on    that,    and    £100,000    on 
another.      All   these    considerations    will 
bring  the  Committee — as  they  have  already 
brought  tho  Government — to  the  opinion 
that  the  present  is  not  a  year  in  which  we 
ought   to  enter    on  the    consideration  of 
what  is   termed  prospective  finance,   but 
that  we  ought  rather  to  bo  contented  with 
temporary,  and  I  might  say  almost  pro- 
visional   finance,    provided    it    be    sound 
and  adapted   to  the  occasion.      I  might 
also  plead  the  short  period  during  which 
we  have  held  our  offices,  which  has  made 
it  impossible  for  us,  each  in  his  own  de- 
partment, to  consider  in  what  respect  a 
reduction  of  expenditure  might  be  possi- 
ble.    We  have  come    into  office  with  a 
full   conviction   that  the  great   demands 
made   upon   the   House  for   military  Es- 
timates are  demands  both  justified   and 
required  by  tho  highest  interests  of  the 
country.    In  stating  therefore  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  amount  of  these  Estimates  and 
the  magnitude  of  the  figures  which  they 
involve,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  take  in 
respect  to  those  demands  in  any  degree  an 
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of  the  juBtiee  and  necessity  of  the  demands 
made  upon  the  puhlic  purse,  and  that  there 
nerer  was  a  time  when  they  were  more 
able  or  more  willing  to  meet  them.  I  re- 
fer it  alike  to  the  hearts  and  understand- 
ingfl  both  of  those  who  hear  me,  and  of 
those  out  of  doors  who  will  consider  our 
discussions  and  debates,  whether  we  should 
not  shrink  from  our  duty  and  disgrace  the 
memory  of  those  who  have  gone  before  us 
if  we  were  to  hesitate  to  say  that  we  will 
pro? ide  for  the  wants  of  the  day  in  which 
we  liTe,  not  in  such  a  manner  as  will  fur- 
ther embarrass  our  posterity,  but  out  of 
the  resources  immediately  at  our  com- 
mand. There  is  another  reason,  too,  not 
altogether  agreeable,  at  which  I  may 
slightly  glance.  There  will  soon  be  an- 
other public  borrower  in  the  market  with 
whom  I  have  no  desire  to  compote.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  will,  I  believe,  have  to  make  an- 
other application  to  Parliament  in  addition 
to  the  measures  already  taken,  in  order  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  Indian  service  ; 
and  if  the  Committee  will  allow  me,  I 
must  frankly  confess  that  I  would  rather 
leare  the  field  clear  to  him,  and  be  dis- 
pensed from  interfering  with  his  opera- 
tions. What  I  have  presumed  to  say  with 
regard  to  a  loan  appears  to  me  equally  ap- 
plicable to  the  more  temporary  mode  of 
borrowing  by  instruments  at  a  short  date, 
such  as  Exchequer  bills.  If  ever  there 
was  a  time  to  which  this  mode  of  borrow- 
ing was  inapplicable,  it  is  the  present,  be- 
cause its  effect  would  be,  not  to  throw 
the  burden  on  posterity,  but  upon  the  year 
1860,  which  we  shall  all  agree  is  already 
charged  to  its  very  utmost.  If,  then,  I 
have  sufficiently  got  quit  of  the  first  alter- 
native of  making  provision  by  borrowing 
for  the  deficiencies  of  the  present  year, 
and  if  we  seem  to  be  driven  by  considera- 
tions of  justice  and  policy  to  the  other 
alternative  of  looking  to  taxes  for  the 
means  of  meeting  our  expenditure,  we 
have  still  one  other  question  before  us  — 
shall  we  look  to  direct  taxation  or  to  an 
augmentation  of  our  indirect  taxes?  I 
propose  not  to  enter  into  any  elaborate  or 
detailed  inquiry,  because  I  think  a  very 
few  minutes  will  suffice  to  dispose  of  this 
portion  of  the  subject.  But,  inasmuch  as 
there  is  nothing  irrational  in  the  first  idea 
of  resorting  to  indirect  taxes  for  either  the 
total  or  the  partial  relief  of  the  exigencies 
of  the  State,  let  us  calmly  advert  in  a  few 
words  to  the  articles  upon  which  alone  it 
migfati  perhaps,  be  possible  to  think  of  ob- 


taining rapidly  and  effectually  some  consi- 
derable amount  of  revenue.  Those  arti- 
cles which  I  think  would  present  them- 
selves to  any  Finance  Minister  engaged 
in  the  disagreeable  task  of  selecting  new 
subjects  of  taxation  would,  I  think,  ordi- 
narily, be  malt,  spirits,  tea,  and  sugar.  I 
confess.  Sir,  it  is  my  own  opinion,  and  it 
is  the  opinion,  I  believe,  of  all  my  col- 
leagues, that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
propose  any  augmentation  of  the  duty  upon 
malt.  ["Hear,  hear!"  from  an  hon. 
Member  on  the  Opposition  Benches^l  I 
am  glad  to  have  given  consolation  to  at 
least  one  anxious  and  wounded  mind  ;  but 
we  must  frankly  own,  and  I  own  it  the 
more  frankly  as  I  was  the  person  who  pro- 
posed the  measure,  that  when  we  did, 
under  strong  necessity,  in  a  time  of  war, 
propose  a  great  augmentation  of  the 
malt  duty,  although  we  derived  from 
it  a  large  sum  of  money,  yet  that  sum 
of  money  did  not  altogether  answer  our 
expectations.  It  is  not  a  very  elastic 
revenue.  It  is  a  large  revenue,  but  it  does 
not  seem  susceptible  of  bearing  additional 
burdens.  On  the  whole,  therefore,  what 
seems  obviously  to  be  the  dictate  of  good 
sense  is  that  under  present  circumstances 
we  should  let  well  alone.  Well,  then,  the 
next  article  I  mentioned  was  the  article  of 
spirits,  and  I  believe  that,  judging  from 
what  I  hear  of  the  accelerated  deliverances 
from  bond  of  spirits  in  the  different  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  there  is  a  portion 
of  the  public  who  either  think  themselves, 
or  who  think  that  somebody  thinks  that 
they  are,  very  proper  subjects  of  taxation. 
I  should  bo  very  sorry  to  give  a  pledge 
which  was  intended  to  bind  futuro  years, 
because  the  principle  upon  which  the  House 
of  Common  has,  I  think,  uniformly  pro- 
ceeded with  respect  to  spirits  has  been, 
not  that  we  ought  to  lower  the  duties  upon 
them  as  much  as  we  can  consistently  with 
the  interest  of  the  revenue,  but  that  we 
ought  to  raise  the  duties  upon  them  as  much 
as  wo  can  consistently  with  the  policy  and 
necessity  of  preventing  the  growth  of  a  con- 
traband trade.  I  wish  merely  to  say,  that 
we  now  think  that  question  should  be  post- 
poned to  a  future  year.  The  Committee 
will  recollect  that  we  have  been  very  bold, 
and  I  am  thankful  to  say,  upon  the  whole, 
very  successful  for  a  series  of  years  in  our 
operations  upon  spirits.  From  the  year 
1853,  when  it  was  my  good  fortune  to 
take  the  first  step  in  that  movement,  down 
to  the  year  1858,  when  the  right  hon.  Gen-' 
tleman  opposite  put  the  last  hand  to  the 
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work  and  completely  equalized  the  spirit 
duties  in  the  three  kiugdoms,  wo  have  had 
a  number  of  successive  changes  which 
have  upon  the  whole  been,  I  think,  emi- 
nently satisfactory  in  their  results  ;  but  I 
will  give  the  general  figures  very  briefly, 
so  as  to  enable  the  Committee  to  form 
their  own  judgment.  In  the  year  1853, 
when  we  began  to  deal  with  the  spirit 
duties,  the  total  amount  in  round  num- 
bers, of  duties  collected  upon  British 
spirits — of  course  I  do  not  include  either 
colonial  spirits  or  brandv — was,  in  England, 
£3.165.000;  in  Scotland,  £1,867,000; 
in  Ireland,  £1,267.000.  In  1859  the  total 
amount  of  these  duties  collected  in  Eng- 
land was  £4,073.000,  being  an  increase 
of  £907,000.  That  was  upon  a  uniform 
duty,  and  no  change,  except  a  very  tri- 
fling adjustment,  had  taken  place  in  Eng- 
land ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  England  had 
been  deriving  supplies  from  Scotland  and 
Ireland  in  a  manner  that  it  would  be  hardly 
possible  to  show  upon  the  face  of  the  ac- 
count. England  showed  an  increase  upon 
the  face  of  the  account.  Scotland  had 
risen  from  £1,867,000  to  £2,750.000, 
showing  an  increase  of  £882,000;  Ireland 
from  £1,267,000  to  £2,364,000,  showing 
an  increase  of  £1,097,000.  The  general 
result  has  been  that  from  this  most  legiti- 
mate source  of  taxation  we  have  had  an 
increase  between  1853  and  1859  as  follows: 
—The  total  in  1853  was  £6.301,000, 
and  the  total  in  1859  was  £9.188,000,  or 
an  augmentation  of  £2,887,000,  which  I 
trust  we  may  look  on  substantially  as  a 
real  addition — without  a  single  moral  draw- 
back attending  it,  but  rather  the  reverse 
—to  the  amount  of  the  permanent  revenue 
of  the  country.  After  making  due  allow- 
ance for  the  progress  of  the  population  in 
the  three  kingdoms.  I  think  we  may  say 
that  from  £1,000,000  to  £1,200,000  of 
that  sum  has  been  due  to  the  augmentation 
of  duty  imposed  by  Parliament  in  suc- 
cessive years  upon  the  kingdoms  of  Scot- 
land and  Ireland.  Considering,  however, 
with  what  difficulty  the  whole  subject  of 
the  spirit  duty  has  been  attended  in  Ire- 
laud;  considering  how  recent,  how  great, 
and  how  rapid  havo  been  the  augmenta- 
tions of  duty  in  that  country,  for  they  have 
hardly  had  a  single  year's  rest — Chan- 
cellors of  the  Exchequer  from  time  to  time 
have  been  so  anxious  toget  back  upon  them, 
and  considering  that  at  this  moment  our  suc- 
cess has  been  complete,  so  that  we  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  a  contraband  trade 
has  received  any   stimulus;  but,   on    the 
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other  hand,  considering  how  short  an  ex- 
perience of  a  few  months  is  for  determin- 
ing a  matter  so  serious  as  that, — I  mean 
the  question  whether  there  is  a  danger  of 
stimulating  the  creation  of  a  new  contra- 
band trade  on  a  greatly  extended  scale; 
considering  these  things,  we  are  certainly 
of  opinion  that  it  would  be  unwise,  and,  at 
all  events,  premature,  to  raise  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  any  question  with  respect  to 
the  general  increase  of  the  spirit  duty 
through  the  three  kingdoms.  With  regard 
to  a  particular  increase  to  take  effect  in 
England,  or  in  England  and  Scotland  and 
not  in  Ireland,  whatever  the  yield  to  the 
Treasury  might  be,  it  would  be  decidedly  a 
measure  of  retrogression  and  not  of  im- 
provement. That  is  a  step  which  I  think 
that  we  should  not,  under  any  circum- 
stances, be  disposed  to  take.  Therefore, 
Sir.  malt  gives  us  no  hope,  and  spirits 
yield  us  no  means  of  replenishing  the  pub- 
lic treasury.  Now,  what  are  we  to  say  of 
the  more  important  and  more  vital  articles 
of  tea  and  sugar  ?  I  have  presumed  to 
impress  upon  the  Committee  the  opinion 
that  we  are  dealing  at  present  not  with  a 
prospective  and  permanent  finance,  but 
with  the  finance  of  the  moment;  that  we 
are  making  provision  for  the  year;  that 
we  do  not  wish  to  tie  the  hands  of  Parlia- 
ment, if  we  can  avoid  it,  with  reference  to 
anything  that  may  take  place  in  future 
years;  that  we  wish  that  Parliament  when 
it  meets  again  after  the  recess  should  be 
in  a  condition  to  face  as  a  whole  the  great 
and  serious  question  of  revenue  and  ex- 
penditure that  it  will  then  have  to  meet. 
But  if  these  considerations  be  jo8t»  they 
form  a  most  powerful  argument  against 
meddling  at  the  present  moment  with  the 
indirect  taxes  of  the  country,  because  you 
cannot^touch  one  of  these  indirect  taxesy  and 
especially  you  cannot  touch  the  taxea  that 
are  derived  from  tropical  articles,  without 
greatly  interfering  with  the  course  of  trade. 
You  may  tax  your  malt,  you  may  tax 
your  home-made  spirits ;  you  then  inter- 
fere with  trade  ;  but  you  interfere  with 
trade  far  more  if  you  touch  sugar,  or  if 
you  touch  tea  that  has  to  be  brought  from 
what  I  may  call  the  extremities  of  the 
earth.  I  do  not  speak  now  of  the  interests 
of  the  consumer.  I  speak  simply  at  this 
momeut  of  the  interests  of  trade,  and  I  say 
it  would  be  contrary  to  those  wise  and  cir- 
cumspect rules  which  govern  the  proceed* 
ings  of  Parliament  in  regard  tQ  its  fiscal 
legislation,  if  they  were  to  permit  them- 
selves to  interfere  with  those  great  and 
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eapital  irades  of  tlio  country  for  the  pur- 
pose of  supplying  what  we  must  call  a 
momentary  derangement.     But  there  are 
other  reasons  which,  I  confess,  amount  for 
me  to  a  demonstration,  and  more  than  a  de- 
monstration, upon  this  subject.     It  is  un- 
doubtedly true — I  have  already  mentioned  to 
the  Committee  by  anticipation  the  deliver- 
ances of  spirit — that  the  deliverances  of  tea 
and  sugar  within  the  last  few  weeks  from 
bond  have  been  very  large  indeed.     I  do 
not  know  whether  those  deliverances  show 
confidence  or  a  want  of  confidence,  but  at 
any  rate  I  will  proceed  to  lay  as  well  as  I 
can   an   argument,  which  appears  to    be 
conclusive,  against  raising  the  duties  on 
those     articles,    before    the     Committee. 
When  we   deal  with  a  question  between 
direct  and  indirect  taxation,  we  deal  to  a 
certain  extent — imperfectly  and  roughly  no 
doubt  the  distinction  is  taken,  but  still  it  is 
in  fact  and  in  substance  a  tiiio  distinction 
—we  deal  to  a  certain  extent  with  a  ques- 
tion between  a  rich  man  and  a  poor  man. 
All  classes  are  aflfected   by  taxation,  but 
direct  taxation  falls  upon  the  middle  and 
wealthy    classes,  while   indirect    taxation 
weighs  with  much  more  serious  pressure 
upon  the   poor  and  labouring  man.     This 
was  felt  by  Parliament  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Russian  war,  and  in  the  effort 
which  it  made  in  successive  years  to  meet 
a  large   portion    of  the  demands  of  that 
war  by  means  of  new  taxes  it  carefully  ob- 
served the  maintenance  of  a  due  relation 
between  the  amounts  of  direct  and  indirect 
taxation.     And  I  think,  without  going  into 
minute  particulars,  I  may  say  that  it  was 
the  determination  of  Parliament,  as  evinced 
by  its  act,  that  of  that  portion  of  the  war 
expenditure  which  was  to  be  drawn  from 
taxes,  the    greater  part  should  be  taken 
from  direct  taxes,  and  the  lesser  part  from 
indirect  taxes.     But  now  let  us  see  what 
has  happened  since  the  close  of  the  war. 
The  war   closed  in  the  month  of  March, 
1856,    at  the   beginning  of  the  financial 
year,  but  the  finance  of  the  year  1856-7, 
although  it  was  a  year  of  peace,  was  not, 
and    could   not    be,  a  finance   of  peace, 
because  it  was  a  year  of  transition,  and, 
in    fact,    a   great   part   of   it    was    con- 
sumed   in    bringing     home     the    arma- 
ments   from   the  Crimea.     That   year  in 
fact,  was   a   year  of   war   more    than    a 
year  of  peace  so  far  as  the  expenditure 
was  concerned.     But  in  1857-8  began  a 
finance  of  peace,   and   a  reduction   to   a 
peace  establishment.    Mj  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 


partment (Sir  George  Lewis)  found  him- 
self under  the  necessity,  with  reference  to 
the  demands  of  the  public  service  in  that 
year,  of  keeping  up  a  portion  of  war  taxa- 
tion. Had  war  taxation  been  entirely  re- 
moved on  the  31  St  of  March,  1857,  the 
duty  on  sugar  of  the  lowest  class  would 
have  gone  down  to  98,  6d,  per  cwt.,  the 
duty  on  tea  would  have  gone  down  to  Is, 
per  lb.,  and  the  tax  on  incomes  would  have 
gone  down  to  5d.  in  the  pound.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  finding  the  necessity  for  fur- 
ther income  and  a  partial  retention  of  war 
taxation  in  order  to  meet  the  scale  of  ex- 
penditure which  had  been,  or  was  to  be 
sanctioned,  maintained  that  portion  of 
taxation  distributed  between  its  two  main 
heads.  He  requested  Parliament  to  con- 
tinue a  modified  part  of  the  extra  duties 
on  tea  and  sugar ;  but  he  likewise  retained 
2d,  in  the  pound  on  incomes,  which  would 
have  dropped  if  the  Act  of  1853  had  been 
suffered  to  take  its  full  effect.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  obtained  from  Parliament  the 
continuance  of  those  extra  tea  and  sugar 
duties  from  April,  1857,  to  March,  1860, 
or  a  period  of  about  three  years,  and  the 
result  has  been  as  follows: — We  have 
kept  up  a  certain  portion  of  war  income 
tax,  that  is  to  say  the  imposition  of  2d.  in 
the  pound  which  would  have  lapsed  under 
the  Act  of  1853,  and  which  yielded  two 
millions  of  money.  But  that  we  kept  up 
for  one  year  only,  from  April,  1857,  to 
March,  1858.  In  the  financial  vear  1858-9 
the  income  tax  went  down  to  the  limit 
which  was  provided  for  in  the  Act  of  1853, 
but  the  tea  and  sugar  duties  continued  at 
the  limit  at  which  they  were  fixed  for  a 
period  of  three  years  by  the  Act  of  1857. 
The  result  is  shortly  this — if  we  look  at 
the  three  years  1857-60,  during  those 
three  years  we  shall  have  raised,  of  what 
must  be  regarded  as  temporary  war  taxa- 
tion, two  millions  only  from  direct  taxation 
in  the  shape  of  income  tax,  and  three  mil- 
lions a  year  from  tea  and  sugar,  or  nine 
millions  of  indirect  taxation.  If  that  be  a 
true  state  of  the  account,  and  I  believe  it 
cannot  be  impeached,  then,  I  say,  what- 
ever may  have  been  the  anticipations  of 
the  public  out  of  doors,  whatever  the  pa- 
tience of  the  traders  or  of  the  consumers, 
it  would,  in  the  view  of  the  Government, 
be  a  positive  breach  of  duty,  and  an  act  of 
gross  injustice  towards  the  consumers,  if 
at  this  moment  we  were  to  ask  you  to  add 
one  single  shilling  to  the  imposition  on  tea 
and  sugar.  But  if  it  be  not  slaying  the 
slain  to  pursue  that  question  further,  I 
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would  likewise  remind  the  Committee  of 
the  poaition  in  which  we  stand  for  raising 
money  at  this  moment  hj  Customs  and 
Excise  duties.  Customs  and  Excise  duties 
are  very  convenient  in  one  point  of  view — 
namely,  that  you  hegin  to  get  the  duty  the 
very  night  you  make  the  financial  state- 
ment, and  if  vou  make  the  financial  state- 
ment  just  after  the  close  of  the  financial 
year  you  get  twelve  months'  duty  for 
twelve  months'  taxes.  But  what  is  our 
case  now  ?  We  might  resort  to  the  odious 
course  of  laying  on  3d.,  or  id,,  or  5d,  a 
pound  on  tea,  and  3«.,  is.,  or  5$.  per  cwt. 
on  sugar,  but  we  should  not  get  twelve 
months'  duty.  Three  and  a  half  months 
are  irrecoverably  gone  and  counted  with 
the  past.  One  and  a  half  month  more 
have  already  been  forestalled  by  payments 
in  anticipation.  At  this  moment  the  Ex- 
chequer of  the  country  is  richer  than  it 
ought  to  be  by  upwards  of  a  million  of  money 
in  duties  on  tea  and  sugar,  which  have  been 
paid  in  advance,  earlier  than  they  would 
have  been  paid  in  the  natural  and  ordinary 
course  of  trade,  by  parties  who  supposed 
that  it  might  be  the  possible  pleasure  of 
Parliament  to  enact  an  increase  of  those 
duties.  That  being  so,  we  arrive,  Sir,  at 
a  point  which  can  be  easily  anticipated. 
[Laughter,]  The  divining  faculty  of  an 
intelligent  audience  altogether  outruns 
either  the  power  or  necessity  of  a  detailed 
statement.  It  only  remains  to  consider 
whot  we  shall  do  with  the  income  tax.  The 
income  tax,  as  I  conceive,  was  introduced 
into  our  fiscal  legislation  for  two  great  pur- 
poses and  at  two  different  periods.  The 
one  was  to  effect  permanent  and  salutary 
reforms  in  our  commercial  and  fiscal  sys- 
tem, and  the  other  was  to  meet  in  the 
manner  the  most  efficacious  sudden  public 
exigencies.  I  wish  it  had  been  my  fate  to 
ask  the  Committee  to  vote  an  augmen- 
tation of  the  income  tax  for  the  former 
rather  than  for  the  latter  of  these  cir- 
cumstances. I  trust  that  the  day  may 
yet  come  when,  if  the  income  tax  is  to 
be  continued.  Parliament  will  recollect 
that  it  derived  no  small  part  of  its  pass- 
port as  a  peace  tax  to  the  public  favour 
or  public  endurance  for  this,  that  it 
was  associated,  as  it  has  been,  with  other 
changes  of  the  law  productive  of  the  widest 
and  most  permanent  social  benefits.  This 
other  purpose,  however,  of  meeting  great 
public  exigencies  and  extraordinary  demands 
on  the  public  purse — that  is,  demands  extra- 
ordinary in  amount  yet  strictly  referable  to 
current  wants — although  it  be  not  one  so 
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pleasant  to  entertain,  yet  is  it  one  equally 
legitimate,  and  I  put  it  broadly,  that  in  a 
case  like  this,  where,  for  the  dignity, 
honour,  and  safety  of  the  country  we  are 
called  upon  to  make  great  and  rapid  efforts 
in  the  augmentation  and  extension  of  our 
defences,  the  income  tax  is  beyond  all 
others  the  regular  and  legitimate  resource 
to  which  to  resort.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Committee  would  like  me  to  lay  before 
them  any  facts  with  regard  to  the  condition 
of  the  income  tax,  and  the  expectation  the 
country  has  entertained  that  it  might  be 
found  practicable  at  a  period  now  approach- 
ing to  part  with  it.  I  do  not  speak  of  the 
augmentation  which  I  am  about  to  propose, 
but  I  speak  of  the  income  tax  with  refer- 
ence to  its  acquiring  a  place  of  permanence 
in  finance.  In  the  year  1853  there  was  an 
expectation  that  the  revenue  of  this  coun- 
try would  BO  thrive  under  the  system  which 
had  been  in  operation  that  we  should  be 
able  to  dispense  in  seven  years  with  the 
aid  of  the  income  tax  as  an  ordinary  tax 
for  the  purpose  of  national  income  ;  and, 
so  far  as  depends  upon  the  revenue  of  the 
country,  and  the  simple  consideration  of  the 
revenue,  that  expectation  has  been  entirely 
fulfilled.  If  I  go  to  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  as  it  was  in  1853,  and  if  I  com- 
pare that  expenditure  with  the  present 
revenue,  there  is  not  an  expectation 
which  was  held  out  in  1853  (I  do  not 
speak  of  details,  but  I  speak  of  general 
results)  which  has  not  been  more  than 
satisfied  and  fulfilled.  In  185?  the  re- 
venue was  £59,02^,000,  and  the  expendi- 
ture £55,769,000.  In  the  year  1859-60 
— taking,  of  course,  the  estimated  revenue 
— the  revenue  is  £64,340,000,  showing  a 
growth  of  £5,316,000  in  revenue,  which 
is  a  sum  as  large  as  an  income  tax  of  5d, 
in  the  pound.  But  that  is  not  all.  We 
must  balance  our  revenue  with  expenditure. 
The  expenditure  in  1853  was  £55.769,000. 
The  estimated  expenditure  of  1859-60  is 
£69,207,000 ;  so  that  while  our  rerenue 
has  been  growing  £5,316,000  our  expen- 
diture has  grown  £13,438,000,  and  that  is 
a  very  simple,  transparent,  and  conclusive 
explanation  of  the  difficulties  with  regard 
to  parting  with  the  income  tax.  When  I 
say  that  the  revenue  has  increased  to  the 
extent  of  £5,316,000, 1  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  that  is  entirely  independent 
of  the  advantage  next  year  from  tlie  falling 
in  of  £2,146,000  Long  Annuities,  which, 
indeed,  increases  the  revenue  up  to 
£7,000,000,  being  enough,  as  I  can  show 
if  we  go  into  details,  to  enable  na  to  part 
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both  with  the  iDCome  tax  of  5d,  in  the 
poundi  and  likewise  with  the  war  duties 
on  tea  and  sugar  if  only  our  expenditure 
had  not  increased.  That  is  the  simple 
eMe»  which  at  a  future  time,  if  it  is 
thought  right,  I  will  display  in  more  de- 
tail ;  hut  I  pledge  myself  that,  taking  the 
rerenno  as  it  stands  and  is  estimated  to 
he,  there  would  not  have  been  the  slightest 
diffioalty  in  dispensing  both  with  the  income 
tax  and  the  remaining  war  taxes  on  tea  and 
BQgar,  if  it  had  not  been  that  the  exigencies 
of  the  public  service,  as  stated  from  time 
to  time,  have  created  new  calls,  which  of 
eonrse  must  be  met  by  resorting  to  corres- 
ponding Uxation.  Well,  Sir,  £4,867,000 
was  the  sum  which  I  ventured  to  state  to 
the  Committee  as  the  gross  deficiency 
which  we  shall  have  to  meet.  But  there 
is  a  question  which  I  am  about  briefly  to 
open,  and  a  source  from  which  (without 
exposing  ourselves  to  any  objection  which 
applies  to  borrowing,  and  without  incon- 
Teniently  interfering  with  the  course  of 
trade  or  private  interest)  we  may  yet  draw 
a  limited  sum  in  alleviation  of  the  public 
burdens.  It  is  a  source  not  altogether 
new  to  this  House,  because  it  has  been 
mentioned  from  time  to  time  by  Chancel- 
lors of  the  Exchequer,  and  it  has  always 
been  felt  that  the  time  would  come  when 
some  proposal  on  the  subject  would  be 
made.  I  refer  to  what  is  called  the  system 
of  malt  credits.  It  is  known  to  a  large 
portion  of  the  Committee  that  there  is  a 
peculiarity  in  the  collection  of  the  malt 
and  hop  duties.  I  will  not  touch  upon  the 
latter,  because  the  case  is  peculiar,  and 
the  amount  involved  small ;  I  will  deal 
exclusively  with  the  duties  on  malt,  and 
speaking  roughly  there  is  a  credit  of  nearly 
six  months  which  is  given  to  the  maltster 
by  the  public,  the  effect  of  which  is  that  he 
makes  his  malt,  disposes  of  his  malt,  and  is 
paid  for  his  malt  in  general,  or  at  least  if 
he  is  not,  it  is  his  own  fault,  before  he  is 
called  on  to  pay  tho  duty,  or,  in  other 
words,  to  a  considerable  extent  the  public 
find  capital  for  the  malsters.  This,  with 
the  slight  exception  of  tho  hop  duties,  is 
altogether  an  exceptional  privilege.  The 
distiller  of  spirits,  directly  after  the  spirits 
are  gauged  and  the  gauging  officer  has 
eompleted  his  round,  is  called  upon  to  pay 
the  duty.  A  delay  of  five  or  six  weeks  is 
all  that  takes  place  in  the  payments  of  the 
distillers  of  spirits  and  the  makers  of 
paper;  and  in  point  of  fact  the  duty  is 
paid  as  soon  as  the  collector  can  make  out 
the  charge.     The  Government  give  them 


no  credit,  but  they  require  them  to  pay  the 
duty  to  the  revenue  officer  when  he  pre- 
sents his  account.  In  the  case  of  the  malt 
distiller  there  is  a  clear  term  of  eighteen 
weeks,  which,  added  to  the  other  aix  weeks 
taken  for  making  out  the  accounts,  makes  a 
delay  of  nearly  six  months.  In  former 
times  it  was  felt  that  these  questions  had 
an  importance  in  relation  to  the  system  of 
protection  and  the  dependenoe  of  the  agri- 
culturist upon  the  prices  that  barley  fetched 
in  the  market.  It  was  thought,  and  with 
some  colour  of  reason,  that  this  system  of 
supplying  capital  to  the  man  who  buys 
barley  from  tho  farmer  had  a  tendency  to 
augment  the  price  of  barley  to  the  pur« 
chasers.  It  certainly  did  tend  to  break  up 
the  malt  trade,  and  to  bring  many  compe- 
titors into  the  market.  But  we  have,  I 
hope,  long  outlived  the  day  when  any  con- 
sideration of  that  kind,  arising  out  of  arti- 
ficial interests,  either  could,  would,  or  ought 
to  be  entertained.  The  system  of  finding 
capital  for  traders  on  tho  part  of  the  public 
is  in  principle  a  bad  system,  and  being  bad 
it  has  also  this  second  bad  feature,  that  it 
is  an  exceptional  system,  being  a  privilege 
granted  to  some  and  not  to  others.  There- 
fbre  the  Government  are  of  opinion  that 
the  time  has  come  when  this  system  may 
be  safely  modified — I  don't  say  abolished 
altogether,  because  a  sudden  abolition  of 
such  a  system  would  derange  the  trade, 
and  run  tho  risk  of  hampering  the  opera- 
tions of  private  parties,  whose  resources 
might  not  bo  large,  and  that  would  be  ex- 
tremely objectionable.  My  proposal  is, 
therefore,  to  deal  with  the  malt  credits,  but* 
to  deal  with  them  in  tho  mildest  manner. 
Of  the  eighteen  weeks  now  allowed  we 
propose  to  take  away  six,  leaving  twelve. 
I  do  not  say  that  there  might  not  be  a 
further  measure  in  the  same  direction  at  a 
future  time,  and  after  matters  have  been 
adjusted  to  the  present  change  ;  but  this  I 
do  say,  that  I  am  most  unwilling  to  give 
grounds  for  complaint,  and  in  proposing  to 
abridge  these  six  weeks  from  the  credit 
giv<en  in  the  case  of  malt  we  also  propose 
that  you  should  incur  the  very  small  ex- 
pense of  allowing  the  malster  a  discount 
at  tho  rate  of  4  per  cent,  on  the  payments 
made  under  the  proposed  system  at  an 
earlier  period  than  he  has  been  accustomed 
to  make  them,  so  that  tho  shortening  his 
credit  would  be  a  matter  limited  in  extent, 
and  as  far  as  possible  reduced  to  the  con- 
dition of  a  banking  transaction.  Of  course 
in  future  years  there  would  be  no  operation 
of  discount^  and  the  oredit  would  stand  re- 


1407 


The  Budget^ 


{COMMONS}        Financial  Statement.      1408 


cluced  to  whatever  Parliament  might  de- 
termine. 1  will  not  trouble  the  Committee 
with  the  intricacies  of  tho  arrangements 
under  which  tho  malt  duties  are  collected, 
and  under  which  tho  year  is  divided  into 
certain  periods,  tho  malt  is  gauged,  and 
the  duty  charged  and  collected  from  the 
malster.  But  tho  effect  of  reducing  six 
weeks  from  the  credit  allowed  to  the 
malster  will  be  to  bring  into  tho  Exchequer, 
and  not  only  that,  but  to  bring  into  the 
Exchequer  before  tho  1st  of  April  next, 
the  sum  of  £780,000,  which,  if  the  pre- 
sent course  of  collection  were  adhered  to, 
would  not  find  its  way  there  before  the 
following  financial  year.  In  point  of  fact, 
the  public  have  £2,500,000  out  on  loan 
to  the  maltster,  of  which  I  propose  to 
tako  up,  by  a  Resolution  I  shall  submit,  a 
sum  something  short  of  £800,000.  Well, 
that  is  a  deduction,  as  far  as  it  goes,  from 
the  rather  formidable  figure  of  the  deficiency 
that  we  have  to  supply.  That  deficiency,  it 
will  be  recollected,  I  s'tated  at  £4,867,000, 
and  the  deduction  of  £780,000  will  mako 
it  stand  at  something  over  £4,000,000. 
That  sum  we  propose  to  raise  by  an  aug- 
mentation of  tne  income  tax.  The  present 
rate  of  the  incorao  tax  is  5d,  in  the  pound. 
We  propose  an  addition  of  4c2.  in  tho  pound. 
An  addition  of  4d.  in  the  pound  would  yield 
something  over  £4,000,000  of  money.  In 
making  an  addition  of  that  kind,  it  will  be 
necessary  of  course  to  reintroduce  tho  dis- 
tinction between  incomes  above  £150  and 
incomes  under  £150;  because  that  distinc- 
tion was  originally  introduced  when  the  rate 
was  at  7d,,  and  was  allowed  to  drop  when 
it  fell  to  5d, ;  but  when  it  goes  above  7d., 
tako  it  for  granted  there  cannot  be  a  doubt 
that  the  distinction  must  be  reintroduced. 
I  think  it  will  also  be  the  feeling  and  dis- 
position of  the  Committee  that  any  addi- 
tional rate  laid  on  incomes  between  £100 
and  £150  should  be  rather  lightly  laid  in 
reference  to  sudden  calls  of  this  kind,  so  as 
to  give  what,  in  commercial  phraseology,  I 
may  call  the  turn  in  their  favour.  There- 
fore, what  I  propose  is,  that  the  4d,  laid 
upon  the  general  mass  of  the  income-tax 
payers  should  stop  at  incomes  of  £150, 
and  that  in  lieu  of  4<2.  in  the  pound  paid 
by  incomes  above  £150,  the  rate  of  l^c^. 
in  the  pound  should  be  laid  upon  incomes 
under  £150.  But  1  must  frankly  admit 
that  my  proposal  is,  that  tho  whole  of  tho 
addition  to  the  income  tax,  which  is  voted 
for  the  aerfioe  of  the  jfoar,  shall  be  made 
appi  Id  to  tlie  aervice  of  the  year  by 
1         on  the  flnt  htlf-yearly  paj- 
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ment.  It  is,  I  take  it,  the  clear  sense 
of  the  Committee  that  on  this  occasion 
we  ought  to  pay  our  way.  It  is  also  tho 
clear  sense  of  the  Committee,  if  I  ga- 
ther it  rightly,  that  we  ought  to  pay  our 
way  without  resorting  to  indirect  taxation. 
Having  done  what  I  am  able  towards  a  re- 
duction of  the  deficiency  by  a  limitation  of 
the  malt  credits,  I  still  find  £4,000,000  of 
money  staring  me  in  the  face.  And  if  I 
am  to  have  that  money  for  the  service  of 
the  year,  it  must  be  in  the  Exchequer  be- 
fore the  Ist  of  April,  nor  can  it  be,  by  any 
means  that  I  am  aware  of,  in  the  Exche- 
quer before  the  1st  of  April,  unless  it  is 
made  leviable  in  one  single  payment,  on 
the  first  assessment  or  charge,  after  the 
Resolution  shall  be  adopted  by  the  House. 
[Murmurs,]  I  wish  to  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee, if  they  will  hear  me,  exactly  how 
the  payments  will  stand.  I  wish  to  show 
the  Committee  what  it  is  the  tax-gatherer 
will  ask  for,  the  next  time  he  shows  what  I 
suppose  we  must  call  his  ill-omened  visage 
at  the  taxpayer's  door.  The  efifect  of  my 
proposal  is  to  place  an  addition  of  lid.  in 
the  pound  upon  all  incomes  under  £150, 
and  upon  all  above  £150  an  addition  of 
6|d.,  or  at  the  rate,  annually,  of  I3d.  on 
incomes  above  £150.  But  the  first  half- 
yearly  payment  of  the  taxpayers  whose  in- 
come is  under  £150  a  year  will  be  at  4d. 
in  the  pound.  The  remaining  liability  for 
income  tax  for  1859-60  will  stand  exactly 
as  it  does  now,  at  2^d,  for  both  classes. 
So  that  the  first  half-yearly  payment  will 
be  6^d.  on  incomes  above  J&150,  and 
4d.  on  incomes  under  £150,  or  at  the 
rate  of  13<i.  in  the  year  on  incomes  over 
£150,  and  8d,  on  incomes  under  £150. 
The  result  will  be  that  the  tax  will 
bring  into  the  Exchequer  the  sum  of 
£4,340,000.  Adding  that  to  the  sum 
of  £780,000  which  the  malt  credito  will 
bring  in,  the  total  will  be  £5,120,000 
Now,  the  deficit,  as  I  have  already  stated 
to  the  Committee,  is  £4,867,000,  and  de- 
ducting that  sum  from  the  Ways  and  Means 
which  have  thus  become  available,  there 
remains  a  surplus  of  £253,000.  It  will 
naturally  be  observed  that  this  surplus  is 
very  small,  but  I  should  wish  to  say  a  word 
to  the  Committee  on  that  point.  I  have 
already  pointed  out  to  the  Committee  that 
there  is  a  charge  of  £400,000  which  we 
must  be  prepared  to  meet  in  Jannary,  which 
legally  falls  to  the  charge  of  tliis  year,  bat 
falls  to  it  by  an  accident,  and  which  really 
belongs  in  the  ordinary  arrangement  of 
our  finances,  not  to  this  but  the  foUowing 
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year.  That  being  so,  I  do  not  consider 
that  I  am  bound  to  raise  taxes  for  such  n 
BQm  as  that.  Tho  whole  question  is  whe- 
ther it  is  a  sum  that  can  be  conveniently 
met  OQt  of  the  public  balances,  and  if  the 
Committee  will  permit  me  I  will  state  how 
the  public  balances  have  stood  lately,  how 
they  now  stand,  and  what  they  are  likely 
to  be  at  the  close  of  the  financial  year. 
On  the  30th  of  June,  1859,  the  balances 
for  the  financial  year  were  £5,016,000. 
But  on  the  1st  of  April,  1859,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  financial  year,  they  stood 
at  £7,789,000.  In  the  course  of  the  year 
it  18  calculated  that  there  will  be  several 
additions  to  the  balances  from  a  probable 
excess  of  repayments  over  outgoings  for 
public  works,  to  the  extent  of  £500,000. 
The  surplus  revenue  I  have  estimated  at 
£253,000,  and  these  sums  will  make  alto- 

g ether  £8,542,000.  From  that  you  will 
ave  to  deduct  £2,000,000.  Exchequer 
bonds  paid  off  on  the  8th  May,  in  conse- 
quence, as  I  have  no  doubt,  of  the  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament  and  there  being  no  op- 
portunity to  consider  whether  any  provi- 
sion ought  to  be  made  for  thorn.  Deduct- 
ing these  £2.000,000,  the  probable  ha- 
lances  on  the  1st  of  April,  1860,  will  be 
£6,542,000.  That  is  an  ampio  amount, 
and  more  than  is  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  coming  year,  because  the  subsequent 
quarter  will  bo  relieved  in  this  respect  to 
no  less  an  extent  than  £1,000,000  in  con- 
sequence of  tho  lapse  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  terminable  annuities.  That,  1  think, 
is  the  statement  which  I  have  to  make  to 
the  Committee.  1  shall  not,  of  course,  ask 
the  Committee  to  come  to  any  material 
vote  to-night.  It  will  be  for  the  Committee 
to  consider  when  they  will  like  to  resume 
the  discussion  of  the  subject.  If  I  antici- 
pate their  wishes  rightly,  they  will  pro- 
bably desire  to  choose  a  very  early  day  in 
reference  to  the  state  of  the  weather,  of 
the  Session,  and  some  other  considerations 
that  are  better  to  be  reflected  on  than 
named.  I  shall  only  propose  to-night  a 
formal  vote  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  I 
shall  lay  on  the  table  the  Resolutions  hav- 
ing reference  to  the  income  tax  and  the 
malt  credits.  Now  let  me  add  another  word 
before  I  sit  down.  I  know  I  have  made  a 
great  demand  on  tho  generosity  and  pa- 
triotism of  this  Committee  ;  but  do  not  bo 
repelled  from  considering  that  demand  by 
the  fact,  which  we  all  know,  that  it  is  dis- 
agreeable to  us  individually,  and  docs  not 
tend  to  promote  our  popularity  as  a  Par- 
liament, to  augment  the  burdens  of  the 

VOL.  CLIV.  [third   SEllIER.] 


people.  Look  at  the  charge  you  have  in- 
curred, and  the  Estimates  you  have  voted. 
Consider,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  make 
the  appeal,  that  neither  the  honour  nor  re- 
sponsibility of  these  Estimates  are  mainly 
ours.  Our  duty  has  mainly  been  to  take 
over  the  Estimates  framed  for  us  by  our 
predecessors,  but  yet  we  have  taken  them 
over  not  in  the  mere  discharge  of  formal 
official  duty,  but  with  a  ready  warmth  and 
a  conscientious  assent.  But  there  stand 
the  Estimates.  There  is  the  charge  you 
have  placed  on  the  public  Treasury.  How 
will  you  meet  it  ?  Do  not  allow  yourselves 
to  be  swayed  by  considerations  of  what 
might  be  merely  agreeable.  Ask  your- 
selves whether  you  have  really  performed 
your  duty  by  simply  fixing  the  expenditure 
of  the  ensuing  year,  as  has  been  done  in 
the  main  and  is  likely  to  be  entirely  done 
so,  at  a  sum  of  £69,000,000.  If  you 
have  performed  your  duty  in  that,  there  is 
another  duty  not  less  transparently  clear — 
namely,  that  you  should  make  adequate 
provision  to  meet  that  charge  ;  and,  in- 
stead of  ascribing  to  the  great  English 
people  a  childish  impatience  to  meet  ne- 
cessary demands,  with  which  they  were 
never  chargeable,  I,  on  the  contrary,  shall 
rely  on  their  unyielding,  inexhaustible 
energy,  and  generous  patriotism,  and  shall 
be  confident  that  they  will  never  shrink 
from  or  refuse  any  burden  required  in 
order  to  sustain  the  honour  and  provide 
for  the  security  of  the  country.  With  that 
conviction  I  shall  conclude  by  proposing  a 
formal  Vote  to  the  effect  that  £7,000,000 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  for  the  public  service. 
Resolution  ctgreed  to. 

Re80lvedf1\ivX^  towards  making  good  the  Sup- 
ply granted  to  Iler  Majesty,  the  sum  of  £7,000,000 
be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE. 
QUER  :  The  next  Resolution  I  shall  only 
lay  on  the  table.  When  will  it  be  conve- 
nient to  consider  it  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  at  first  he 
was  about  to  suggest  Friday ;  but  as  he 
afterwards  recollected  that  Thursday  was 
now  a  Government  night,  he  would  suggest 
Thursday. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  he 
would  nut  at  that  time  enter  upon  the 
question  of  tho  income  tax,  but  he  wished 
to  know  if  the  expenditure  mentioned  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  having 
occurred  last  year  was  the  real  bona  fide 
expenditure  of  the  jear,  or  was  it  only 

2  /. 


1411 


Tha  Budget^ 


[  C OMM ON S  !         FinnmM  Statement,       1412 


that  which  Imd  been  brought  into  tho  cnsh 
account  ?  lie  mentioned  thnt  because  he 
had  Eomotimes  found  discrepancies  as  great 
as  a  million  and  a  half  between  the  Chan- 
cellor's statement  and  that  which  was 
afterwards  certified  by  the  auditors. 

Tub  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  there  was  no  doubt  often  a 
groat  difference  between  the  accounts  as 
they  were  first  presented  and  as  they  were 
found  finally  to  stand.  All  he  had  to  say 
was,  that  the  accounts  were  made  up  in 
tho  same  manner  as  in  former  years  ;  and 
ho  might  add,  it  was  impossible  to  make 
them  up  otherwise,  with  expenses  such  as 
ours  scattered  over  the  whole  world.  But 
he  believed  in  this  matter  of  discrepancy 
one  year  balanced  tho  other. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  there  was  one  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement 
which  was  liable  to  be  misunderstood.  Ho 
had  stated  that  at  the  Michaelmas  quarter 
the  public  would  have  to  pay  4d.  or  2^d, 
in  the  pound,  and  in  the  following  April 
only  2^d,  in  the  pound.  He  did  not  think 
that  quite  represented  the  fact.  They  all 
knew  the  old  story  of  the  landlord  who 
made  a  deduction  from  his  tenant's  rent  of 
10  per  cent  at  Lady-day  and  10  per  cent 
at  Michaelmas,  and  then  endeavoured  to 
persuade  John  that  he  had  remitted  20  per 
cent  on  the  year's  rent.  How  stood  the 
facts  here  ?  In  the  case  of  the  dividends 
and  rents  there  would  bo  two  levyings  of 
taxes  in  the  two  half-years. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER explained  that  the  income  tax  was 
charged  on  the  annual  assessment,  and  tho 
whole  payment  of  4d,  in  the  pound  would 
be  taken  in  one  half-year.  With  regard  to 
dividends  and  official  salaries,  which  were 
received  half-yearly,  of  course  tho  rote 
must  be  doubled  on  the  first  half-year  re- 
ceived, so  as  to  make  the  amount  paid  for 
the  whole  year  id.  in  the  pound. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  that  taking  Sche- 
dule B,  ho  understood  the  effect  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposition  would 
bo  to  place  those  persons  who  had  paid 
their  income  tax  of  2id.  in  the  pound  for 
the  half-year  ending  in  April  last  in  tho 
same  position  as  if  they  had  paid  4^d,  by 
charging  them  with  an  additional  2d,  in 
October.  The  consequence  would  bo  that 
in  October  next  professional  men  like  iiim- 
aelf  would  be  called  upon  to  pay  id.  in  the 
pound,  in  addition  to  the  half-yearly  pay- 
ment of  2^f/.,  and  tho  total  amount  to  bo 
paid  in  Ocrober  would  tlicrcfore  be  GJc?.  in 
the  pound.  This  would  be  cert n inly  a  very 
Sir  Henry  WiUourfhhj 


I  heavy  charge  to  bo  met  in  the  course  of 
one  half-year.  There  was  another  portion 
of  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  which  he  wished  briefly  to  advert. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  compared 
the  expenditure  of  the  year  1853  with  the 
present  expenditure ;  but  in  dcing  so  he 
had  fallen  into  'the  error  of  omitting  from 
his  calculations  the  fact  that  in  the  former 
year  it  was  tho  net  revenue,  while  in  the 
latter  it  was  the  gross  revenue  that  was 
given.  Those  were,  however,  only  points 
of  detail;  and  he  had  risen  for  the  purpose 
of  expressing  his  opinion  upon  a  matter  of 
more  general  interest,  fle  could  not  re- 
frain from  giving  utterance  to  his  disop- 
pointmcnt  that,  after  the  anticipations  which 
had  been  held  out  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  1853  that  the  effect  of  the 
measure  which  he  then  introduced  would 
be  to  relieve  the  public  in  1860  from  that 
hateful  impost,  the  income  tax,  he  should 
not  only  propose  that  that  tax  should  be 
increased  but  very  nearly  doubled.  He  was 
greatly  surprised  to  find  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  recanting  all  his  former  opin- 
ions with  reference  to  the  income  tax,  for 
he  had  expected  that  if  ho  found  it  abso- 
lutely necessary,  in  consequence  of  the 
public  burdens,  to  increase  that  tax,  he 
would  at  least  offer  some  apology,  or  ad- 
duce some  reasons,  for  his  change  of  opin- 
ion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, after  all  his  professionB,  had  with 
the  greatest  coolness  reverted  to  this  ob- 
noxious impost,  which  be  had  former] j  aatd 
ought  only  to  bo  resorted  to  in  time  of  war. 
Not  only  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
propose  nearly  to  double  the  income  tax 
for  the  future,  but  persona  who  had  consi- 
dered their  income  tax  as  settled  for  the 
half-year  ending  in  April  were  to  be  called 
upon  by  an  ex  post  facto  law  to  paj  an 
increased  impost  for  that  half-year.  He 
(Mr.  Malins)  ventured  to  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  would  have  yery  great 
difficulty  in  passing  a  measure  like  this, 
which  would  be  received  with  the  greatest 
possible  disappointment,  after  the  depres- 
sion which  the  country  had  suffered  under 
the  sacrifices  they  had  to  make  daring  tho 
Crimean  war.  This  was  one  of  the  rea- 
sons, no  doubt,  why  tho  country  was  bo 
desirous  for  a  change  of  Government,  and 
one  of  tho  first  blessings  attending  that 
change  —  tho  reasons  for  which  seemed 
every  day  more  inexplicable  —  was  that 
the  country  was  to  have  a  double  income 
tax.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Uerober 
for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  last 
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jesr  expresseJ  an  opinion,  as  he  thought 
mosi  wisely,  that  the  settlement  of  1853 
ought  to  be  adhered  to,  and  as  that  deci- 
sion was  approved  by  no  one  more  warmly 
ihmk  by  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
che^j^er,  he  (Mr.  Malins)  certainly  expect- 
ed that  he  would  have  given  some  reasons 
for  abandoning  the  arrangement  of  1853. 

Mr.  ALCOCK  said,  he  rose  to  take  the 
Tery  earliest  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
ahieere  thanks  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Bzcheqner  for  the  very  noble  and  honest 
proposition  he  had  made  to  the  Commit- 
tee, and  although  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
hear  strong  objections  to  it  from  the  other 
side,  he  would  venture  to  say  that  for  one 
bon.  Member  of  that  Rouse  who  objected 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  measure,  it 
would  receive  the  warm  approval  of  10,000 
men  in  the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  laid  down  the  principle  which 
he  was  sure  would  meet  with  public  con- 
currence, that  it  was  right  and  honest  that 
those  who  possessed  tho  largest  property 
should  pay  the  largest  proportion  of  the 
taxation.  He  gave  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  greater  credit  for  acting  upon 
such  a  principle,  because  he  was  aware 
how  unpalatable  it  would  be  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  tliat  House,  all  of  whom  were  men 
of  large  property.  For  his  own  part  he 
only  wished  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hod  taken  off  half  the  malt  tax  and  added 
2d,  or  3d.  more  to  the  income  tax. 

Mr.  ball  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  certainly  dealt  with 
the  producers  of  malt  upon  the  present 
occasion  with  tho  same  severity  which  he 
had  displayed  towards  them  in  his  former 
financial  arrangements;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  allowed  that  class  to 
pass  wholly  unscathed.  It  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Ball)  that  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
was  mistaken  when  he  supposed  that  the 
public  supplied  tho  malster  with  capital. 
The  fact  was  that  barley  could  not  be  im- 
mediately converted  into  malt,  and  all  that 
the  Government  had  hitherto  done  was  not 
to  subject  malt  to  a  duty  until  it  could  be 
brought  into  tho  market.  That  was  surely 
a  perfectly  fair  arrangement.  He  could  not 
help  fearing  that  the  result  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  scheme  would  be  to  create  a 
diminution  in  the  quantity  of  malt  manu- 
factured, and  to  reduce  in  a  corresponding 
proportion  the  sum  received  under  that 
head  by  the  Exchequer.  He  thought,  too, 
that  the  new  arrangement  would  hardly 
he  consistent  with  good  faith  towards  the 
malster,  inasmuch  as  it  would  extend  at 


once  to  malt  which  it  was  naturally  sup- 
posed would  only  be  subject  to  certain  es- 
tablished charges. 

The  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE* 
QUER  explained  that  the  scheme  would 
only  affect  what  was  called  the  '*  fifth 
round,"  which  began  on  the  1st  of  Octo- 
ber, and  ended  on  the  15th  of  November. 

Mr.  ball  :  Then  he  did  not  find  any 
fault  with  that  portion  of  the  arrangement. 
But  he  believed  that  the  whole  scheme 
would  injuriously  affect  the  interests  of  the 
malster,  and  that  that  injury  would  revert 
upon  the  public  revenue. 

Mr.  clay  said,  he  had  always  object- 
ed to  the  continuance  of  the  income  tax 
without  an  adjustment  of  its  grosser  ine- 
qualities. He  admitted,  however,  and  he 
believed  that  the  country  would  admit  the 
necessity  which  induced  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  increase  the  tax  under  present 
circumstances,  and  if  he  referred  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
introducing  the  Budget  in  1853,  it  was 
not  for  the  purpose  of  taunting  him  with 
an  inconsistency  which  necessity  had  forced 
upon  him.  This  speech  proved  unanswer- 
ably that  it  was  impossible  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  that  tax  to  arrive  at  anything  like 
a  near  approximation  to  justice  ;  but,  in 
his  (Mr.  Clay's)  opinion,  it  did  not  prove 
that  there  would  be  any  difficulty  in  effect- 
ing some  less  unfair  arrangement  in  the 
matter  than  that  which  at  present  existed. 
He  felt  persuaded,  for  his  part,  that  the 
income  tax  must  continue,  to  some  extent 
at  least,  to  be  one  of  our  permanent  sources 
of  revenue.  Those  who  were  young  when 
Sir  Robert  Peel  imposed  it  in  1842  were 
now  middle-aged,  and  those  who  were  then 
middle-aged  were  now  old.  Considering, 
then,  that  it  would  in  all  probability  prove 
a  permanent  tax,  he  would  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  would  not 
be' well  that  he  should  devote  his  great  ca- 
pacity to  an  attempt  to  mitigate  the  pre- 
sent irregularities  of  the  impost. 

Mr.  barrow  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient  that  the 
payment  of  the  income  tax  should  be  di- 
vided in  the  very  unequal  manner  proposed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  In 
the  first  half-year  the  payment  would 
amount  to  6^d.  in  the  poimd,  and  in  the 
second  to  only  2hd.  in  the  pound  ;  and 
sucii  an  arrangement  would  press  upon 
many  personR  with  very  considerable  se- 
verity. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
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he  presumed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  on 
a  future  occasion  enter  more  fully  into  the 
details  of  the  collection  of  the  tax.     His 
proposal  seemed  very  simple  as  far  as  re- 
garded rents  and  dividends  from  the  Funds. 
But  he  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  helieved 
that  there  would  he  some  difficulty  in  car- 
rying it  into  effect  in  the  case  of  salaries. 
The  whole  addition  to  the  tax  was  to  be 
collected  in  the  first  half-year;  hut  the  re- 
cipient of  a  salary  might  die  before  the 
year  was  ended,  and  a  public  charge  would 
thus  be  impoBod  on  a  sum  which  he  would 
never  receive.     In  such  a  case  what  was 
to  be  done  with  the  claim  of  his  represen- 
tative to  have  a  portion  of  the  tax  return- 
ed ?     Or,  again,  what  was  to  bo  done  in 
the  event  of  the  salary  being  raised  after 
the  whole    year's   tax    had   been    paid  ? 
Another  question  presented  itself  affect- 
ing the  landed  interest.     Suppose  a  man 
had   £5,000  in   rents,   and  had   to  pay 
£1,000  out  of  it  in   annuities  to  other 
members  of  his  family,  he  would  be  called 
upon  to  pay  the  whole  additional  tax  on 
the  £5.000  now ;  and  the  question  was, 
would  he  bo  at  liberty  to  deduct  the  full 
amount  of  the  tax  on  the  £1,000  from  the 
next  payment  to  the  annuitants,  or  was  it 
to  be  spread  over  a  length  of  time  ?     If  he 
deducted  the  whole,  the  annuitants  might 
die  before  the  year  was  out.     If  he  could 
not  deduct  the  whole,  he  would  be  put  at 
a  disadvantage.     Those,   however,  were 
matters  of  detail  which  could  be  more  fully 
considered  upon  a  future  occasion.    There 
was  another  point  of  more  general  import- 
ance to  which  he  would  for  a  moment  di- 
rect the  attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  A  doubt  had  been  raised  whe- 
ther the  Act  of  the  year  1857  with  re- 
gard to  the  extension  of  the  tea  and  sugar 
duties,  would  not  altogether  expire  in  the 
month  of  April  next ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  probably  feel  it  his  duty 
to  inquire  whether  that  doubt  was  in  any 
way  well  founded,  as  if  it  were  correct  it 
might  leave  the  public  Exchequer  in  a  very 
awkward  situation. 

Mr.  puller  said,  that  as  far  as  he 
could  collect,  the  class  of  long  annuitants 
whose  annuities  would  drop  next  Christ- 
znas,  would  be  subjected  to  a  special  hard- 
ship by  the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  inasmuch  as  they  would 
have  to  pay  next  autumn,  or  next  winter, 
the  addition  to  tho  incomo  tax  for  the 
whole  year,  although  their  receipts  were 
only  to  extend  to   three-quarters  of  tho 
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year.  The  arrangement  might  also  ope- 
rate very  unfairly  in  tho  case  of*  a  farmer 
who  left  his  holding  at  the  expiration  of 
the  first  half-year  after  ho  had  paid  tho 
whole  of  that  new  charge,  while  his  suc- 
cessor would  be  entirely  relieved  from  that 
portion  of  the  income  tax  burden.  It  ap 
pearcd  to  him  that  it  would  be  better  to 
levy  the  tax  in  the  usual  manner.  With 
regard  to  the  proposal  upon  the  subject  of 
the  malt  tax,  he  should  say  that  he  saw 
no  reason  to  apprehend  that  the  supply  of 
malt  would  not  always  keep  pace  with  the 
demand.  If  the  country  were  not  to  con- 
tinue to  furnish  the  malster  with  capital, 
as  it  certainly  had  hitherto  done,  he  be- 
lieved that  no  want  of  money  would  be 
experienced  in  conducting  that  branch  of 
the  national  industry  ;  but  undoubtedly 
many  of  the  present  manufacturers  of 
malt  might  find  considerable  difficulty  in 
meeting  the  requirements  of  the  proposed 
change. 

Mr.  STEUART  said,  that  be  felt  it  his 
duty  to  join  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Wallingford  (Mr. 
M alius)  in  protesting  against  the  proposed 
continued  extension  of  tho  income  tax.  lie 
could  state  that  among  his  constituents 
there  existed  the  greatest  detestation  of 
that  odious  and  demoraliiing  impost,  the 
severest  condemnation  of  which  had  been 
pronounced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  in  1853.  He  regretted  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  pro- 
poso  to  undo  the  excellent  budget  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire, 
under  which  the  £2,000,000  or  £3,000,000 
surrendered  in  the  shape  of  income  tax  had 
found  its  way  to  the  Exchequer  in  the  form 
of  Customs'  duties.  But  his  proposition 
would  at  all  events  dispel  the  feeling  of  joy 
in  which  the  country  had  been  too  hastily 
indulging,  that  the  pledge  given  by  the  late 
Government  of  the  termination  of  the  in- 
come tax  in  1860  would  be  redeemed,  and 
some  even  might  be  disposed  to  think  that 
it  was  that  pledge  which  had  induced  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Ezcheqaer  to 
proceed  in  the  opposite  direction.  He 
would  not  touch  upon  the  minor  diffioolties 
which  had  been  adverted  to,  and  which 
were  abundant,  but  he  might  be  permitted 
to  stato  what  his  impression  waa  about  a 
tax  which  was  all  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's) 
own,  and  of  which  we  had  now  a  five  years' 
experience.  He  alluded  to  the  legacy  and 
succession  duties  upon  real  property.  A 
small  increase  in  one  department  was  ob- 
served to  stand  out  very  prominently  in  tiie 
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report  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Inland 
BeTenne,  but  he  would  call  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman's  attention  to  a  differenco  be- 
tween the  law  of  Scotland  and  that  of 
England,  of  which  he  migiit  not  be  aware, 
and  by  which  the  revenue  to  some  extent 
was  affected.  In  Scotland,  heritable  bonds 
upon  land,  which  were  the  same  as  mort- 
gages on  mortgages,  were  by  a  fiction  of 
law  regarded  as  real  property,  and  the 
owners  of  such  consequently  escaped  pay- 
ment of  the  same  proportion  of  taxation  as 
property  of  the  like  description  paid  in  this 
country.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
turned  his  attention  to  this  subject  he 
might  lay  his  finger  upon  a  small  sum  to- 
wards making  up  the  deficiency  between 
the  expenditure  and  the  income.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  tell  the 
House  what  steps  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  adopt  to  carry  out  the  valuable 
suggestions  of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue. 

Mr.  PIGOT  observed  that  he  had  in- 
variably voted  against  the  income  tax,  with 
one  exception,  and  that  was  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli),  in  his 
financial  scheme  of  last  year,  led  the  House 
and  the  country  to  suppose  that  in  1860 
the  tax  would  cease  altogether.  So  far, 
however,  from  that  expectation  being  rea- 
lized, they  were  now  called  upon  to  increase 
the  tax.  Possibly  the  large  Estimates 
which  the  House  had  already  voted,  and 
for  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  to  provide,  left  him  no  option  ;  but  he 
was  quite  sure  that  the  proposition  now 
made  to  the  Committee  would  have  the 
effect  of  fixing  men's  minds  out  of  doors  to 
the  enormous  extent  which  the  Estimates 
had  reached,  and  lead  them  to  inquire  whe- 
ther those  military  preparations,  he  would 
not  say  for  war  but  for  defence,  were  or 
were  not  required,  or  whether  the  alarm 
now  prevailing  was  not  greater  than  cir- 
cumstances warranted.  He  regretted  that 
the  reimposition  of  the  income  tax  formed 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  scheme, 
and  he  further  regretted  that  no  differ- 
ence was  proposed  to  be  made  between 
incomes  arising  from  trades  and  profes- 
sions and  incomes  of  a  more  permanent 
character 

Sir  JOHN  TROLLOPE  remarked  that 
ho  did  not  rise  to  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  former  speeches  he  had  made 
on  the  subject  of  the  income  tax,  but  he 
thought  that  the  country  would  protest 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  extra  4d. 
in  the  pound  was  to  be  laid  on.     In  the 


course  of  three  months  the  country  would 
be  called  upon  to  pay  the  whole  addition  in 
one  payment,  and,  as  had  been  already 
pointed  out,  would  in  the  case  of  annuitants 
be  attended  with  considerable  hardship. 
It  must  be  also  remembered  that  several 
persons  would  have  ceased  to  occupy  land 
which  they  held  at  the  time  of  assessment. 
He  wished  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
suffer  himself  to  lose  sight  for  a  little  time 
of  the  clear  balance  sheet  he  wanted  to 
make  up  in  March  next,  and  divide  the 
addition  into  two  parts,  taking  one- half  at 
Michaelmas  and  the  other  half  at  Lady- 
day.  This  would  make  the  burden  lighter, 
and  no  doubt  obtain  more  favour  for  his 
proposition  with  the  public.  True  it  was, 
the  Committee  had  voted  large  sums  for 
the  army  and  navy,  and  on  that  ground 
they  ought  to  make  the  additional  burdens 
as  light  as  possible  ;  but  if  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be 
carried  out,  the  tax  would  bo  difficult  to 
collect.  Then  with  regard  to  the  manner 
in  which  it  was  proposed  to  deal  with  the 
malsters.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  they  carried  on  their  business  with  the 
capital  of  the  country;  but  if  they  did,  they 
gave  the  public  the  advantage,  by  allowing 
the  same  credit  to  the  consumer  as  they 
received  from  the  Excise.  The  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
attended  with  this  disadvantage,  that  it 
would  drive  the  smaller  malsters,  who  car- 
ried on  their  business  principally  on  credit 
out  of  the  market,  and  thus  vest  the  trade 
in  the  hands  of  a  few  monopolists. 

Mr.  GREGSON  said,  he  considered  the 
proposition  with  regard  to  the  makers  fair 
enough,  but  with  regard  to  the  additional  in- 
come tax  he  thought  the  levying  of  it  in 
one  payment  would  operate  with  extreme 
severity  in  many  cases.  He  would  suggest, 
therefore,  that  the  payments  should  be 
equalized,  or  if  a  discount  were  allowed  to 
those  who  chose  to  pay  at  once,  he  had  no 
doubt  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  obtain  nearly  the  whole  amount  within 
the  time  stated.  He  also  wished  to  ex- 
press his  satisfaction  at  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  in  reference  to  the 
tea  and  sugar  duties,  and  his  gratification 
that  the  amount  now  received  from  those 
duties,  was  far  greater  than  they  contri- 
buted to  the  revenues  previous  to  the  re- 
duction. 

Mr.  GLYN  understood  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tho  Exchequer  submitted  this  pro- 
position as  a  mere  temporary  arrangement, 
and   that   between  the  present  time  and 
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1860  a  full  examination  would  be  uindc  as 
to  the  financial  condition  uf  the  country 
and  the  whole  Bvstem  of  taxation.  In  that 
view  ])e  was  prepared  to  accept  the  scheme. 
At  the  same  time  he  thought  it  would  be 
well  to  reconsider  the  question  of  the 
period  at  which  the  increase  iu  the  income 
tax  was  to  be  made  payable.  He  did  not 
object  that  the  manner  in  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  levy 
it  would  press  with  any  undue  severity  on 
the  public  so  much  as  that  it  would  be 
attended  with  great  practical  inconvenience 
iu  the  collection.  Ue  would  recommend 
him  to  modify  that  part  of  his  plan  so  as  to 
avoid  the  creation  of  difficulties  which  did 
not  already  exist.  The  balances  of  the 
country  were  now  pretty  full,  and  he  did 
not  doubt  that  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  get  on  very  well  without 
having  reconrse  to  this  stringent  measure. 
As  to  the  choice  between  direct  and  in- 
direct taxation,  there  was  not  a  man  in  the 
country  who  would  not  approve  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

Mu.  VANCE  soid,  that  as  an  Irish 
Member  ho  strongly  condemned  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  tax.  With  regard  to  Ireland 
it  was  peculiarly  oppressive.  When  the 
income  tax  was  first  proposed  the  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  in  lieu  of  it,  placed  a  stamp 
duty  and  an  increased  duty  on  spirits  in 
Ireland.  Those  duties  were  still  Kept  on, 
and  now  the  income  tax  was  about  to  be 
extended  to  it.  In  1853,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  moreover,  promised  that,  unless 
prevented  by  war,  his  plan  would  bring  the 
income  tax  to  a  close  in  1860 ;  but  now, 
instead  Of  continuing  the  rate  of  reduction, 
the  tax  was  to  be  nearly  doubled,  and  very 
faint  hopes  indeed  were  held  out  of  its 
abolition  in  1860.  The  income  tax  was 
looked  on  with  peculiar  aversion  in  Ireland, 
as  there  was  a  feeling  that  it  was  to  a 
groat  extent  evaded  and  only  paid  by  those 
who  were  possessed  of  fixed  incomes.  Un- 
der those  circumstances  he  most  thoroughly 
protested  against  the  measure. 

Mr.  LEATHAM  said,  he  was  opposed 

to  the  income  tax,  as  unjust  and  unequal 

in  levy.      It  was  unfair  to  tax  the  produce  ' 

of  a  man's  brains  or  hands  at  the  same 

rate  as  permanent  incomes  derived  from 

land  or  other  permanent  property.      He 

was  one  of  the  sanguine  mmority  of  com- 

roial  men  who  hailed  Mr.  Gladstone's 

"'"      i    to   power    mainly    because    they 

t  he  would  carry  out  his  own  scheme 

'o  the  coup  de  grace  to  the  income 


'  tax,  but  now  they  found  it  was  about  to  bo 
doubled.  He  could  not  say  what  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  representing  commercial 
interests  would  do,  or  what  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  do,  but  for  himself,  as  the 
representative  of  a  commercial  constitu- 
ency, he  could  not  aid  or  abet  the  Minister 
in  what  he  could  not  but  regard  as  an 
aggravated  assault  upon  the  commercial 
interests  of  the  country. 

Mu.  W.  WILLIAMS  said  he  entirely 
approved  of  the  course  taken  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  as  he  thought  the 
true  principle  was  to  meet  the  demands  of 
the  country  by  revenue,  and  not  by  loans. 
He  heard  hon.  Members  cry  out  against 
this  tax.  In  his  opinion  it  would  be  better 
if  those  hon.  Members  would  assist  in 
keeping  down  the  extravagant  expenditure 
which  was  day  after  day  sanctioned  hy  that 
House,  and  which  caused  the  necessity  for 
these  taxes.  lie  tliought,  however,  some 
means  ought  to  be  taken  to  relieve  the 
poor  working  man  who,  by  extra  labour, 
brought  himself  within  the  working  of 
this  system,  from  the  burden  of  the  tax. 

Mr.  cave  said,  there  wero  many  pro- 
fessional men  who  worked  as  hard  as  any 
labourers,  and  whose  case  ought  also  of 
be  taken  into  consideration.  In  their  cases 
he  thought  some  means  ought  to  be  taken 
to  relieve  them  from  the  oppressive  effects 
of  this  taxation.  The  imposition  of  the 
income  tax  on  persons  whose  incomes  were 
below  £150  just  made  the  difference  of  an 
excursion  with  their  families  in  the  summer 
months,  and  kept  them  in  town  to  the 
great  detriment  of  their  health. 

Mu.  BAXTER  said,  he  thought  the 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
a  just  and  a  sound  one,  and  would  be 
so  received  hy  the  country  at  large.  He 
should  be  sorrv,  however,  if  it  were  to  have 
the  effect  of  withdrawing  public  attention 
to  what  he  regarded  as  a  most  extravagant 
expenditure  for  the  army  and  navy,  but 
which  before  next  year  he  hoped  to  see 
revised  and  reduced.  His  object  in  rising, 
however,  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  one  tax  which  in 
its  present  form  was,  he  thought,  the  least 
defensible  of  all  taxes.  He  meant  the  duty 
on  fire  insurances.  The  ordinary  duty  was 
double  the  amount  of  the  premium  charged 
by  the  companies,  and  amounted  to  200 
per  cent.  Its  operation  was  this.  In  1867 
the  whole  sum  derivable  from  the  tax  on 
fire  assurances  was  £1,500,000,  which 
represented  a  property  of  £820,000,000, 
to  which  was  to  be  added  £70,000.000  of 
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ontaxed  farm  produce,  making  a  total  of 
j6890,000,000  of  property,  which  was 
insored  against  fire  ;  but  the  actual  value 
of  property  in  this  country,  including  every 
description,  was  £4,000,000,000,  so  that 
by  the  operation  of  the  law  not  more  than 
one  fourth  of  the  property  of  the  country 
wae  insured  against  fire.  In  1834,  in  con- 
ftoqnenco  of  the  cry  of  agricultural  distress, 
the  duty  was  taken  off  farm  produce  ;  nud 
ever  einoe  we  had  becu  conferring  a  boon 
of  eomething  like  £100,000  upon  that 
partieolar  interest  at  the  expense  of  the 
general  community.  He  hoped  that  in  the 
course  of  next  Session  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  prepared  to  put  an  end 
to  that  unfair  and  anomalous  exemption. 
The  result  of  the  present  system  was  that 
a  considerable  portion  of  insurances  against 
fire  was  effected  out  of  the  country.  Some 
time  ago  some  French  companies  esta- 
blished agencies  in  London,  and  issued 
policies,  and  in  1856  an  Act  was  passed  to 
compel  them  to  pay  duty,  which  it  was 
impossible  to  carry  into  effect,  and  its  only 
result  was  to  shut  up  half-a-dozen  agency 
offices  in  London.  The  duty  on  marine 
insurances  was  formerly  in  the  same  con- 
dition, and  was  continued  notwithstanding 
the  remonstrances  of  mercantile  men,  but 
when  it  was  found  that  the  greatest  pro- 
portion of  the  marine  insurances  of  this 
country  were  carried  abroad,  and  effected 
at  Amsterdam,  Bremen,  and  Hamburg,  the 
Government  took  alarm  and  met  the  re- 
monstrances of  the  merchants  of  this  coun- 
try by  a  reduction  of  the  duty.  Ho  was 
aware  of  the  difficulty  in  wliich  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  placed,  but 
he  could  not  but  urge  this  subject  on  his 
consideration. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
recommended  itself  to  the  Committee,  not 
only  hy  the  general  soundness  of  the  prin- 
ciples which  it  enunciated,  but  by  the 
clearness  and  directness  with  which  they 
were  enunciated.  The  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  no  doubt  a  difficult 
one.  He  had  a  deficiency  of  £4,000,000 
to  meet,  and  if  he  had  considered  the  feel- 
ing against  indirect  taxation  which  prevail- 
ed in  some  parts  of  the  House,  and  the  ob- 
jection to  direct  taxation  which  existed  in 
others,  this  difficulty  would  have  been  an 
impossibility.  On  the  whole,  however,  ho 
did  not  think  the  Committee  would  quarrel 
with  the  temporary  arrangement  proposed. 
There  was  one  point  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  which  he  would 


take  exception.  As  regarded  current  expen- 
diture, and  the  necessity  for  meeting  it  by 
annual  taxation,  he  thought  there  could  be 
no  difference  of  opinion.  The  military  ex- 
penditure of  the  year  was  forced  by  public 
opinion  upon  the  Government.  There  was 
a  prevailing  sense  of  insecurity,  and  of  the 
necessity  of  providing  for  the  safety  of  the 
country,  which  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
Government  to  ignore.  It  was  to  the  cre- 
dit of  the  late  Government  that  they  had 
recognized  that  feeling,  and  it  was  still 
more  to  their  credit  that  they  had  vigors 
ously  and  promptly  applied  a  remedy  to 
the  difficulty.  The  late  Government  had 
thus  thrown  a  responsibility  upon  the  pre- 
sent Ministers  which  the  latter  to-night 
showed  no  disposition  to  evade.  What 
he  wished  to  point  out  was  this — all  Go- 
vernments concurred  in  the  opinion  that 
for  ordinary  expenditure  ordinary  income 
should  be  made  to  suffice,  and  that  the  re- 
sorting to  loans  for  the  purposes  of  peace 
finance  was  a  false  and  objectionable  prin- 
ciple. But  the  question  was,  whether  the 
present  expenditure  was  really  a  peace  ex- 
penditure, and  on  this  point  there  appeared 
an  inconsistency  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  when  speaking  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  present  year  he  told  the 
Committee  it  was  altogether  exceptional, 
and  that  it  was  not  calculated  as  for  a  time 
of  peace,  but  under  circumstances  of  a  war- 
like character ;  and  yet  when  he  came  to 
state  his  objections  to  a  loan,  he  stated 
that  the  expenditure  ought  to  be  met  by 
ordinary  income,  and  by  means  such  as 
were  applicable  to  times  of  peace.  There 
ought  surely  to  be  a  distinct  understanding 
whether  this  was  a  year  of  peace  expen- 
diture or  not.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer very  properly  said  thot  you  might 
liavo  a  war  expenditure,  although  in  reality 
it  was  a  year  of  peace.  Well,  was  not 
that  the  case  this  year  ?  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  told  them  that  the  in- 
creased expenditure  was  in  reality  for  the 
augmentation  of  our  defences.  Then  the 
question  arose,  were  they  to  meet  that  ex- 
penditure in  a  hearty  and  effectual  manner? 
For  what  was  the  object  of  our  defences  ? 
It  was  to  put  the  country  in  a  state  of  se- 
curity against  attack.  But  did  we  achieve 
that  object  ?  We  did  not  pretend  to  do 
so,  nor  anything  like  it.  We  spread  the 
expenditure  over  so  long  a  series  of  years, 
and  added  to  our  defences  by  instalmeuts 
so  slow  and  so  gradual  that  while  the  real 
increase  in  our  security  was  altogether  im- 
perceptible, the  increase  in  our  taxution 
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was  very  onerous.     For  instance,  the  Es- 
timates for  the  fortifications  at  DoTor  wei^e 
very  large,  but  the  Vote  that  had  recently 
been  asked  from  the  House  was  no  more 
than  a  seyenth  part  of  those  Estimates. 
The  same  was  the  case  with  our  other 
principal  forti6cations,  which  were  not  to 
be  completed  for    twenty  years.      What 
was  the  use  of  such  expenditure  ?     Would 
it  secure  us  from  attack  ?     There  was  no 
disguising  it — we  were  afraid  of  an  attack 
from  the  other  side  of  the  Channel.     But 
if  such  an  attack  was  really  to  be  appre- 
hended, could  we  suppose  that  our  Ally  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Channel,  who  was  the 
cause  of  all  this  uneasiness  and  expense 
to  us,  would  wait  fifteen  or  twenty  years, 
till  we  had  completed  our  defences  ?     Was 
that  the  way  in  which   our  Ally  did  his 
own  business  ?     He  achieved  his  works  at 
once,  and  so  accelerated  his  works  of  de- 
fence lately  in  France  that  in  two  years  he 
added  more  to  his  own  power  and  security 
than  at  the  present  rate  we  should  accom- 
plish in  fifty  years  for  our  own  security. 
He  did  not  do  what  the  Committee  was 
asked  to  do  that  night;    he  did  not  irri- 
tate his  people  by  a  mcunmitm  of  taxation 
and  a  minimum  of  progress  in  the  work. 
We  were  in  this  position— either  there  was 
no  danger  of  attack  from  withoutrin  which 
case  we  were  doing  a  great  deal  too  much ; 
or  there  was  a  real  danger,  in  which  case 
we  were  doing  a  great  deal   too  little. 
Everybody  admitted  that  if  France  attack- 
ed U8,  she  would  attack  us  suddenly.     In 
our  present  position  we  should  be  liable  in 
the  outset,  in  case  of  a  sudden  attack,  to 
great  disaster.     Everybody  said  that  this 
eouotry  ought  to  be  adequately  defended. 
But  io  order  to  put  our  homo  defences  in 
a  state  of  perfect  efficiency  and  security, 
a  sum  of  at   least  £10,000,000  would 
be  required.     In  the  present  state  of  Eu- 
rope, it  was  manifestly  absurd  to  spread 
our  works   of    defence  over   years,    and 
it  was  unreasonable  to  expect  that  these 
works  of  defence  should  be  paid  for  out  of 
the  ordinary  annual  income.     There  never 
was  a  period  when  a  large  immediate  out- 
lay was  more  required   than  at   present 
for  the  protection  of  this  country.     He 
admitted  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
dtaqoer  had  made  a  clear  statement,  but 
he  protested  against  the  mixed  system  j 
of  expenditure,   neither  a    peace  nor  a 
war  expenditure,  which  the  Committee  had 
1m       asked  to  sanction.     He  (Mr.  Hors- 
I       ;  this  80  strongly  that  he  had 
I        sed  not  to  let  another  year  pass  ; 


without  submitting  a  proposition  to  the 
House  on  the  subject.  So  far  as  the  pre- 
sent temporary  Budget  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  concerned,  he  was  anxious 
to  do  everything  to  facilitate  its  progress, 
but  he  should  be  disposed  on  an  early 
day  to  test  the  opinion  of  the  House  as 
to  whether  the  present  system  of  expen- 
diture, which  was  a  war  expenditure,  was 
to  go  on  year  after  year,  defrayed  out  of 
annual  income,  and  the  completion  of  the 
object  sought  to  be  obtained,  spread  over 
a  series  of  years ;  so  that  when  the  day  of 
disaster,  which  every  dispassionately  ob- 
serving man  was  predicting,  arrived,  it 
should  not  be  in  the  power  of  any  Minis- 
ter to  say  that  it  was  the  fault  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  that  it  should  be  seen  that  the 
fault  lay  with  those  who  did  not  discharge 
their  duty  in  foreseeing  and  providing 
against  the  calamity  which  menaced  the 
country. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  E  WART  said,  there  was 
nothing  so  injurious  to  trade  as  financial 
tampering  with  the  great  necessaries  of 
life,  and  he  was  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  looked  more  to  direct  than 
to  indirect  taxation  in  his  financial  arrange- 
ments. The  only  objection  he  had  to  the 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the 
mode  in  which  the  additional  M,  on  the 
income  tax  was  imposed,  which  he  thought 
ought  to  have  been  done  in  a  more  equal 
form. 

Mr.  Alderman  SALOMONS  said,  that 
they  had  to  meet  an  expenditure  which  was 
neither  a  war  nor  a  peace  expenditure,  and 
it  was  desirable  that  it  should  not  be  met 
in  the  manner  in  which  people  on  the  Con« 
tinent  did — that  is,  to  go  into  the  market 
and  borrow  any  money  when  extraordinary 
expenditure  was  incurred.  It  was  a  fea- 
ture in  our  system  of  government  that  we 
looked  difficulties  in  the  face,  and  resorted 
mainly  to  taxation  to  meet  our  expendi- 
ture. It  was  not  possible  for  a  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  to  have  brought  for- 
ward a  budget  more  clear  and  straight- 
forward, or  one  more  likely  to  be  popular, 
with  one  exception,  and  that  was  with  re- 
gard to  the  manner  in  which  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  id.  addition  to  the  income  tax 
was  arranged,  which  he  thooght  could  be 
simplified  by  dividing  it  more  equitably. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  ho  regretted 
that  while  the  facility  of  bonded  ware- 
houses was  furnished  to  a  nomber  of  amall 
places  where  the  revenue  levied  was  yery 
inconsiderable,  the  same  kind  of  facility 
was  not  granted  to  other  places  of  hr 
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greaterimportance  in  the  commercial  world, 
and  for  the  parposes  of  revenue. 

Mb.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  represent- 
ing as  he  did  a  great  commercial  consti- 
tuenojy  he  most  express  his  hearty  ap- 
proral  of  the  statement  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman.  He  would,  however,  urge  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  propriety  of 
not  making  us  pay  this  amount  of  income 
tax  all  at  once.  He  would  also  ask  him 
to  bestow  his  attention,  during  the  recess, 
upon  a  further  revision  of  the  tariff.  A 
statement  of  the  net  annual  produce  of  the 
enstoms  of  the  United  Kingdom  showed 
that  out  of  the  £23,000,000  raised  in  that 
way»  no  more  than  £7,000  was  contributed 
by  sixty-seven  different  articles,  some  of 
which  were  of  the  most  insignificant  and  con- 
temptible character,  and  some  paying  no 
more  than  £1  per  annum.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  render  a  great  service  to 
the  commercial  world  if  he  would  strike 
those  petty  and  odious  duties  out  of  the 
tariff,  and  the  mere  reduction  of  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Custom  House  would  repay 
the  trifling  difference  in  the  receipts. 

Mr.  SELWYN  said,  he  thought  it  a 
hardship  that  the  income  tax  should  be  of 
the  same  amount  upon  commercial  men  or 
tradesmen  and  upon  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty. He  would  also  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  consistently  with  his 
own  views  he  might  do  something  to  re- 
move an  anomaly  and  inconsistency  from 
ihe  Statute-book — he  alluded  to  the  probate 
duty,  which,  although  it  commenced  at  a 
low  sum  and  went  on  by  successive  steps, 
when  it  got  to  a  million  went  no  further,  ' 
If  a  man  died  worth  £100  it  was  taxed, 
but  if  he  left  millions,  the  second  million 
did  not  pay  any  probate  duty.  Although 
such  cases  did  not  often  occur,  still  we  had 
lately  heard  of  persons  dying  who  were  said 
to  have  been  worth  four  or  ^\q  millions,  in 
which  instances  the  first  million  was  taxed, 
and  the  rest  of  the  property  altogether 
escaped.  Now  could  not  this  be  altered 
with  benefit  to  the  revenue  of  the  country, 
and  in  a  spirit  of  justice  to  the  poorer 
classes  more  especially? 

Mr.  M'CANN  said,  he  was  very  much 
gratified  to  hear  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer enunciate  the  principle  that  **  we 
should  pay  our  way  as  we  go."  Whether 
with  peace  or  war  establishments,  nothing 
was  BO  conducive  to  economy.  He  and  his 
constituents,  and,  indeed  the  whole  manu- 
facturing and  working  classes  of  Ireland, 
approved  of  direct  as  contradistinguished 
from  indirect  taxation. 


Mr.  bass  said,  he  did  not  wish  the 
income  tax  to  be  removed  altogether,  as  he 
thought  it  preferable  to  direct  taxation. 
Nor  did  he  make  any  complaint  with  re- 
gard to  the  proposed  alteration  as  to  the 
collection  of  the  malt  tax,  but  he  thought  ob- 
jections would  he  urged  on  behalf  of  small 
malsters  or  malsters  of  inferior  barley. 
Thirteen  months'  credit  was  given  to  the 
hop-growers,  and  often  six  and  twelve 
months  in  addition.  He  supposed  the 
answer  he  should  receive  would  be  that 
they  could  not  pay  at  the  end  of  thirteen 
months,  but  might  not  the  extraordinary 
credit  which  was  sometimes  given  be  one 
cause  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  his  first  duty  was  to 
thank  the  Committee  for  the  general  spirit 
of  kindness  and  the  favourable  impressions 
with  which  his  proposals  had  been  re- 
ceived.  Nothing  could  be  more  gratifying, 
and  for  his  part  it  would  he  exceedingly 
agreeable  to  meet  any  wish  which  was  ex- 
pressed by  any  number  of  Gentlemen  in 
that  House.  With  respect  to  the  question 
of  the  payment  of  the  id.,  he  hoped  hon. 
Members  would  use  a  great  deal  of  caution 
before  they  committed  themselves,  as  the 
real  question  came  to  this,  whether  they 
should  so  raise  the  money  within  the  year 
or  not.  He  would  only  notice  one  or  two 
points  of  detail.  With  regard  to  the  hop 
duties,  it  would  he  inopportune  to  meddle 
with  it  at  that  moment,  as  the  question  of 
the  credit  to  bo  allowed  was  not  of  any 
financial  importance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Horsman)  had  entered 
upon  questions  of  great  importance,  which 
could  hardly  be  discussed  at  that  moment, 
and  would  be  more  appropriately  brought 
forward  in  Committee  of  Supply  thau  in 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  ;  but  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  entirely 
agreed  that  it  was  a  bad  and  improvident 
system  to  distribute  charges  for  permanent 
works  over  a  great  number  of  years.  He 
would  remind  the  House,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport  must  remember, 
that  the  first  act  of  the  Government  which 
came  into  office  in  1853,  was  to  make  the 
Votes  towards  the  erection  of  the  new 
Houses  of  Parliament  as  large  as  possible, . 
in  order  to  accelerate  the  work.  He  would 
not  enter  largely  into  the  subject  of  bonded 
warehouses,  which  had  heen  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Hadfield). 
It  was  a  subject  which  had  quite  a  litera- 
ture and  history  of  its  own,  and  which 
would  afford  matter  for  many  nights'  dis- 
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cusBion.  The  Government  had  always  I 
felt  it  to  he  dc&irable  to  extend  such  privi- ' 
leges  and  facilities  to  consumers,  whenever 
it  could  be  done  with  safety  to  the  revenue. 
As  for  the  tax  on  fire  insurance  he  wished 
it  were  in  his  power  to  entertain  any  idea 
80  agreeable  as  that  of  a  reduction  of  the 
fire  insurance  duty,  but  it  was  absolutely 
requisite  as  a  preliminary  to  any  such  re- 
duction that  there  should  bo  a  fund  in 
hand  with  which  to  deal  ;  then  indeed, 
there  were  many  beneficial  changes  and 
great  reforms  in  our  commercial  and  fis- 
cal system  which  might  be  proceeded  with, 
so  as  to  remove  the  most  serious  blots  from 
our  Statute-book.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Crawford)  had 
directed  bis  attention  to  the  desirableness 
of  striking  out  some  of  the  minor  articles 
in  the  tariff.  Three  times  in  his  public 
life,  namely,  in  1842,  in  1845,  and  1853, 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  attempted  to  deal 
with  that  subject,  and  ho  could  assure  tho 
hon.  Member  that  he  stood  in  need  of  no 
spurring  to  make  him  resume  that  course  ; 
but  some  margin  was  requisite  even  for 
that.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stamford 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had  referred  to 
the  state  of  the  law  with  regard  to  the  tea 
and  sugar  duties.  He  was  right  in  saying 
that  they  expired  altogether  on  tho  Ist  of 
April  next.  Of  course  the  commercial 
world  understood  that  this  was  only  a  legal 
expiration,  and  that  a  considerable  duty 
must  continue  to  bo  levied  on  tea  and 
sugar  after  that  date.  He  felt  it  was 
extremely  embarrassing  that  the  duties 
should  expire  at  that  time,  and  he  did  not 
know  whether  it  would  bo  more  convenient 
to  the  commercial  world  to  proceed  now  to 
make  a  law  on  the  subject,  when  they 
could  not  tell  exactly  what  the  necessities 
of  the  next  year  would  be,  or  to  wait  until 
February  next.  Ho  wished  to  be  guided 
by  the  feeling  of  that  intelligent  class  of 
persons  who  were  directly  interested  in  the 
matter,  and  he  would  pursue  the  course 
most  likely  to  avoid  causing  any  disturb- 
ance to  their  important  operations.  He 
would  now  move  that  tho  Chairman  report 
progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  on 
Thursday. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  wished  to  soy 
a  word  with  regard  to  the  class  to  which 
he  belonged  in  relation  to  the  injustice  of 
the  income  tax.  He  would  take  the  case 
of  a  man  with  £1,000  a  year  from  land, 
and  that  of  a  man  with  £1,000  a  year 
from  professional  exertions,  and  both  of 
them  at  the  age  of  forty.     The  time  came 

The  Chat%cellor  of  the  Exchequer 


— and  he  spoke  feelingly  on  that  subject — 
when,  perhaps,  the  professional  man  was 
struck  with  paralysis.  There  was  an  end 
put  at  once  to  this  man's  income,  but  tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  taxed  them 
both  alike.  Ho  (Mr.  Roebuck)  was  quite 
prepared  to  spai'e  the  working  classes ;  but 
among  the  working  classes  was  the  very 
one  to  which  he  belonged.  The  profes- 
sional man  was  well  educated  and  sensitive; 
he  contributed  largely  to  the  comfort,  the 
pleasure,  and  the  benefit  of  mankind.  All 
the  good  that  had  resulted  to  the  world 
had  resulted  from  that  class  of  men,  but 
still  there  was  not  much  consideration 
shown  for  them.  To  call  on  a  man  who 
derived  an  income  solely  from  his  brain  to 
pay  at  tho  same  rate  as  one  whose  income 
resulted  from  land  was  to  inflict  a  gross 
injustice  on  the  man  who  lived  by  his 
brain  ;  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  guilty  of  cowardice  in  not  daring 
to  do  the  professional  class  justice  in  that 
respect. 

House  resumed. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-fnorrow, 


SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Mil.  MASSEY  brought  up  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  Vote  for  defraying  the  salaries 
and  expenses  in  the  Office  of  Woods, 
Forests,  and  Land  Revenues,  amounting, 
together  with  £10,000  voted  on  aecount 
last  Session,  to  £23,514, 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  expen- 
diture of  that  department  of  the  Woods 
and  Forests.  This  was  the  only  depart- 
ment in  the  public  service  which  had  tho 
power  to  lay  out  large  sums  of  money 
without  the  previous  sanction  of  that 
House.  The  gross  revenue  that  passed 
into  the  hands  of  the  authorities  of  the 
depai*tment  was  ahout  £400,000  a  year, 
and  they  expended  between  iS80,000  and 
£90,000  annually  on  a  variety  of  works 
for  which  they  had  no  sanction  whatever 
from  Parliament.  That  was  a  state  of 
things  so  unsatisfactory  that  he  was  in 
hopes  Government  would  have  dealt  with 
this  Department  as  they  had  with  every 
other,  and  demanded  that  it  shonld  submit 
an  estimate  of  its  expenditure  to  Parlia* 
ment  from  time  to  time.  Ho  would  there- 
fore suggest  that  this  Vote  should  not  be 
confirmed  till  a  full  statement  of  their 
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poidituro  WAS  laid  on  the  tabic  by  the 
Woods  and  Forests. 

Mb.  CAIRD  said,  ho  had  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  Uouso  to  this  subject  last 
jnutt  but  he  did  not  receive  such  encourage- 
ment as  to  induce  him  to  do  so  again  this 
Seesion.  As  the  question  had  been  taken 
Qp  bj  another  hon.  Member,  however,  he 
wbhed  to  point  out  that  this  Vote  did  not 
inelnde  anything  like  the  whole  expenditure 
of  the  department.  There  was  a  double 
QjBSoey  in  which  the  expenditure  was  con- 
tracted. The  Commissioners  were  paid 
■alaries  for  the  work  they  did,  but  they 
eommitted  the  details  to  a  surveyor,  at  a 
salary  almost  equal  to  that  of  a  Cabinet 
Minister. 

Mb.  WILSON  said,  the  Vote  before  the 
House  was  simply  for  the  official  establisli- 
ment  and  nothing  else.  It  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  management  of  the  Crown 
property.  The  Committee  on  Public  Moneys 
last  year  considered  the  question  whether 
the  revenues  of  this  Department  could  not 
be  brought  under  the  supervision  of  Par- 
liament like  other  descriptions  of  revenue ; 
but  tbey  came  to  the  conclusion  that  under 
the  arrangement  existing  between  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Crown  it  could  not  be  done. 
The  next  best  thing  was  done,  however. 
An  annual  statement  of  the  income  and 
expenditure  of  the  Woods  and  Forests  was 
annually  laid  before  Parliament. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  ho  must  re- 
iterate  the  complaint  which  he  had  made 
on  Friday  night  that  sufficient  time  had 
not  been  granted  to  the  House  to  examine 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates.  No  less  than 
fifty-«even  Votes,  embracing  a  sum  of 
£3,000,000,  were  passed  without  almost 
a  eomment,  notwithstanding  a  declaration 
made  at  the  outset  of  the  debate  that  not 
a  single  Member  had  been  able  to  make 
himself  acquainted  with  the  details  of  those 
Estimates.  Such  a  course,  if  persevered 
iu,  must  tend,  he  thought,  to  destroy  con- 
fidence in  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Qovernment,  and  to  lead  to  a  repetition 
of  the  unpleasant  consequences  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  already  experienced.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  the  salaries  which 
were  to  be  covered  by  the  present  Vote 
were  not  paid  like  others  out  of  the  estates 
of  the  Crown,  lie  believed  that  those 
estates,  if  properly  managed,  would  be 
equal  to  any  demands  that  could  legiti- 
mately be  made  upon  them,  and  thereby 
relieve  the  general  taxation  of  the  country 
to  a  proportionate  extent.  They  would  be 
amply  sufficient  to  defray  the  £385,000 


paid  annually  to  Her  Majesty  out  of  the 
Civil  List. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  if  the  salary  of 
the  surveyor  was  equal  to  the  amount 
which  had  been  mentioned,  it  was  a  great 
waste  of  the  public  money. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply, 

LONDON  CORPORATION  REFORM  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Westminster  (Sir  John  Shelley), 
and  other  hon.  Members,  as  well  as  him- 
self, felt  they  had  been  very  hardly  treat- 
ed by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  in  respect  of  the  London  Cor- 
poration Bill.  When  the  late  Government 
went  out  of  office  they  left  in  certain  de- 
partments the  draughts  of  Bills  that  had 
not  arrived  at  maturity.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Homo  Department,  however, 
fastened  upon  these  Bills  like  a  Zouave, 
and  evidently  thinking  that  every  draught 
left  by  his  predecessor  was  fair  political 
plunder,  and  might  be  turned  into  politi- 
cal capital,  ho  laid  his  hand  on  them  and 
submitted  them  to  the  House.  The  pre- 
sent Government,  however,  had  proposed 
a  Motion  of  want  of  confidence  in  the  late 
Government  in  which  he  had  concurred, 
and  he  could  not  therefore  help  expressing 
his  astonishment  that  no  sooner  had  the 
Government  come  into  office  than  they  ap- 
propriated all  the  measures  of  the  late  Ad- 
ministration, without  considering  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  they  had  come  into  office. 
He  should  not  have  complained  if  the  Bill, 
I  for  the  Reform  of  the  Corporation  then  be- 
I  fore  the  House,  had  been  brought  in  by 
the  late  Home  Secretary.  It  would  have 
been  in  accordance  with  the  views  enter- 
tained by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side, 
but  it  was  a  marvel  to  him  that  the  present 
Government  should  adopt  such  a  measure. 
Yet  the  Government  persisted  in  having 
it  debated  in  the  middle  of  July,  and  in 
forcing  it  through  the  House.  Great  num- 
bers of  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House  felt  it  to  be  a  grievance  that  this 
Bill  should  be  taken  at  twelve  o'clock  on 
Friday  morning.  They  were  invited  to  at- 
tend on  Thursday  to  discuss  the  Budget, 
and  was  it  to  be  supposed  that  after  such 
a  debate  they  would  be  prepared  at  noon 
the  next  day  to  consider  a  measure  of  the 
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deepest  political  importance  ?  Yet,  after  i 
discussing  this  Bill  until  four  o*clock  on 
Friday,  hon.  Members  were  expected  to 
come  down  again  at  six  o'clock  and  resume 
the  consideration  of  the  Budget.  Were 
hon.  Members  on  the  Liberal  side  to  be 
subject  to  such  coercion  to  gratify  the 
morbid  desire  of  the  Home  Secretary  to 
adopt  the  Bills  of  the  late  Government, 
which  were  not  in  accordance  with  the 
political  opinions  of  hon.  Members  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  benches  ?  He  protest- 
ed against  this  mode  of  proceeding.  He 
appealed  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  not  to  proceed  with  the 
measure  iu  this  fashion,  and  not  to  rely 
upon  the  support  of  the  Conservative  party, 
while  pretending  to  be  at  the  head  of  the 
Liberal  party.  The  noble  Lord  had,  he 
believed,  received  assurances  from  the  other 
side  of  their  willingness  to  help  him  in  car- 
rying this  Bill.  But  let  the  Bill  be  fairly 
discussed,  and  not  burked  at  twelve  o'clock 
in  the  morning. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that  of 
course  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  free  to  have 
an  opinion  on  the  Bill  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  brought  forward,  and  when  it 
came  under  discussion  he  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  stating  fully  the  reasons 
why  he  thought  it  a  Bill  which  the  House 
ought  not  to  adopt.  But  it  was  rather  re- 
markable that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
object  to  the  Bill  being  discussed  at  a 
morning  sitting,  because  when  the  House 
acquiesced  in  giving  a  morning  sitting  to  a 
Bill  it  was  understood  that  hon.  Members 
came  to  the  discussion  less  fatigued  than 
they  were  at  a  late  hour  of  the  evening. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  any  objection  to 
the  day,  and  would  state  it  when  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  present,  no  doubt  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  consider  whether  the  day 
were  essential,  and  whether  some  other  day 
could  be  conveniently  selected.  He  must 
say  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
(Mr.  W.  Williams's)  charge,  that  he  had 
-  the  other  evening  exercised  some  constraint 
on  the  Hous^  in  order  to  make  it  go  on 
with  the  Estimates,  was  most  unjust  and 
unfounded.  On  that  matter  the  House  ex- 
ercised its  own  opinion,  and  divided,  and  a 
very  large  majority  concurred  in  the  pro- 
priety of  proceeding  with  the  Estimates. 
If  the  decision  of  the  House  had  been  the 
other  way,  he  should  have  submitted  to  it ; 
and,  indeed,  the  hou.  Member  for  Lambeth 
submitted,  though  not  in  a  very  gracious 
manner,  for  he  immediately  put  on  his  hat 
and  left  the  House,  which  was  as  much  as 

Mr,  Ayrion 


to  say  that  he  would  not  be  a  party  to  any 
of  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  was  not 
opposed  to  morning  sittings,  but  he  ob- 
jected to  meeting  at  twelve  o'clock  in  the 
day,  and  then  continuing  to  sit  until  two 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  The  Corporation 
Reform  Bill  was  a  most  important  mea« 
sure,  and  ought  to  be  brought  forward 
early  in  the  evening ;  for  iu  the  daytime 
many  hon.  Members  were  engaged  on  Com- 
mittees. 

Lord  FERMOY  said,  that  on  general 
principles  he  was  in  favour  of  morning 
sittings,  but  as  this  Bill  was  likely  to  meet 
with  great  opposition,  he  did  not  think  that 
there  was  the  slightest  chance  of  its  pass- 
ing during  the  present  Session,  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  suggest  that  it  should  be 
postponed  till  next  Session. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  observed,  that  there 
existed  great  anxiety  on  the  subject  of  the 
reform  of  the  corporation,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Liberal  party  should  object 
to  the  discussion  of  the  subject.  If  the 
measure  could  not  be  passed  in  the  present 
Session,  still  its  discussion  would  facilitate 
its  passing  in  the  next  as  any  measure 
of  the  kind  must  be  first  thoroughly  ven- 
tilated. 

Mr.  EDWIN  JAMES  said,  it  was  im- 
possible  there  could  this  year  bo  a  fair 
discussion  of  the  principles  of  this  Bill. 
On  the  face  of  it  the  measure  was  utterly 
at  variance  with  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners, of  whom  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Home  Secretary  was  one.  It  left 
untouched  several  important  abuses,  such 
as  the  metage  and  wharfage  ;  it  disfran- 
chised 10,000  of  the  livery  at  one  swoop 
who  had  had  no  opportunity  of  disoussing 
the  question  ;  and  he  feared  there  would 
be  no  sufficient  attendance  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers at  a  morning  sitting  to  debate  the  Bill 
in  the  way  it  deserved. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  hoped  that 
some  special  time  would  be  fixed  for  the 
Education  Vote,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
proceeded  with  that  night. 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  he 
wished  to  make  one  or  two  remarks  in  re- 
ference to  what  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Devon  port  (Mr.  Wilson)  had  said  respect- 
ing tho  management  of  the  Crown  pro- 
perty. That  was  a  branch  of  the  Admiais- 
tration  which  ought  to  be  watched  with 
the  utmost  vigilance.  He  complained  that 
the  Government  took  out  of  tho  revenue 
what  ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the  capital  of 
the  Woods  and  Forests. 
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LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  Baid,  he  roRe  <  tent  that  greatly  increased  the  expenditure. 
to  order.  The  Vote  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- '  According  to  Sir  W.  J.  Hooker's  report, 
ber  was  referring  had  been  passed.  there  were  now  400  flower-beds  requiring 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon.  !  40,000  plants  annuollj  to  supply  them.  He 
Member  was  not  in  order  in  replying  to  ;  thought  it  unwise  to  convert  these  grounds 
anything  said  in  a  debate  on  a  Vote  that '  into  a  gaudy  flower  garden.  In  1854  the 
bad  been  passed.  I  Crystal  Palace  had  been  established  on  a 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  he  |  commercial  principle.  It  was  the  first 
woald  not  reply  to  anything  said  in  the .  time  such  an  undertaking  had  been  car- 
debate,  but  would  call  attention  to  one  or ,  ricd  out  either  in  this  or  in  any  other 
two  points.  The  whole  revenue  of  the  country,  and  he  did  not  see  why  Kew 
Crown  property  amounted  to  £411,000.  Gardens  should  be  changed  from  their 
The  expenditure  of  the  Commissioners  was  original  object  in  order  to  compete  with 
£88,000  ;  and  the  result  was  that  the  '  the  Crystal  Palace  as  a  flower  garden.  It 
•oantrj  was  deprived  of  an  amount  of  \  ought  to  be  recollected  that  the  Crystal 
rofenne  which  ought  to  go  out  of  the  Ex-  Palace  was  not  allowed  to  be  opened  on 
diequer.  There  ought  to  bo  an  annual  Sundays,  and  the  Kew  Gardens  were 
Btatemeot  laid  on  the  table  of  the  estimated  i  opened  on  that  day.  He  admitted  that 
expenditore  by  the  Commissioners.  Ho  .  tho  management  of  the  Gardens  did  great 
should  on  a  future  occasion  take  the  sense  I  credit  to  Sir  W.  J,  Hooker.  The  new 
of  the  House  on  that  point.  |  museum,  erected  in  1856,  was,  however, 

i  unworthy  the  architecture  of  this  country. 

Motion  agreed  to,  \  Though  it  overlooked  the  beautiful  garden. 

House  in  Committee :   Mr.  Massey  in .  it  resembled    a  third-rate    lodging-house 

(he  Chair.  :  more  than  that  which  it  purported  to  be. 

(In  the  Committee.)  :  There  was  a  large  item — £30,000 — asked 

to  be  voted  for  the  purpose  of  building  a 

^npPTY     rivir  sfrviof  vsttmatfs     i  new  conservatory,  with  a  view  of  observ- 
SUPPLY.-CIVIL  SERVICE  LSTIMATLS.    .  j^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^j^  ^^  ^  j^^^^  number  of  plants 

(1.)  £78,847.  Koyal^  Parks,  Pleasure  |  which  had  been  introduced  into  this  country 
Grounds,  &c.  •  by  Sir  Joseph  Bankes  ;  but,  while  he  was 

Sib  JOSEPH  PAXTON  said,  he  would  ;  not  prepared  to  deny  that  such  a  building 
take  that  occasion  to  observe  that  a  very  \  was  necessary,  he  thought  it  might  be 
large  increase  in  the  Estimates  for  the !  erected  at  a  much  less  cost  than  that  at 
purposesof  this  Vote  had  taken  place  since  which  it  was  estimated.  His  own  expe- 
1852 — a  fact  which  he  regarded  as  open  |  riencc  led  him  to  the  conclusion  that  an 
to  objection.  In  1852,  the  year  after  the  !  acre  of  ground  might  very  well  be  covered 
Great  Exhibition,  when  the  Parks  were  in  |  with  glass  for  the  sum  of  £10,000,  and 
a  somewhat  disordered  state,  the  Vote  was  j  he  therefore  was  of  opinion  that  half  the 
£60,546.    From  that  period  there  had  been   amount   which   was  asked  for   would   be 


a  constant  increase.     In  seven  years  it  had 
increased  from  £60,516  to  £123,000  or 


amply  sufficient  for  the  accomplishment  of 
the  object  which  it  was  sought  to  attain. 


more  than  double.  The  principal  items  in  With  respect  to  Hyde  Park  he  found  that 
that  increase  were  the  sums  voted  for  Kew  j  there  was  a  proposal  of  Mr.  Page's  to 
Gardens  and  Hyde  Park,  and,  while  he  .  spend  £30,000  in  making  certain  altera- 
was  one  of  the  last  persons  who  should  i  tions  in  the  Serpentine  ;  but,  while  he  was 
object  to  such  places  being  kept  up  in  a .  ready  to  admit  that  that  piece  of  water 
becoming  manner,  he  must  complain  of  the  '  stood  in  need  of  improvement,   he  must 

object   to   the  construction  of   an  island 


peculiar  objects  for  which  the  expenditure 
had  been  incurred.  Kew  Gardens,  for  in- 
stance, which  up  to  1852  had  been  devoted 
to  botanical  purposes,  had  since  that 
period  been   transferred    into   a    popular 


within  it,  inasmuch  as  it  would,  in  his 
opinion,  altogether  destroy  the  grandeur 
of  the  effect.  He  might  also  remark 
that  very  considerable  expense  had  been 


flower  garden.  They  had  been  told  when  j  incurred  in  what  he  might  term  gar- 
Lord  Llanover  was  at  the  head  of  tho  j  denizing  Hyde  Park.  For  his  own  part 
Board  of  Works  that  Sir  W.  J.  Hooker  i  he  objected  to  such  a  process,  inasmuch  as 
had  suggested  great  improvements  in  these  he  was  of  opinion  that  a  number  of  beauti- 
Gardens.     The  noblo  Lord  had  enlarged   ful  trees  and  a  green  turf  was  the  proper 


the  boundaries  of  the  Gardens,  and  sanc- 
tioned the  making  of  flower-beds  to  an  ex- 


aspect  for  a  park  to  assume.     Although 
he  was  willing  to  admit  that  for  some  of 
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the  imprOTomcnlB  tlio  noblo  Lord  opposite  !  Bont,  howevor,  there  was  an  intelligent 
dosorroil  credit,  yet  ho  thought  that  if  one  •  gardener  there  who  would  no  doubt  soon 
half  of  tho  sum  expended  in  what  was  bring  it  into  admirable  order.  Our  public 
called  improving  the  Park  had  been  spent  Parks  ought  to  be  the  pride  of  the  country 
in  laying  down  turf  between  the  drive  and  and  the  metropolis  ;  but  they  were  cer- 
ont»ido  railing,  they  would  have  had  a  :  tainly  not  so  in  their  present  condition, 
beautiful  grass  plot  something  like  that  in  ,  Ho  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Chief  Com- 
Horkoloy  Square,  which  was  so  much  ad-  ;  missioners  of  Works  would  take  proper  ad- 
roiroil  by  every  one,  and  which  ought  to  \  vice,  and  place  such  persons  jonly  in  the 
bo  a  pattern  for  all  such  works.  In  St.  ;  management  of  the  Parks  ns  were  pro- 
James  *s  Park  a  great  improvement  had  !  perly  qualified  for  the  office.  It  was  but  a 
been  made  by  cleansing  tho  water,  but  j  few  years  ngo  that  a  naval  captain  hod  tho 
the  bridge  was  an  eye-sore,  and  ho  thought  j  charge  of  Victoria  Park,  and  he  was  sue- 
a  carriage-drive  would  have  been  much  ,  ceedcd  by  a  broken-down  contractor.  All 
bettor.  The  present  state  of  tho  eommu-  j  this  was  very  discreditable.  Although  he 
nicatiou  through  this  Park  was  very  un-  j  did  not  intend  to  propose  any  reduction  of 
^lisfactorr.  You  were  now  forced  to  the  Vote,  he  gave  notice  that  if  there  was 
skulk  along  as  though  you  had  no  business  no  alteration  in  the  present  system,  he 
there  ;  but,  surely,  if  there  was  to  bo  a  ;  would  go  into  detail  upon  the  subject  next 
{MtfMge  through  at  all,  it  ought  to  bo  a  year.  Meanwhile  he  would  gladly  give  his 
peeper  one.  Some  very  large  additional ,  advice  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  re« 
accommodation  must  certainly  be  given,  i  spect  to  any  improvements  that  might  be 
Is  a  short  time  there  would  be  a  railway  !  contemplated. 

station  at  the  end  of  Victoria  Street,  within  \  Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  no 
3*>^  janJs  of  Buckingham  Palace,  com- 1  one  had  a  greater  right  to  speak  on  tliis 
manicating  with  Dover,  Brighton,  Ports-  question  than  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
mooib,  and  all  the  suburbs  on  the  south  |  addressed  the  Committee;  but  although  his 
side  of  the  Thames,  and  it  was  obvious  hon.  Friend  began  by  complaining  of  tho 
that  to  this  station  there  must  be  addi- ,  increased  expenditure  on  the  metropolitan 
tscnal  communications.  He  believed,  there- ,  Parks,  he  had  ended  by  proposing  sehemes 
fore,  that  they  would  be  obliged  to  adopt  which,  if  sanctioned,  would  inrolfe  an  ex- 
tbe  suggestion  which  had  been  made  some  penditure  of  at  least  £100,000.  [Sir  J. 
years  ago,  and  cross  the  Park  by  means  of  Paxtox.  Xot  annually.]  No;  not  annually, 
arra-i  acd  >»ridge  to  Victoria  Street  direct, '  but  in  the  first  instance.  For  two  of  the 
v::h  a  branch  to  Buckingham  Palace  and  .  items  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  directed 
ac.-ther  to  the  Ilonses  of  Parirament.  He  their  attention,  he  (Lord  J.  Mannera)  was 
aI.«o  thoozhc  that  the  road  which  had  been  responsible — the  purification  of  the  Serpen- 
pTow^i.  from  the  Duke  of  York's  column  tine  and  the  proposed  new  eoDserratory 
zrj  Gr^at  George  Street,  with  an  approach  at  Kew.  These  two  iraprovementa  had 
*yj  Trafalgar  Square,  would  be  a  great  been  repeatedly  urged  upon  First  Commia- 
VKQ.  A  communication  through  Hyde  sioners,  and  last  year  when  the  work  of 
?4.*z  wii  also  wanted  ;  and  he  thought  cleansing  the  Thames  was  handed  over  bj 
:.i.t:  r.z^  zi'ght  be  made  from  the  West-  the  Legislature  to  the  MetropolitaB  Board, 
'ir.in^  Terra.ce  district  to  Kensington  and  he  felt  that  the  Serpentine  could  not  be 
z'-ny.".  -vi^hcat  pro-iocing  an  eye-sore  or  allowed  to  remain  in  a  state  little  less  dis- 
..:%jr»r  •-♦  Tr.'/i  t-  e  leautiful  old  Reusing-  graceful.  During  the  recen*  tlieiefore,  a 
','.^.  Oi'i^cf.  Wich  regard  to  Battersea  scheme  nais  drawn  up  bj  Mr.  Piige,  who 
?Lrc.  I'i  :.\.l  xo  cjsnplain  of  the  design,  recommended  it  as  a  perasBcal  impffOTe- 
▼  1  <-i  vt.i  '.n  a  t'»  izntLil  scale,  and  he  ment.  H:s  hon.  Fri<nd  (Sir  J.  Pezton) 
-.it.'ixi-.  V.  L?  :".  a  fev  Tcsrs  it  would  be  all  tcok  an  obiection  to  the  isSaiid  oi  aa  artistic 
^— '.vi  . r--r  "•'.:!  p.ir.-Ma::vn5.  The  same  point  of  Tsew.  That  was  a  faeslien  of 
ii  ^-ll  -  .1.:  --^^r.  r.iifr:  ia  Vrcijria  Park,  tasto;  but  at  any  rate,  if  thai  faitare  were 
«»  .■•-'_  :-.:r.^  ?i vts  T*:c*  :ri  c:ur*eofcoE-  abandoned.  :i  wx>s!d  ncf  lead  t»  diaiinish 
r.-u/:  .T .  :  -L-.-Lz  '^i*  ci-r:^d  r-n  us-  the  ext*€rJi:u?* :  Kfcaaw  ?a  dtti  caae  the 
Lr-  -..-:  '■■:•'.■:.  ;i  ::  r. .-.  ir'.o  •: ' :  Eot  ksow  mc-l  :-i$tead  \-f  Kf^aj  esp&md  to  form 
:..t  :i.\\'*:i  .*.  1.  ltl--::z*r  iinf*  rf  i7e?s  :::e  i?!ar.d  wcb!xi  hire  t*  W  refla«Tcd  far- 
«:*:  si.-i.j  :  er  ▼*:*  j  t-.v-j.  Oa  cue  :".  er  away  at  an  iz^r^<aa«d  cent,  Tfce 
.'  -.i'w  .'.'.i;..:5  '.:  l:  <i'.*ri  Bi'A'ir^%  =:Mtor  wa«  cr^^  «'  MaiSL  aad  dod  ael  la- 
>i»"i.  uit  brta  V.  r  f:'*T.%z.,  w>;.  i--r  ivrrer*  wiih  t*:<'  la?ycr  «Ijh»s  stf  fvrify- 
ii;it:.iiif  wiiu;t"w  .-f  v.»»:  i.i.V;«i!.     At  pr*-   :r.g   th:s   &dxk«$  firaaaa.     '^'^-■^ 
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to  Ilia  lioo.  Friend's  commontB  rospcct- 
ing  Kew»  he  fancied  that  most  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  House  would  be  ox- 
tremdy  vexed  if,  in  consequonco  of  his 
hoD.  Friend*B  recommendation,  the  flower- 
Ma  whieh  bad  received  so  much  atten- 
tioa  were  to  be  removed,  and  he  was  cer* 
tun  tbat  wbore  one  person  was  interested 
in  tbe  botanical  specimens,  100  were  at- 
traeted  hj  tbe  flowers.  With  regard  to 
tbe  conserratory,  his  hon.  Friend  agreed 
■a  to  the  necessity  of  such  a  building,  but 
objected  to  tbe  expense.  He  could  only  say 
that  be  bad  placed  the  work  in  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Deeimus  Burton,  who  had  Imd  con- 
■derable  experience  in  that  class  of  work, 
and  who  had  been  the  architect  of  the 
Palm  House  at  Kcw,  which  was  so  gene- 
imllj  admired.  With  regard  to  Battorsea 
and  Victoria  Parks,  at  present  they  were 
nnder  the  management  of  men  who  were 
perfectly  competent  to  discharge  the  duties 
whieh  devoWed  upon  them,  and  every  way 
anxious  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
pnblic.  Upon  the  question  of  the  general 
increase  of  expenditure  upon  the  metropo- 
litan Parks,  ho  had  nothing  to  say  against 
the  statement  of  bis  hon.  Friend.  It  wns 
a  notorious  fact  that  tho  expenditure  had 
inereased.  The  estimate  was  a  very  large 
one»  and  it  was  impossible  that  it  should 
be  otherwise,  because  year  after  year 
greater  numbers  of  people  frequented 
those  Parks  ;  far  more  public  attention 
was  directed  to  them  ;  hardly  a  day 
elapsed  without  some  recommendation  to 
inerease  their  beauty,  or  the  enjoyment  of 
the  people  in  them,  and  ho  was  quite  sa- 
tisfied that  no  one  could  fill  the  situation 
which  he  had  lately  hold  without  feeling 
an  anxious  desiro  to  promote,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  comfort,  tho  convenience,  and 
the  recreation,  of  the  toiling  masses  of  this 
metropolis,  for  whoso  benefit,  after  all, 
these  Parks  were  chiefly  maintained. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  thought 
the  expenditure  upon  the  Parks  was  abso- 
lutely monstrous.  He  found  in  tho  Esti- 
mate an  item  of  £7,747  for  the  Regent's 
Park,  and  he  could  not  imagine  how  such 
expense  could  be  incurred.  The  Park  was, 
he  believed,  in  as  good  a  condition  as  it 
possibly  could  bo,  and  the  only  thing  by 
which  it  was  disfigured  was  a  building 
lately  erected  for  the  sale  of  gingerbread 
and  lollypops.  Tiio  objectionable  state  of 
the  Serpentine  was,  he  believed,  entirely 
attributable  to  the  fact  that  the  sewers 
were  allowed  to  run  into  that  river. 

Mb.  W.  EWART  said,  that  if  this  sum 


was  withdrawn  it  would  occasion  [»reat  in- 
convenience to  the  public.  lie  thought 
the  state  of  tho  ornamental  waters  in  the 
Parks  was  well  deserving  the  attention  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  The  ponds  werv 
often  the  receptacle  of  every  description  of 
rubbish.  The  consumption  of  iron  for  the 
construction  of  railings  was  something  enor- 
mous and  unnecessary,  lie  also  wisheil 
to  call  attention  to  the  circumstance  that 
three  acres  of  land  had  been  taken  from 
Ilydo  Park  for  the  feeding  of  cattle,  whieh 
he  thought  ought  to  be  restored  to  the 
public.  He  further  had  to  complain  of  the 
injury  caused  to  tho  Park  by  tho  abstrac- 
tion of  gravel  for  the  formation  of  walk;it, 
and  filling  up  the  holes  with  rubbi$h. 

^Ir.  cog  an  said  the  convenience  of 
hon.  Members  of  that  House  would  be 
greatly  promoted  if  their  carriages  wore 
allowed  to  pass  by  Constitution  llilKalon^if 
the  Mall,  and  through  the  Horse  Guards. 
If  there  was  any  objection  to  a  pasjta^ 
through  the  Horse  Guarils  they  mij>ht  at 
all  events,  without  incvinvenience.  be  allow- 
ed to  pass  into  Parliament  Street  throus^h 
Storey's  Gate. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  ho  stooil 
aghast  at  hearing  that  it  was  intended  to 
make  an  island  in  the  Serpentine.  He 
thought  there  wero  islands  enough  in  the 
other  parks,  and  that  it  was  most  desirable 
that  the  natural  beauty  of  H}'do  Park  should 
not  bo  destroyed. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  it  was  truo  that 
tho  Vote  for  the  Parks  was  increasing  from 
year  to  year  in  consequence  of  the  addi- 
tional means  which  were  taken  to  promote 
tiic  comfort  and  enjoyment  of  tho  indus- 
trious classes  who  resorted  to  them.  Tho 
establishment  of  the  Bnttersea  and  Victoria 
Parks  had,  he  believed,  been  attended  with 
special  advantages  to  the  working  classes 
of  tho  metropolis.  He  found,  from  a  Re- 
turn he  had  received,  that  on  one  Sunday, 
about  a  fortnight  ago,  118,000  persons 
entered  the  Victoria  Park,  and  12,000 
persons  bathed  in  the  lake  in  that  park 
before  eight  o'clock  the  same  morning. 
Some  complaints  had  been  made  of  the 
superintendents  of  Victoria  and  Ilydc 
Parks,  but  he  believed  those  complaints 
were  not  justified  by  facts,  and  that  those 
individuals  performed  their  duties  in  a  most 
satisfactory  manner.  It  was  difficult  to 
meet  the  views  of  all  hon.  Members  upon 
these  points.  One  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  he  should  liko  to  sec  tho  Parks 
a  vast  expanse  of  verdure,  like  Berkeley 
Square.      No   doubt  all  would  wish  that. 
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but  another  bon.  Member  immediately 
afterwards  complained  of  the  iron  rail- 
ings which  were  placed  in  different  parts 
of  the  Parks.  If  those  railings  were  not 
there,  people  would  natnrallj  walk  upon 
the  turf,  and  in  a  very  short  time  all  ap- 
pearance of  grass  would  disappear.  With 
respect  to  the  purification  of  the  Serpen- 
tine, there  was  no  Voto  in  the  Estimates 
because  upon  acceding  to  office  he  found 
his  predecessor  had  gi^en  his  assent  to  a 
plau  proposed  by  Mr.  Pago,  to  which  he 
(Mr.  Fitzroy)  could  not  give  his  assent  at 
present.  That  plan  appeared  to  him  to 
be  open  to  serious  objections,  and  therefore 
he  had  not  thought  it  respectful  to  submit 
any  Vote  to  the  Committee  until  he  was 
prepared  to  submit  a  scheme  which  he 
thought  a  satisfactory  one,  but  he  hoped 
at  a  future  time,  upon  Vote  7,  to  be  able 
to  lay  before  the  Committee  a  Vote  upon 
that  subject.  There  were  several  objec- 
tions to  the  plan  proposed,  especially  as  to 
levelling  the  bottom  and  running  off  the 
water,  for  there  was  a  doubt  whether  it 
would  be  easy  to  refill  it.  lie  had  several 
other  plans  under  consideration,  and  hoped 
soon  to  come  to  some  decision  upon  the 

Soint.  As  to  the  digging  of  gravel  which 
ad  been  complained  of,  it  was  a  system 
that  had  gone  on  for  many  years,  and  any 
alteration  must  involve  the  expenditure  of 
a  large  sum  of  money.  With  respect  to 
the  expenditure  upon  the  Regent's  Park, 
there  had  no  doubt  been  an  increase,  but 
it  had  all  tended  to  the  comfort  of  the 
Jabouring  classes.  One  item  was  for  the 
formation  of  a  cricket-ground  at  Primrose 
Hill,  which  all  would  admit  to  be  a  most 
pro ise worthy  outlay  of  public  money.  With 
re*p#;ot  U)  the  increase  ou  other  items  of 
thii»  Vote  tlio  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Manners) 
ha/i  no  fi;itiiifactorily  explained  the  causes 
th;it  \tii  foit  \ui  hhould  not  bo  justified  in 
tf<;i(pa4i!liig  any  longer  on  the  time  of  tho 

CofiJlliilt'rO. 

^  Mil.  KINXAIUD  said,  his  right  hon. 
Fiifrn'J  had  observed  a  discreet  silence  with 
respect  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kildare  (Mr.  Cogan)  why  Members 
were  not  [>ermitted  to  pass  down  Constitu- 
tion II ill.  The  question  really  was  whe- 
ther the  Parks  were  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  or  r.Dt,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
wh:»  paid  the  two  policemen  who  kept  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  from  passing  through 
the  Parks.  There  was  also  the  miostion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry  (bir  Joseph 
Paxton)  as  to  tho  proposed  oxpondituro  on 
Kow  Gardens.      A  sum  of  Xl.V>.i>10  was 

Mf\  FiU  Hoy 


asked  for  tho  erection  of  a  magnificent 
glass  structure.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry,  who  knew  more  about  glass 
structures  than  any  one,  said  that  a  better 
one  could  be  erected  for  £10,000.  The 
hon.  Member  had  also  said  that  there  were 
40,000  geraniums  being  potted  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  public,  and  now  it  was  pro- 
posed to  add  200  acres  to  the  gardens.  Ho 
thought  that  tho  present  extent  of  Kow 
Gardens  was  adequate  to  the  public  require- 
ments, and  therefore  he  should  take  tho 
sense  of  the  Committee  upon  the  Vote. 
With  respect  to  tho  Serpentine,  in  the  re- 
port of  Mr.  Page,  which  was  referred  to 
m  the  Vote,  there  was  a  sum  of  £39,000 
set  out,  with  a  recommendation  that  an 
island  should  be  formed,  to  be  approach- 
ed either  by  a  rustic  bridge  or  by  boats, 
for  bathers  who  preferred  to  undress  in 
greater  privacy,  and  against  such  an  ex- 
penditure he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
protest. 

Lord  JOHN  BROWNE  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Vote  for  Kew  Gardens  would  be 
agreed  to.  He  could  speak  aa  to  the  neces- 
sity of  providing  shelter  for  delicate  plants, 
which  were  now  perishing  for  want  of  it. 
The  number  of  persons  who  visited  these 
gardens  last  year  was  420»(X)0  ;  or  only 
100,000  fewer  than  visited  the  British 
Museum  in  the  same  period.  There  was 
no  better  object  on  which  money  could  be 
laid  out  than  in  beautifying  these  gardens. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  that  when  hon. 
Gentlemen  asked  for  whose  benefit  the  con- 
servatory at  Kew  was  intended  thej  did 
not  seem  to  know  that  nearly  half  a  million 
of  persons,  mostly  of  the  working  classes, 
visited  these  gardens  annually.  ludeedi 
the  number  of  people  who  frequented  them 
had  increased  in  a  wonderful  ratio  since  the 
first  year  they  were  thrown  open  to  the 
public,  when  the  visitors  were  iidj  9, 174. 
Many  thousands  of  the  humbler  orders  went 
there  every  Sunday »  and  enjoyed  them- 
selves in  a  quiet,  happy,  and  respectable 
manner.  He  was  therefore  rarprited  to 
hear  this  Vote  objected  to.  The  potting 
of  40,000  geraniums  had  been  talked  of ; 
but  he  would  certainly  do  all  in  his  power 
to  increase  the  beauty  of  these  gardens, 
which  were  a  source  of  so  rnneh  pleasure 
to  nil  classes  of  the  people.  He  was  not 
aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Kildare 
(Mr.  Cogan)  had  intended  to  put  a  direct 
question  to  him. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PAXTON  remarked, that 
ho  had  not  said  one  word  with  regard  to 
the  $u|>erinteudents  of  Victoria  and  Hydo 
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Parks,  farther  thna  that  a  naval  captain 
had  baen  appointed  to  the  situation,  and 
that  a  broken-down  contractor  had  it  now. 
What  he  complained  of  was  that  all  minis- 
ten  the  moment  they  got  into  the  offico  of 
hia  right  hen.  Friend  took  it  into  their 
heada  that  they  could  give  directions  on 
these  subjects.  He  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Priend  would  not  take  this  as  personal ,  hc- 
eanse  it  was  not  so  meant.  Every  man  in 
the  country  would  wish  to  see  Kew  kept 
vp  ;  it  ought  to  be  kept  up  as  a  beautiful 
gardeup  hut  it  ought  not  to  be  decorated 
at  the  public  expense  so  as  to  compete 
with  places  which  were  established  on  com- 
meroial  principles.  What  would  be  said  if 
the  State  were  to  subsidize  Mr.  Lumley  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to  compete 
with  Mr.  Gye. 

Mr.  Alderman  SALOMOI^S  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry  was 
carrying  the  comn^ercial  principle  too  far. 
They  had  spent  a  great  deal  of  money 
which  was  necessary  for  the  public  dc- 
fenceSy  and  they  ought  not  to  grudge  a 
little  more  for  the  recreation  of  the  people. 
No  one  could  see  the  crowd  that  flocked 
there  on  a  Sunday  evening,  so  clean  and 
orderly,  without  seeing  what  a  source  of 
healthful  recreation  they  were  to  the  work- 
inffclasses. 

VISCOUNT  PALMERSTON  said,  these 
gardens  were  intended  for  tho  amusement 
of  the  public,  and  it  was  very  fair  that 
they  should  contribute  to  the  amusement 
of  that  House.  Nobody,  therefore,  ought 
to  blame  his  hon.  Friends  for  disporting  on 
this  Vote,  because  it  was  the  annual  occa- 
sion on  which  persons  in  that  House  de- 
rived pleasure  from  the  same  source  as  the 
population  out  of  doors  who  frequented 
these  parks  and  gardens.  But  when  their 
amusement  was  over  the  people  went 
quietly  home  ;  and  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Priends  would  not  end  their  harmless  re- 
creation by  disturbing  tho  proceedings  of 
that  evening,  and  causing  hon.  Members 
to  take  a  walk  into  the  lobbies  for  which 
they  might  not  be  inclined.  Speaking 
seriously,  nobody  in  that  House  could 
object  to  an  expenditure  calculated  to 
afford  so  much  health  and  enjoyment  to 
the  poorer  classes.  No  one  could  frequent 
the  public  Parks  on  a  fine  evening  without 
seeing  multitudes  of  people  recreating 
themselves  in  those  open  spaces.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry  wished  to  treat 
this  question  as  one  of  mercantile  competi- 
tion, and  would  fain  preclude  tho  House 
from  spending  any  money  in  affording  the 

VOL.  CUV.      [tiIIRD  SEBIE3]. 


means  of  enjoyment  to  the  public.  Surely 
there  could  be  nothing  more  legitimate 
than  for  the  House  to  provide  for  tho 
people  in  this  respect  what  thoy  could  not 
provide  for  themselves.  He  might  return 
the  advice  of  the  lion.  Member  for  Coven- 
try, and  recommend  him  to  make  gardens 
that  were  conducted  on  tho  commercial 
principle  more  and  more  attractive  ;  but  if 
with  all  their  attractions  he  could  not  lead 
the  public  there  he  had  no  right  to  com* 
plain  that  his  right  hon.  Friend's  efforts 
were  more  successful  in  regard  to  these 
Parks 

Mr.' EDWIN  JAMES  said,  that  Eew 
Gardens  were  the  only  legitimate  place  of 
recreation  accessible  on  Sunday  to  the  me- 
chanic of  Whitechapel  and  SpitalBelds  ; 
and  if  there  wero  not  a  quantity  of  gera- 
niums and  other  attractive  flowers  to  re- 
lieve  the  monotony  of  a  dull  botanical  collec- 
tion the  working  man  would  naturally  say, 
*'  What  is  all  this  compared  to  the  Crystal 
Palace  ?  '*  Tho  island  in  tho  Serpentine 
at  Kew,  about  which  an  hon.  Member  had 
been  so  facetious,  was  merely  in  nuhibus. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  ho  would  not 
trouble  the  Committee  to  take  tho  walk 
into  tho  lobbies  which  the  noble  Lord  bad 
indicated. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  wero  also  the  follow- 
ing Votes  : — 

(2.)  £2.342,  Salaries  of  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate and  Solicitor  General,  Scotland. 

(3.)  £12,075,  Court  of  Session,  Scot- 
land. 

(4.)  £6,811,  Court  of  Justiciary,  Scot- 
land. 

(5.)  £5,550,  Criminal  Prosecutions. 

(6.)  £620,  Legal  Branch  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Scotland. 

(7.)  £50,000,  Sheriffs  and  Stewords, 
Scotland. 

(8.)  £7,955,  Salaries,  Procurators  Fis- 
cal, Scotland. 

(9.)  £5.120,  Sheriff  Clerks,  Scotland. 

(10.)  £2,300,  Solicitor  of  the  Crown, 
($£c.,  Scotland. 

(11.)  £10,847,  General  Register  House, 
Edinburgh. 

(12.)  £544,  Commissary  Clerk,  Edin- 
burgh. 

(13.)  £1,032,  Accountant  in  Bankrupt- 
cy, Scotland. 

(14.)  £51,630,  Criminal  Prosecutions 
and  Law  Charges,  Ireland. 

(15.)  £1,671,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ire- 
land. 

(iO.)  £1,408,  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
Ireland. 
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(17.)  £1,211,  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
Ireland. 

(18.)  £10,370,  Court  of  Exchequer, 
Ireland. 

(19.)  £200.  Clerk  to  tho  Taxing  Offi- 
cers for  tlic  Three  Law  Courts. 

(20.)  £3,933,  Registrars  to  tho  Judges 
and  Registrars  of  Nisi  Prius,  Ireland. 

(21.)  £1.368.  Registration  of  Judg- 
monts,  Ireland. 

(22.)  £300,  Fees  to  Advocates. 

(23.)  £4,282,  Court  of  Bankruptcy  and 
Insolvency,  Ireland. 

(24.)  £4,105,  Court  of  Probate,  Ireland. 

(25.)  £4,211,  Landed  Estates  Courts, 
Ireland. 

iMR.  DARBY  GRIFFITII  said,  ho 
wished  to  ask  for  some  explanation  of  this 
Vote.  He  thought  that  this  Court  was 
not  based  on  right  principles  in  regard  to 
tho  means  by  which  the  payments  of  its 
expenbes  were  met. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  that  this  Veto 
was  to  carry  into  cfTect  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  last  Session,  when  these 
principles  were  much  discussed  in  the 
House.  The  Committee  would  not  re- 
Terse  the  decision  then  solemnly  come  to 
upon  a  mere  Vote  of  this  kind. 

Ma,  WILLIAMS  said,  ho  believed  that 
the  principle  was  bad ;  suitors  availing 
themselves  of  this  Court  ought  to  pay  the 
expense  of  supporting  it.  This  he  con- 
sidered a  Just  principle.  Ue  thought  that 
this  Vote  ought  not  to  be  required. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  for  some 
time  this  Court  cost  tho  country  from 
£17,000  or  £18.000  to  £20,000  ;  but  at 
present  the  nation  was  put  to  no  expense 
on  its  account. 

Sir  EDWARD  GROGAN  thought  the 
Committee  ought  to  know  what  sum  had 
been  received  by  tho  Court  in  fees.  Unless 
that  were  known,  the  Committee  could  not 
know  whether  or  not  this  Vote  ought  to 
cease. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  a  return  being  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  sums  received. 

Mu.  WISE  said,  that  there  was  evi- 
dently Bomething  very  wrong  about  this 
Vote.  If  the  hon.  Member  (Sir  E.  Gro- 
gan)  would  divide  the  Committee,  ho  would 
go  into  the  lobby  with  him. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  that  the  reason  why 
tlio  amount  of  the  fees  or  poundage  was 
not  stated  in  the  Estimate  was  the  short 
imo  the  Court  had  been  in  existence. 

Mu.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  thought  that 
the  information  asked  for  ought  to  be  fjivcn 


before  this  Vote  was  passed.  He  should 
therefore  move,  that  tho  Vote  be  post- 
poned. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  thought  that  the 
per  centage  system  acted  very  unfairly. 
He  thought  that,  if  anything,  the  small 
estates  ought  to  pay  the  most,  as  they 
gave  precisely  tho  same  trouble  as  the 
large  ones. 

Lord  FERMOY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
what  arrangement  was  made  with  the  Bank 
of  Ireland  as  to  the  sums  received  from 
suitors  in  this  Court  ?  He  did  not  ask  for 
the  actual  figures. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  that  the  ar- 
rangement was  made  by  the  Treasury,  and 
he  did  not  know  precisely  what  it  was. 

Sir  EDWARD  GROGAN  said,  that 
tho  Committee  were  asked  to  pass  a  Vote 
with  no  information  whatefer.  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  undertake  to  give  in- 
formation to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  CARDWELL  aaid»  he  would  have 
no  objection  to  furuiah  the  information  re- 
quired. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  that  he 
had  moved  the  postponement  of  tho  Vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN  aaid,  that  aach  a 
Motion  could  not  be  made.  The  Vote 
must  be  either  negatived  or  withdrawn. 

The  following  Votes  were  agreed  to: — 

(26.)  £450,  Refising  Barristera,  Dub- 
lin. 

(27.)  £300,  Clerk  to  the  Court  ef  Er- 
rors, Ireland. 

(28.)  £1,100,  Police  Juatioet,  Dublin 
Metropolis. 

(29.)  £31,378,  Metropolitan  Police, 
Dublin. 

(30.)  £450,768  Comtabnlary  Foree, 
Ireland. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  aaid,  he  hoped  that 
some  explanation  would  be  gifen  of  this 
Vote,  on  which  a  largo  increase  had  taken 
place  annually  since  ita  eatabliahment.  It 
was  admitted  that  tranquillitj  and  proe- 
perity  were  increasing  in  Ireland  $  whj 
then  was  it  necessary  to  maintain  there 
a  larger  police  force  than  usual? 

Lord  NAAS  said,  the  reaaon  of  the 
increase  was,  that  aa  the  force  bad  in- 
creased, the  pension  list  bad  neoeaiarilj 
increased  also,  and  additiona  bad  been  re> 
quired  for  good-service  pay  and  for  meri- 
torious services,  such  aa  waa  euatomary 
in  all  forces.  The  force  itadf,  bowever, 
by  a  recent  Act,  had  been  conaideraUy  in- 
duced, and  the  quota  to  each  eountj  waa 
now  much  smaller  than  it  was. 
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Me.  LA1N6  Baid»  that  part  of  the  in-  |  excellent  class  of  recruits,  and  he  did  not 
Hue  of  the  Vote  was  duo  to  the  issue  of  j  tliink  it  possible  the  Governaicnt  could 
»ew  firearms.  Those  which  were  served  I  hold  out  the  expectation  of  a  pcrmaDeni 
out  Mitcen  jears  ago  were  of  an  old  pat-    increase. 

lenii  and  lo  woro  out  as  to  bo  dangerous  Mr.  CLAY  observed,  there  was  nothing 
to  nte  in  ball  practice.  There  was  also  |  in  the  physique  of  the  men  to  show  thai 
aa  inerease  from  the  allowance  of  addi-  |  they  suHcred  privation.  Ue  never  saw  a 
tioDal  paj  to  the  officers  after  a  certain  |  better-looking  set  of  men  than  the  Irish 
number  of  years'  service.  It  must  here-  i  constabulary  force.  He  believed,  if  they 
membered,  that  since  the  abolition  of  the  wanted  double  the  number,  they  would 
Irish  revenue  police  the  constabulary  had  |  find  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  them. 
done  the  duty,  and  they  were,  to  a  certain  j      Lokd  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  the  lowest 


extent,  a  military  force. 

CoLONEIi  DUNNE  said,  it  was  under- 
stood for  some  years  that  the  police  force 
of  Ireland  was  a  kind  of  army  of  occupa- 
tion. As  they  were  talking  of  strengthen- 
ing the  defences  of  the  country  everywhere, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  wise  to  lessen 
the  amount  of  that  force,  which  was  the 
only  kind  of  defence  left  in  Ireland.  Whilst 
hon.  Members  objected  to  this  payment  of 
the  Irish  constabulary,  he  thought  he  had 
a  right  to  protest  against  the  enormous 
sums  that  were  demanded  for  the  Parks 
and  other  places  of  recreation  in  this  me- 
tropolis. 

Mb.  IIENNESSY  thought  the  police 
force  of  Ireland  most  inadequately  paid. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  he  would  advise 
the  withdrawal  of  the  firearms  from  the 
hands  of  the  police,  and  substituting  for 
them  good  batons.  The  late  unfortunate 
affair  in  Limerick  was  occasioned  by  those 
firearms  being  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
police. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  these  men 
had  barracks  and  uniform,  and  other  per- 

Suisites,  and  therefore  they  were  not  un- 
crpaid. 

Lord  WILLIAM  GRAHAM  asked  what 
firearms  had  been  issued  ? 

Mb.  LAING  said,  a  description  of  rifle 
carbine. 

Mr.  M*MAH0N  said,  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  the  fact,  that  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
constabulary  in  Ireland  were  much  discon- 
tented with  their  pay.     To  his  knowledge 


pay  of  an  Irish  policeman  was  £24  a  year, 
whil;it  the  lowest  pay  of  an  English  police- 
man  was  £'i5  a  year. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

The  following  Votes  were  then  agreed 
to:  — 

(31.)  £1,597,  Four  Courts,  Marshalsea 
Prison,  Dublin. 

(32.)  £13,038,  Inspection  of  Prisons. 

(33.)  £250,154,  Government  Prisons. 

Lord  WILLIAM  GRAHAM  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  discrepancy 
between  the  salaries  of  officers  of  prisons, 
and  the  average  number  of  prisoners,  in 
various  parts  of  the  country,  of  which  he 
cited  instances. 

Sir  GEORGE  LEWIS  said,  he  could 
only  state  that  those  matters  of  salary  had 
been  carefully  considered,  though  he  was 
not  prepared  to  give  at  a  moment's  notice 
the  considerations  governing  each  particular 
case. 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  said,  according 
to  the  last  report  of  Colonel  Jebb,  the 
average  earnings  of  convicts  were  put 
down  at  £24  a  year,  and  in  some  of  the 
larger  prisons  they  were  as  much  as  £30 
and  £32  a  }'car ;  but  he  saw  nothing  like 
those  sums  stated  as  the  earnings  of  con- 
victs in  connection  with  this  Vote. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland  what  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  with  respect  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed last  year  on  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
Macartnev,  the  late  Member  for  Antrim  ? 


numbers  of  the  constabulary  in  Cork  had  '      Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  that  a  portion 


gone  to  Canada,  to  the  United  States,  and 
to  Australia,  in  order  to  better  their  con- 
dition. 

Lord  NAAS  pointed  out  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  constables  and  sub-constables 
had  been  improved  by  allowing  them  good- 
conduct  pay  after  a  certain  period  of  ser- 
vice, which  was  not  the  case  with  the 
ofiScers  until  recently.  He  agreed  that 
the  pay  was  small,  but  they  could  got  an 


of  those  recommendations  had  already  been 
carried  out  in  respect  of  convicts  and  mis- 
demeanants. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  he  rose  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  House  might  have  an  assur- 
ance that  this  subject  would  be  taken  into 
consideration  by  the  Government  during  the 
recess.  At  the  present  moment  there  were 
two  systems  in  operation  in  the  United  King- 
dom, and  convicts  sentenced  in  Ireland  to 
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A  BimtlAr  amoatit  of  imprisonment  wero 
subjected  to  an  essentiallj  different  treat- 
ment and  to  nn  entirety  different  kind  of 
pnnishment  from  those  in  England.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Department,  who 
was  conversant  with  the  entire  subject, 
would  be  led  to  deroto  his  attention  to  it, 
and  that  thej  would  yet  see  an  identical 
system  of  convict  rule  and  convict  manage- 
ment established  for  the  two  countries.  In 
conelasion,  he  wished  to  bear  testimony  to 
the  taeeeM  of  Captain  Crofton's  system  of 
treatment  of  adult  eon? icts,  as  exemplified 


in  practice  during  the  last  four  or  fivo 
years. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  wore  also  the  follow- 
ing Votes : — 

(34.)  £177,544,  Maintenance  of  Pri- 
sons. 

(35.)  £25,111,  Transportation  of  Con- 
victs,  &c. 

(36.)  £159,399,  Convict  Establish- 
ments, Colonies. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  lo^morrow. 

HooM  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'olook. 
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Militia— Rifle  Corps  (Ireland),  786 

Clifpord,  Mr.  C.  C,  Isle  of  Wight 

Civil  Service  Commission,  Address  moved,  1072 

Clive,  Mr.  G.  (Under  Secretary,  Ilouie 

Department),  Hereford 
Gas,  London  (City),  2R.  436 
Imprisonment  for  Small  Debts,  Leave,  675 
Privilege,  Breach  of,  444 
Sandwich  Writ,  i49 

Clock,  Westminster  Palace, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  llankey),  972 


Coasting  Trade  of  the  United  StateSf 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Digby  Seymour),  863 


Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  D.  Ba-.Uic,  Honiton 
Civil    Service    Commission,    Address    moved, 

1062,  1074 
Imprisonment  for  Small  Debts,  Leave,  674 
Italy,    Affairs  of— Count   Cavour's     Circular^^ 

881,894 
Sandwich  Writ,  455 
Universities  (Scotland),    Leave,   Adj.   moved, 

1363 


CoGAN,  Mr.  W.  H.  F.,  Kildare  Co. 

Kinsale  Riots,  1383 

Supply— The  Royal  Parks,  1438 

Western  Yacht  Club  of  Ireland,  1382 


Coinage  Offences  Sill, 
^  1  n  •  iTt 


c.  IR.*  477 

Colchester,  Lord 
Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2),  3R.  616 

CoLEBROOKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire 
Indian  Army,  Organization  of  the,  1217 

Collier,  Mr.  R.  P.,  Plymouth 
Foreign  Enlistment  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

704 
Imprisonment  for  Small  Debts,   Leave,  668, 
076 

CoNiNGHAM,  Mr.  W.,  Brighton 
Endowed  Schools,  Com.  770 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  1345 
Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  607 

Constabulary  Force  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  421 ;  2R.*  955 

Constantinople,  New  Consular  Offices  at-- 

Supply, 
c.  1347 

Contracts-- Public  Departments, 

c.  Question  (Col.  Dunne),  554;  Com.  moved  folr, 
613 ;— see  Dovor—Galway — Packet 

Controverted  Elections, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Peacockc),  1383 

Convicts — Supply, 
c.  1448 

Copyhold  Inclosure  and  Tithe  Co%nmi$sion 

--Supply, 
c.  1354 

Cork,  Earl  of 

Endowed  Schools  (Ireland),  951 
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CoiuiY,  Rt.  Hon.  II.  T.  L.  (Secretary  to    Criminal  Procedure  Bill, 


tlie  Admiraltyt),  Tyrone  Co. 
Navy  Estimates,  998,  1004,  1012 
f  Navy,  Manning  of  the — The  Queen's  Procla- 
mation, 422 

Council,  Clerk  of  the.  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  610  ;  1R.»  ib. ;  2R.»  790 ; 
•   Com.  944 ;  3R.*  055 
I.  1R.»  1024;  2R»  1280 

Council  Office — Supply, 

c.  1854 

County  Courts — Supply, 
c.  1357;  Amend.  (Visot.  Duncan),  ib.;  Motion 
withdrawn,  1358 

County  Courts  Commitments, 
L  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  Brougham),  773 

County  Roads,  South  Wales — Supply, 
e.  1354 

CowpER,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  F.,  Hertford 

Advertising  Columns,  588 
Food,  Adulteration  of,  2R.  848 
Metropolitan  Carriage  Ways,  Leave,  844 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  831 
Picture  Galleries,  Coirespondence  moved  for, 
C08 


Cranwortii,  Lord 
Blackburn,  Appointment  of  Mr.  Justice,  510 
Chancery,  Court  of.  Evidence,  Com.  moved  for, 

1032 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Couii;,  Returns 

moved  for,  566,  782 
Statute  Law  Consolidation,  IR.  1370, 1378 

Craufurd,  Mr.  E.  H.  J.,  Ayr,  d&c. 

Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex  (Assistant  Judge) 
2R.  599  ;  Com.  Instruction,  1275,  1276  ;  cl, 
1.  1277 

Turnpike  and  Bridge  Tolls,  Commission  moved 
for,  711 

Crawford,  Mr.  R.  W.,  London 

Financial  Statement — The  Budget,  Res.  1425 

Food,  Adulteration  of,  2R.  848,  850 

Indian  Loan,  548,  550 

Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  809 

Poor  Law  Boards  (Payment  of  Debts),  Com. 

1358 
Rod  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2) 

Lords'  Amends.  963 
Sandwich  Writ,  453 

Criminal    Justice,    Middlesex    {Assistant 

Judge)  Bill 
c.  1R.*297; 
2R.   432 ;    Adj.   Debate,  557,  591  ;   Amend. 
(Mr.  L.  King),  592;  Amend,  withdrawn,  600 ;  ' 
Com.  1275  ;  i 

cL  1,  127G,  [A.  107,  N.  33,  M.  131]  1277 ; 
add.  cl. {Mr.  E.P.  Uouvcric)  1277;  Adj.  moved 
(Mr.  Ayiton},  [A.  23,  N.  141,  M.  118]  1278 


c.  Leave,  483  ;  IR.*  507 


Criminal  Prosecutions — Supply, 
e.  1442 

Criminal  Writings  Bill 
c.  1R.»477 

Crosslet,  Mr.  F.,  Yorkshire,  W,  Biding 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  243 

Croum  Office  Queen's  Bench — Supply 

e,  1356 

Crown  Securities,  Begistration  of 
c.  Question  (Mr.  HodgkinsoD)  869 

CuBiTT,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Andoter 
Gas,  London  (City),  SR.  Amend,  435 
Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leavei  608 

Customs  Department — Supply 

0.  1333 

Dawson,  Mr.  R.  P.  Londonderry  Co, 

Medical  Charities  Amendment  Aot,  868 

Deasy,  Mr.  Serjeant  R.,  Cork  Co. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  184, 19d 

Debtor  and  Creditor,  Law  of 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Murray)  1005 

Debtor  and    Creditor  —  The   Companies 
(1859)  Bill 

1.  IR.  187  ;  3R.»  295  ;  8R.*  423 

Deedes,  Mr.  W.,  Kent,  K 

Food,  Adulteration  of,  3R.  851 

Denison,  Rt.  Bon.  J.  £.,  NoUinghamshire, 

Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  7, 8, 10, 11, 12  i  Bbe  also 
Spbarer,  T^b 

Derby,  Earl  of,  (First  Lord  of  tbe  trea- 

suryt) 
f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speedli,  j^l,  83 
Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  3)  8R.  616 
f  Catholic  University,  Dublin,  186 
Italy,  Affairs  of,  775  ;  Papers  moved  fat,  198tf 
f  Minijsterial  Explanations,  433 
Red  Sea  and  Iiidia  Telegraph  Company  (No.  3) 

3R.  510 
f  Vernon  and  Turner  Galleries,  Correspondence 

moved  for,  189 
Volunteer  Corps,  520 
f Whitsuntide  Holidays,  187 

Dickson,  Col.  S.  A.,  Limerick  Co* 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  208 
Army — The  Homo  Force,  987 
Military  Organization,  Com.  844 

{cond. 
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Dickson,  Col.  S.  A.—  cont. 
Packet,  d^..  Contracts,   Nomination  of  Com. 
1083 


Du  Cane,  Mr.  G.,  Essex,  N, 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  Amend.,  1129 


Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  Amendment,  2R.    !%„„„    \t^   -i*    -p    r«      ru^:^    Jm^ 
_  Adj.  moved.  1122,  1128  I  »"^A.^/:  ^l £•  ^-'Z'^"'* *'•   . 


Volunteer  Corps,  Com.  moved  for,  686 
DiLLWTif,  Mr,  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1129  ;  Com.  1187 
Endowed  Schools,  2R.  716,  766;  Com.  769. 

771  :  Nomination  of  Com.  1076,  1076,  1077, 

1362 

Diplomqtic  Pensions  Bill 
c.  Leave,  600  ;  IR.*  ib. 

Disraeli,  Rt.  lion.  B.,  (Ghancellor  of  the 
EzGHEQUERf)  BuckinglMmshire 
f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  122,  266, 

272 
Business  of  the  House,  556 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1175 
Financial  Statement — The  Budget,  Res.,  UlO 
Germany,  Correspondence  with,  888 
Italy,  Affiiirs  of— The  Armistice,  892,  894,  975; 

—The  Peace.  1051 
Military  Organization,  Com.  moved  for,  612 
Packet^  Ac,  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  821 ; 

Nomination  of  Com.  1093 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2) 

Lords*  Amends.  966,  970 
f  Resignation  of  Ministers,  431 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

1123 
t  Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  8,  10 

DiVETT,  Mr.  E.,  Exeter 
Property,  Law  of,  and  Trustees  Relief  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  591 

Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court 
I.  Returns  moved  for,  (Lord  Brougham)  559  ; 

Observations,  (Lord  Chelmsford)  776 
e.  Question  (Mr.  E.  James),  555 

Ditorce  Courts  Bill 
I,  iRi*  i024 

Dockyard  Commission,  The 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Kinglake)  899 

DoDSON,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Siusex,  East 

Supply — Superannuations^  1335;  -Harbours  of 
Reftigb,  1348 

Dovor  Election, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  E.  P.  Bouveric)  1384 

Dovor  Mail  Contract, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Rich),  1220  "^ 

Drainage,  Metropolitan 
c.  Question  (Mr.  John  Locke),  537 

Drummond,  Mr.  II.,  Surrey,  W. 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  2  R.  1172 
Highways,  Leavo,  841 


Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  205 

Duncan,  Viscount,  Forfarshire 

Atlantic   Telegraph  Company  (No.  2),  Lords' 

Amends.,  1040 
British    and    Canadian    Telegraph    Company, 

Consid.,  1381 
Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex,  (Assistant  Judge), 

Com.  add.  cl,  1278 
Packet,  &c.,  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  820, 

1362 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company,  (No.  2) 

Lords'  Amends.,  964,  969 
St.  James's  Park — Berkeley  House,  978 
Sheriff's  Courts  (Scotland),  1200  « 
Supply — Harbours  of  Refuge,  1351  ; — County 

Courts,  Amend.,  1357, 1358  ;— Constabulary 

Force  (Ireland),  1444 

Ddncombe,  Hon.  Rear   Adm.  A.,   York- 
shire, E.  Biding 
Navy  Estimates,  1239,  1240 

DuNCOMBE,   Hon.    W.  B.,    1[^orkshire,  N, 
Biding 
Volunteer  Corps,  Com.  moved  for,  687 

DtJNCOMBE,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Finshury 
Financial  Statement,  866 
Foreign  Office  Returns,  447 
Health.  Public,  1203,  1204 
Italy,  War  in — The  British  Commissioners,  Ad* 

dress  moved,  192,  539 
Lord's  Day  Observance  Act,  190 
Privilege,  Breach  of,  442,  445 
Sandwiph  Writ,  451,  453 

Dunkellin,  Viscount,  Galway 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  81 1 

DuNLOP,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Greenock 
Supply  —  Customs  Department,  1334; — Port 
Patrick  Harbour,  1352  ; — Stationery.  Prints 
ing,  Ac.,  1356  ; — County  Courts,  1357 
Universities  (Scotland)  Leave,  1362 

Dunne,  Gol.  F.  P.,  Queen^s  Co. 

Army  Estimates;  1267 

Cbntracts,  Government,  554 ;  Com.  moved  for, 

613,  6i4 
Endowed  Schools,  Nomination  of  Com.,  1075, 

1077 
Half  Pay  Officers,  Com.  moved  for,  713 
India — Mutiny  of  European  Troops,  992  . 
Military  Organization,  Com.  moved  for,  610 
Packet,  Ac.,  Contraott,  Com.  moved  for,  834, 

1361 
Privilege,  Breach  of,  443 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  1445; 

— Government  Prisons,  1446 
Volunteer  Corps,  Com.  moved  for,  693,  695 

Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes  {Ireland) 
Bill, 
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Edury,  Lord 

Italy,  Affairs  of,  Papers  moved  for,  12S7 

Ecclesiastical  Commission, 
c»  Question  (Mr.  Freeland),  1058 

Edinburgh,  &c.  Annuity  Tax  Abolition 

Bill 
0.  1R»  100 

Egerton,  Hou.  a.  F.,  Lancashire,  S. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  08 

Eglinton,    Earl  of,  (Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech^  64 

Elcho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 
Italy,  Affairs  of,  Notice,  477,  536,  587  ;— The 

Peace,  1052  ;— Expknation,  1304 
Parks,  The,  1300 
Volunteer  Corps,  536 ;  Com.  moved  for,  602 

Ellenbobough,  Earl  of, 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  71 
Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2)  8R.  616 
National  Defences,  643 
Navy  {Estimates,  531 
Volunteer  Corps,  516 

Ellice,  Rt.  Hon.  E.,  Coventry 

British    and    Canadian  Telegraph    Company, 
Consid.  1381 


Ellice,  Mr.  E.,  St.  Andrews, 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  818 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No. 
Lords'  Amends.  057 


Elphinstone,  Sir  J.  D.  H.,  Portsmouth 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  106 
Navy  Estimates,  037,  000,  1005,  1007>  1013, 
1237 

Embassy  Houses,  (kc.  Abroad — Supply 
c.  1347 

Endowed  Schools, 
I,  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  205 

♦ 

Endowed  Schools  Bill, 

C.1R.»184; 
2R.  716;  Amend.  (Sir  S.   Northcote),  720, 

[p.  q.  A.  210,  N.  102,  M.  18]  766 ; 
Com.  760  ;  Adj.  Debate,  853  ;  Nomihation  of 
Com.  1075,  1362 

Endowed  Schools  (Ireland) 
I.  Question,  (Earl of  Cork),  051 

EsMONDE,  dipt.  J.,  Waterford  Co. 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  863, 

SOC 
Volunteer  Corps,  530 


EsTCOURT,  Rt.   Hon.  T.  H.   S.,   (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 

mentf),  Wiltshire,  N, 
f Criminal  Ju8tice,Middle8ex  (Assistant  Judge), 

2R.  432,  502,  505 
Gas,  London  (City),  2R.  436 
Greive's  DisabiUties  Removal,  2R.  1043,  1046 
f  India — Cabul  and  Affghanistan,  Return,  185 
f  Lord's  Day  Observance  Act,  100 
Municipal  Corporations,  2R.  1360 
f  Newspapers,  2R.  432 
Poor   Law  Board  (Payment  of  Debts),    2R. 

1020 
Public  Improvements,  Leave,  480 
Roman  Catholio  Relief  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

852 
Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  602 

Evans,  Lieut.   Gen.   Sir  De  L.,    West- 
minster 
Charing  Cross  Railway,  8R.  Amend.  484,  435 
Indian  Army,  Organization  of  the,  1217 

Evans,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Derbyshire,  S. 
Letters,  Insurance  of,  1801 

Ewart,  Mr.  J.  C,  Li'oerpool 
Financial  Statement — The^udget,  Res.  1424 
Packet  Contracts,  OoM.  moved  ibr,  888 

Ewart,  Mr.  W.,  Dum/riee,  dte. 

Parks,  The,  1800 

Supply— The  Royal  Parks,  1487 

Exchequer,  Ohakcellor  of  the,  see  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Ezohbqubr 

Exchequer,    Comptroller    Oeneral  o/"  — 
Supply 

c.  1354 

Executors  and  Administrators  Bill, 

I.  IR.  1870 

Exeter,  Marquess  of  (Lord  Steward  of  the 
Household) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Her  Majeitj's 
Reply,  186  ^ 

Factories,  Inspectors  of-^Supply 
c,  1354 

Farqdhar,  Sir  W.  M.  T.,  Sertford 

Serpentine,  The,  658 

Feejee  Islands,  The 
€,  Question  (Col.  Sykes),  1052 

Fermoy,  Lord,  Ataryletone 

Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  lit  1 

London  Corporation  Reform,  1483 

Packet,  &c..  Contracts,  Nomination  of  dtfni. 
1088 

Supply— Kow  Houses  of  Parliament,  184S, 
1346  ;— Public  Works  (Inlaiid)  ISMi-^- 
Landed  Estates  Court  (IreUad),  lUii 
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Financial  Statement, 

c.  Question  (Sir  H.  WiUoughby),  588  ;  (Mr.  T. 
Duncombe),  1866 ; 

The  Budget,  Res.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), 1885 

Fishing  Vessels  passing  the  Nore  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  297 

FitzGerajj),  Rt.  Hon.  J.  D.,  (Attorney 

General  for  Ireland),  Ennis 
Landed  Estates  Court  (Ireland),  705 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  863 
Roman  Catholio  Member's  Oath,  862 

FitzGerald,  Mr.  W.  R.  S.  (Under  Se- 
cretary for  Foreign  Affair8t)i  Hor^ 
sham 

fAddress  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  208,  272 

Foreign  Office  Returns,  448 

Italy,  Affi&irs  of,  87d,377i  1809 

Military  Oath,  1309 

FrrzRoY+,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  (Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Works),  X^ewes 

Advertising  Columns,  589 

Board  of  Trade,  587 

Clock,  Westminster  Palace,  973 

Drainage,  Metropolitan,  537 

Foreign  Office,  The  New,  795, 1296, 1384 

Greive's  Disabilities  Removal,  IR.  652 

f  Jewish  Members,  Oath  of,  Res.  19  ' 

Parks,  The,  1300,  1301 

Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2) 
Lords'  Ajnends.,  960 

St.  James's  Park— Berkeley  House,  981 

Serpentine,  The,  053 

Supply — Superannuations,  1335,  1837; — New 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1339,  1342,  1344, 
1346,  1347;— The  Royal  Parks,  1438,  1440 

Thames,  River,  Returns  moved  for,  601 

Food,  &c.,  Adultei'ation  of.  Pretention 

Bill, 

c.lR.»297; 
2R.  846 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hardy),  848,  [o.  q.  A. 
227,  N.  103,  M.  124]  851 

Foreign  Enlistment  Act  Amendment, 
c.  Leave,  700 ;  Motion  withdrawu,  704 

Foreign  Office  Returns, 

Ci  Question  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  447 

Foreign  Office,  The  New 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Tite),  795^  1296 ;  (Lord  John 
Manners),  1384 

Foreign  Policy — see  Italy,  Affairs  of. 

Forester,  Rt.  lion.  Col.  G.  C.  W.  (Con- 
troller of  the  Household),  Wenlock 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Her  Majes- 
ty's Reply,  431 

Forgery  Bill, 


FoRTESCUE,  Mr.  C.  S.  (Under   Secretary, 
Colonial  Department),  LotUh  Co, 
Hong  Kong,  Papers  moved  for,  1059 
Queensland,  Colony  of,  1296 
Ryland,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Com.  moved  for,  663 

Freeland,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Chichester 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  1053 

French,  Colonel  F.,  Jloscommon  Co, 
British  and  Canadian  Telegraph  Company,  Con- 

Bid.  1382 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  10 

French  Fleets  at  Brest  and  Cherbourg, 
c.  Question  (Lord  W.  Graham),  1293 

Friendly  Societies,   Registrars  of-^Sup* 

e.  1354 

Furniture  for  Public  Departments — Sup^ 

p^y> 

e.  1338 

Galwat,  Rt.  Hon.  Viscount,  East  Retford 
Volunteer  Corps,  536 

Qalrcay  Contract, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Baxter),  653 

Oas,  London  (CUy),  Bill, 
e,  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Aid.  Cubitt),  435 ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  436 

Oas  Regulation,  Metropolitan  Sill, 
e.  Leave,  507;  IR.*  790 

Gas,  Sale  of.  Bill, 
Z.  1R.»295 

George,  Mr.  J.,  Wexford  Co, 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  810;  Nomi- 
nation of  Com.  1082 

Germany,  Correspondence  with, 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Disraeli),  888 

Gibson,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.,  Ashton^nder- 

Lyne 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  294,  298 

Gilpin,  Col.  R.  T.,  Bedfordshire 

Army  Estimates,  1269 

GiLPiN,t  Mr.  C.  (Secretaryto  the  Poor  Lair 
Board),  NortJuimpton 
fAddress  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  259 
Municipal  Corporations,  2R.  1360 
Poor  Law  Board  (Payment  of  Debts),  9R.  1018 
Privilege,  Breach  of,  446,  546 

Gladstone,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  E.  see   Chak- 

CELLOR  OF  THE  EXOHEQUER 
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Glyk,  Mr.  G.  C,  Kendal 
Financial  Statement— The  Budget,  Res.  1418 
Supply — Holyhead  Uarbour,  1352 

Gbaham,  Lord  M.  W.,  Herefordshire 

French  Fleets  at  Brest  and  Cherbourg,  1203 
Military  Oath,  1309 

Supply — Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  1445 ; — 
Government  Prisons,  1446 

Graham,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.,  Carlisle 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  262,  266, 

267,  272,  288 
Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2)  Lords' 

Amends.,  1041 
Navy  Estimates,  1248,  1250,  1253 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2), 

Lords'  Amends.  791;  Amend.  055,057,  062, 

06d 

Orain,  Sale  o/,  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  477 

Grantille,!  Earl  (President  of  the  Coun- 
cil) 
f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  35,  82 
Church  Rates,  Com.  moved  for,  584 
Endowed  Schools  (Iceland),  954 
Italy,  AflBiirs  of,  775,  861 ;— Treaty  of  Peace, 

1024;— Papers  moved  for,  1281,  1285,  1287, 

1370 
f  Ministerial  Explanations,  427,  457 
National  Defences,  630 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2), 

3R.  510 
Universities  (Sootknd),  1040 
Volunteer  Corps,  510 

Gray,  Capt.  W.,  Bolton 
Militia  Commission,  1054 

GREbOEY,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oalway  Co. 
Ryland,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Com.  moved  for,  056 

Gregson,  Mr.  S.,  Lancaster 

Financial  Statement — The  Budget,  Res.  l4l8 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2), 
Lords'  Amends.  057 

Greive*s  Disabilities  Memoval  Bill, 

c.  IR.   650;   Adj.  moved  (Mr.  Steuart),  051; 
Motion  withdrawn,  652 ; 
2R.  1042  ;  Amend  (Mr.  Steuart),  1043,  [o.  q, 
A.  84,  N.  232,  M.  148]  1051 

Grey,+  Rt.  Hon.  SirG.  (Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Morpeth 
Endowed  Schools,  2R.  761 
Greive's  Disabilities  Removal,  IR.  651 ;  2R. 

1048 
f  Jewish  Members,  Oath  of,  Res.  15,  10 
f  Navy,  Manning  the — The  Queen's  Proclama- 
tion, 422 

Griffith,  Mr.  CD.,  Devices 

Army  Estimates,  1332 

Church  Rates,  1054 

Council,  Clerk  of  the,  Com.  044 
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GniPFixn,  Mr,  C.  D.— con^ 
High  Sheriff's  Expenses,  2R.  046 
Landed  Estates  Court  (Ireland),  705 
Municipal  Corporations,  Leave,  1061 
Slaves,  Sale  o(  in  Brazil,  585, 1218 
Soldiers  and  their  Belts,  1310 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  1346  ; — 

The  Royal  Parks,  1438 ;— Landed  Estates 

Court  (Ireland),  1443,  1444 
Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  607 

Grog  AN,  Sir  E.,  Dublin  City 
Packet,  Ao,  Contracts,  Nomination  of  Com. 

1087 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

Adj.  moved,  1128 
Supply— Landed  Estates  Court  (Ireland),  1443, 

1444 

GoRKEY,  Mr.  J.  H.,  King*8  Lynn 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  241 
Supply — ^New  Houses  of  Parliament,  1845 

Hadfield,  Mr.  G.,  Sheffield 
Admiralty,  Court  of,  Leave,  609 ;  Com.  1004^ 

1005 
Bibles— Patent  of  Queen's  Printers,  072 
Crown  Securities,  Registration  of»  860 
Endowed  Schools,  Com.  771 
Financial  Statement— The  Budget,  Res.  1424 
Greive's  Disabilities  Removal,  IR.  651 ;  2R. 

1050 
Highways,  Leave,  843 
India — Cabul  and  Affghanistan  Returns,  164| 

185 
London  Corporation  Reform,  1432 
Municipal  Corporations,  LeaTe,  1061 
Privilege,  Breach  of,  442 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  10 
Supply-«~Stationery,  Printings  Ac.,  1355 ;  CouH 

of  Probate,  &o.,  1356 

tiAMiLTON,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  C,  Tyrone 
Army  Estimates,  1328 

Hanbury,  Mr.  R.,  Middlesex 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech^  118 

Hankey,  Mr.  T.,  Feterhorough 
Clock,  Westminster  Palabe,  079 
Supply— New  Houses  of  PariiamMitr  184t 

Harbours  of  Befuge — Supply f 
c.  1347;  Amend.  (Mr.  Baxter),  1350;  Ailien<i. 
and  Motion  withdrawn,  1852 

Hardinge,  Viscount 
Militia— Rifle  Corps  (Ireland),  787 

Hardwicke,  Earl  of 
Merchant  Steam  Vessels,  Armament  of,  1199 
National  Defences,  637 
Navy  Estimates,  528 
Volunteer  Corps,  516,  510,  049 

Hardy,  Mr.  G.  (Under  SeoreUrj*  Home 

DepartDQentt)»  Leominster 
f  Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex  (Asaiataai' Judge), 
2R.  433 

[fcnL 


HAR 


HER 


{INDEX,  185&}  HER 


INC 


Hardt,  IMp.  G. — eont, 

Endowed  Schools,  Com.  771,  Soj 
Food,  Adulteration  of,  2R.  AmcQd.  84G 
Highways,  Leave,  842 

HABTDiGTOHt  Marquess  of,  Lancashire,  N, 
AddroH  in  Answer  to  the  S|)cccb,  Amend.,  110 

Hamard,  Mr.  M.  D.,  Watcrford  CtOj 
County  Rates  (Ireland),  702 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Law  of,  801 
Supply — County  Courts,  1357 

HedUh,  Public.  Bill, 

c.  IR .•  585  ;  2R.»  790 ; 
Queition,  (Mr.  T.  Dancombc),  1203 

HBNLETy  Rt.  Hon.  J.  W.   Oxfordshire 

Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex,  (Assistant  Judge), 
3R.  500  ;  Com.  add.  cl,  1278 

Endowed  Schools,  2R.  765 

financial  Statement — The  Budget,  Res.  Hll 

High  Sheriff's  Expenees,  2R.  Mo 

Highways,  Leave,  842 

Imprisonment  for  Small  Debts,  Leave,  675 

Navy  Estimates,  000 

Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  812 

Poor  Law  Board  (Payment  of  Debts),  2R.  Adj. 
moved,  1021,1023;  Com.  1270,1350 

Supply — Harbours  of  Refuge,  1351  ; — Prosecu- 
tions, 1356  ; — County  Courts,  1358 

HsNNESsr,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Kxmjs  Co. 

Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1158 
Endowed  Schools,  Com.  1362 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  806 
Packet,  Ac,  Contracts,  Nomination  of  Com. 

Amend.,  1087,  1361 
Roman  Catholic  Seamen,  550 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  1445 

Herbert,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  A.,  Kerrxj  Co, 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  805;  No- 
mination of  Com.  1000 
St,  James's  Park — Berkeley  House,  082 

HERBEET.t  Rt.  Hon.  S., (Secretary  of  State 
for  War,)  Wiltshire,  8. 
f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  318,  331 
Army  Estim?tc8, 1253,  1272,  1324, 1320,  1331, 

1332 
Barrack  Masters,  1200 
Berington's  Knapsacks,  1055 
Bessemer's  process  of  manufacturing  Steel,  887 
Conti*acts,  Government,  554  ;  Com.  moved  for, 

614 
Half  Pay  Officers,  Com.  moved  for,  712 
Ilumber,  Defences  of  the,  801 
Kinsale,  Riots  at,  1334 
Medals  for  the  Indian  Army,  1207,  1208 
Medical  Officers  Army  Warrant,  1207 
Military  Asylum,  The  Royal,  1320 
Military  Organization,   Com.  moved  for,  610, 

611,  844 
Militia  Commission,  1054,  1320 
Religious  Processions,  Saluting  of,  1056 
Soldiers  and  their  Belts,  1320 
Volunteer  Corps,  534,  536  ;  Com.  moved  for, 

605 


Hkkbert,  Hon.  Col.  P.  E.,  Ludlow 

Army  Estimates,  1263, 1327 

Indian  Army,  Organization  of  the,  1215 

High  Sheriffs  Expenses  BiU, 

c.  1R.»100; 
2R.  045 

Ilighcays  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  840;  1R.»844 

HoDGKiNSOX,  Mr.  G.,  Neicark 
Crown  Securities,  Registration  of*  860 

Holyhead  Harbour^*  Supply, 

f.  1352 

Hong  Kong, 

c.  Papers    moved   for  (Mr.   £.  James),  1057 } 
Motion  withdrawn,  1060 

Hope,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Windsor 
Turnpike  and  Bridge  Tolls,  Commission  moved 
for,  711 

HoRSFALL,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liverpool 

Budget,  The,  1203 

Packet,  ibc.,  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  818 ; 
Nomination  of  Com.,  1000 

HoBSMAN,  Rt.  Hon.  E.,  Stroud 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  246 
Army  Estimates,  1329 
Endowed  Schools,  Com.  770 
Financial  Statement — The  Budget,  Res.  1421 
Italy,  Affairs  of— Treaty  of  Peace.  1203 
Military  Organization,  Com.  moved  for,  611 

IIoTnAM,  Lord,  Yorkshire,  E.  Bidittf 

Ilumber,  Defences  of  the,  839 

IIowDEN,  Lord 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  50 
Ministerial  Explanations,  472 
Volunteers  Corps,  517 

Hubbard,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Buckingham 
Endowed  Schools,  Com.  853 

Hudson's  Bay  Company 
I.  Question  (Earlof  Camarvoc),  1180 

Humber,  Defences  of  the, 
c.  Question  (Lord  Hotham),  880 

Hunt,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Northamptonshire,  N. 

Episcopal  Clergymen,  Scottish,  1301 
Greive's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  1045 
Sandwich  Writ,  450,  454 

Imprisonment  for  Small  Debts  Bill, 

<;.  Leave,  668  ;  1R.»  1040 

Inclosure  and  Drainage  Aets-^Supply, 

c.  1354 
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Income  Tax,  Collection  of  the, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Butler),  971 

India, 

Cabul  and  Affghanittan,  e.  Return  to  bo  printed 

(Mr.  Uadfield),  186 
Delhi,  King  of,  Trial  of,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Kin- 

naird).  430 
East  India  Company* s  European  Regiments,  c. 

Question  (Mr.  Vansittart),  653 
Medals  for  the  Army,  c.  Question  (Capt.  L. 

Vernon).  1297 ;  (Mr.  II.  Baillie),  ib. 
Mutiny  Compensation,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Van- 

sittart),  1200 
Mutiny  of  European  Troops,  c.  Observations 

(Col.  Dunne),  992 
Operations  in,  c.  Acknowledgment  of  Vote  of 

Thanks,  98,  297,  433 
Organization  of  the  Army,  c.  Question  (Mr. 

Torrens),  652;  (Mr.  H.  Baillie),  1204 
Oude,  0,  Question  (Mr.  Kinnaird),  538 

Indian  Financial  Statement^ 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bright),  586, 1202 

Indian  Loan, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Crawford),  548 

Ingham,  Mr.  R.,  South  Shields 

Charing  Cross  Railway,  3R.  434 
Members  Accepting  Office,  Leave,  706 

Inland  Revenue  Department'^  Supply , 

c.  1334 

Insolvent  Debtor* s  Court — Supply, 
c.  1356 

Ireland 

Catholic  University  DuUin,  I,  Question  (Earl 
of  Shaftesbury),  185 

County  Rates  c.  Question  (Mr.  Ilassard),  792 

Endowed  Schools,  I,  Question  (Earl  of  Cork), 
951 

Galway  Contract,  The,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Bax- 
ter), 653 

Orand  Jury  Acts,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Lanigan), 
1383 

Kinsale,  Riots  at,  /.,  Question  (Marquess  of 
Clanricarde),  1280 
c.  Question  (Mr.  V.  Scully),  1206,  1383 

Landed  Estates  Court,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Grif- 
fith), 795 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Law  of,  c.  Question 
(Mr.  V.  Scully),  192  ;  (Mr.  Brady),  477, 
863;  (Mr.  Ilassard),  894;  Observations  (The 
O'Donoghoe),  1302 

Lands,  Registration  of,  c.  Question  (Mr.  V. 
Scully),  1295 

Militia— Rifle  Corps,  I,  Question  (Marquess  of 
Londonderry),  785 

OrdnanceSurveyof,  c.  Question  (Mr.V.  Scully), 
1385 

Supply—Public  Works,  c.  1363, 1354  ;—Zorc« 
Lieutenant's  Household,  ^c, ;—  Paymast^s 
of  Civil  Services  ;  —  Inspcctoi'S  of  Lunatic 
Asylums-,— General  Register  Office  {Dublin), 
1354  '.—Admiralty  Court  {Dublin),  1356  ;— 
Law  Courts,  1442,  \A^i^\— Constabulary  and 
Police,  1444;— PWjoniT,  1440,  1448 

Western  Yacht  Club,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Cogan), 
1382  icont. 
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Bankruptcy  and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment  Bill 
Boundaries  (Ireland)  Bill 
Constabulary  ^orce  (Ireland)  Bill 
Dwellings  for  Labouring  Classes    (Ireland) 

Bill 
Judgments  (Ireland)  Bill 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Bill 

Italy,  Affairs  of, 

I,  Notice  of  Motion  (Viscount  Stratford  de  Red- 
cliflfe),  614;  Notice  withdrawn,  S55,  1187: 
Observations  (Earl  of  Derby),  776  ;  Notice 
of  Motion  (Earl  of  Malmesbury),  946 ; — 
Treaty  of  Peace,  Question  (Lord  Brougham), 
1024  ; — Papers  moved  for  (Earl  of  Malmes- 
bury), 1281,  1363 

c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  192; 
Notice  of  Motion  (Lord  Elcho),  477,  536  ; 
Question  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  539; — The 
.^rmtsttce, Question  (Mr.  Walpole),  867;  (Mr. 
S.  FitzGerald),  873 ;  (Mr.  Disraeli),  975;— 
Count  Cavour*s  drctilar,  Question  (Mr.  B. 
Cochrane),  881  ;  Explanation  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell), 892  ;—The  Peace,  Question  (Mr.  Dis- 
raeli), 1051;  (Mr.  Horsman),  1298;  Ex- 
planation  (Lord  Elcho),  1304  ;  Observations 
(Mr.  S.  FitzGerald),  1309 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.,  NeivcasiU-under-Zyme, 

Gas,  London  (City),  2R.  436 

Navy — Shipbuilding  Department,  436,  437 ; — 

Estimates,  998 
Ryland,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Com.  moved  for,  663 

Jamaica  Immigration  Act, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  950 

James,  Mr.  £.  J.,  MaryUhone 
Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex  (Assistant  Judge), 

2R.  596  ;  Com.  add,  cl.,  1278 
Divorce  Court,  555 
Food,  Adulteration  of,  2R.  849 
Uong  Kong,  Papers  moved  for,  1057,  1060 
London  Corporation  Reform,  1432 
Poor  Law  Board  (Payment  of  Debts),  Com. 

1279 
Reform  Bill,  590 
Supply— Royal  Parks,  1442 
^Yeight^  and  Measures,  Verification  of,  1201 

Japan,  Importation  of  Opium  into 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Baines),  1294 

Jervis,  Captain  H.  J.  W.,  Harwich 

'  Army  Estimates,   1324,  1329 
Civil  Service  Commission,  Address  moved,  1072 
Military  Organization,  Com.  moved  for^  611 
Volunteer  Corps^  Com.  moved  for,  682 

Jewish  Members,  Oath  of 
c.  Res.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  14 ;  Res.  23  1 5 

JoLLiFFE,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  0.  H.,  Peterz- 

field 
Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex  (Assistant  Judge), 

Com.  ch  1,  1276 ;  add,  cl.  1278 
Leave  of  Absence  to  Members,  1203 
Sandwich  Writ,  452 
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Judgments  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c,  1R.»8C2 

Jury  Trials  Bill, 
c.  1R.»184 

Jury    Trial  {Scotland)  Act  Amendment 

Bill, 
c.  1R.»  184  ;  2R.»  534 ;  3R.»  650 
/.  IR .•  773 

Eeattng,  Sir  H.  S.,  see  Solicitor  General, 
The 

Kelly,  Sir  F.,    Suffolk,  East 

Bankruptcy,  1205 

Criminal  Procedure,  Leaye,  497 

King,  Hon.  P.  J.  L.,  Surrey,  E, 

Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex  (Assistant  Judge), 

2R.  433 ;  Amend.  501,  503 
Priyilege,  Breach  of,  444 
Statute  Law  Commission,  703 

KiNGLAKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Bridgewater 

Dockyard  Commission,  890 

Treaty,  Alleged,  between  Franccand  Russia,  704 

KiNNAiRD,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 

Delhi,  King  of,  Trial  of  the,  430 

Greire's  Disabilities  Removal,  1 R.  652 

London  Corporation  Reform,  1432 

Navy  Estimates,  044  ;  Amend.,  1013,  1014 

Oude,  538 

Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2), 

Lords'  Amends.,  063 
Roman  Catholic  Charities,  867 
St.  James's  Park — Berkeley  House,  076 
Sandwich  Writ,  455 
Supply— The  Royal  Parks,  1430,  1442 

Kinsale,  Eiots  at 

I.  Question  (Marquess  of  Clanrioarde),  1280 
c.  Question  (Mr.  V.  Scully),  1205,  1383 

Knatchbull  HuoESSEN.t  Mr.  E.  H.,  (Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Sandwich 
t Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  152 
Sandwich  Electiou,    Withdrawal  of  Petition, 
1202 

Labouchere,  Rt.  Hon.  H.,  Taunton 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2), 
Lords*  Amends.  060 

LAiNG.t  Mr.  S.  (Secretary  to  the  Treasury) 
Wick,  d?(?. 
f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  170 
Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2),  Lords' 

Amends.  1041 
British  and    Canadian    Telegraph    Company, 

Consid.  1331 
Galway  Contract,  The,  655 
Land  Transport  Corps,  1220 
Ix^tters,  Insurance  of,  1301 
Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  073 
Supply — Customs  Department,  1333,  1334  ; — 

Harbours  of  Refuge,  184S ; — Holyhead  Har- 
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LiUfo,  Mr.  S. — c<mt. 

hour,  1352;—Port  Patrick  Harbour,  18M;— 
Prosecutions,  1356; — County  Courts,  1357;— 
Landed  Estates  Court  (Iroland),  1448 ; — 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  1445 

Land,  Transfer  of 
€.  QuesUon  (Mr.  V.  Scully),  101 

Lakigan,  Mr.  J.,  Cashel 

Barrackmasters,  1200 

Grand  Jury  Acts  (Ireland),  1383 

Larceny,  &c»  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  477 

"  Laurel,''  Seizure  of  the  Ship 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Dlgby  Seymour),  700 

Law  Ascertainment  Facilities  Bill, 

c.  1R.*585;  2R.»  1100 

Law  Charges — Supply 
c.  1356 

Leatham,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Wakefield 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  351 
Financial  Statement — The  Budget,  Res.  1419 

Leave  of  Absence, 

c.  Motion  (Mr.  Maguire),  702  ;   (Mr.  Walpole) 
1203 

Leeke,  Rear  Adra.  Sir  H.  J.,  (Lord  of  the 
Admiralty)  Donor 
NnYy,  Manning  the— The  Queen's  Proclama- 
tion, 422 

Lefroy,  Mr.  A.,  Dublin  University 
Endowed  Schools,  Nomination  of  Com.  1076 

Letters,  Insurance  qf 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Eyans),  1301 

Letters,  Postage  of--' Supply, 

c.  1356 

LEWis,t  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  C,  (Secretary  of 
State  for  the    Home   Department), 
Radnor 
t  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  352 
Admiralty,  Court  of.  Leave,  600 
Bibles— Patent  of  Queen's  Printers,  070, 072 
Church  Rates,  1054 

Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.   1161,  1171 
Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex  (Assistant  Judge), 

2R.  557,  507;  Com.  1275;  cl,  1,  1276, 1277; 

add.  el.  1278 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  1053 
Endowed  Schools,  2R.  752  ;  Com.  760,  770 
Food,  AdulteraUon  of,  2R.  850 
Foreign  Enlistment  Act  Amendment,  Leaye,  701 
Health,  Public,  1024 
High  SherifiTs  Expenses,  2R.  045 
Highways,  Leave,  840,  843 
London  fCity)  Corporation  Reform,  703, 1290 
London  Corporation,  Leave,  046,  1202 
Municipal  Corporations,  Leaye,  1001;  SR.  1350 
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Lewis,  Rt,  lion.  Sir  G.  C— con<. 

Newepapera,  Ao.  2R.  556 

Poor  Law  Board  (Payment  of  Debts),  aR.  1023, 

1023 ;  Com.  1279 
Rating  of  Public  Establishments,  704 
Roads,  «bo.  (Scotland),  072 
Roman  Catholic  Charities,  807 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Aot  Amendment,  Leave, 

7H  ;  2R.  1126 
Statute  Law  Commission,  704 
Supply— Stationery,  Ac.  1355;— Police,  1356  ; 

— Government  Prisons,  1446 
Turnpike  and  Bridge  Tolls,  Commission  moved 

for,  707 
WeightsandMeasures,Yeriflcation  of,  1201,1202 

LiDPELL,  Hon.  H.  G.,  Northumberland,  S, 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  239 

LlPFORD,  Viscount 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  31 

Lindsay,  Hon.  Col.  J.,  Wigan 

Army  Estimates,  1330, 1332 

Military  Organization,  Com.  moved  for,  612 

Lindsay,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Sunderland 

Address  in  Answer  to  tho  Speech,  311 

Bounty  to  Seamen,  995 

Navy,  Manning  the,  590  ;— Estimates,  928, 943, 

997,  998,   1002,   1003,   1007,   1018,  1223, 

1240 

LooEE,  Mr.  John,  Southwark 
Drainage,  Metropolitan,  537 
London  (City)  Corporation  Reform,  793 
Poor  Law  Board  (Payment  of  Debts),  2R.  1023; 

Com.  1279,  1359 
Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  607 
Weights  and  Measures,  Leave,  558 

LoeamoHve  Bill, 

«.  1R.»534;  2R.»  716 

London,  Bishop  of 
Church  Rates,  Com.  moved  for^  581 

London,  CUy  of.  Corporation  Reform, 
c,  ClBesti(m  (Mr.  John  Looke),  793, 

London  Corporation  Bill, 

Cliierti<m  (Sir  J.  SheUey),  1202,  1299,  (Mr. 
AytUm),li30  ^ 

Lqhdonderbt,  Marquess  of 
MUitian-Biflo  Corps  (Ireland),  785 
Yoluitser  Corps,  521 

Longfield,  Mr«  B.,  MaUow 
f     Endowod  Sehods,  Nomination  of  Com.  1076 

Lord*i  Day  Observance  Act, 
«.  Q]Mttion,(Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  190 

Dra-  Lord,  Northtmberland,  N. 
imates.  1008 
-HariMNVS  of  Refng^  1351 


I  Lowe,  Right  Hon.  R.,  (Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion), Calne 
Council,  Clerk  of  the,  Leave,  610;  Com.  045 

Lunacy,  Commissioners  in — Supply, 
c.  1354 

Lyall,  Mr.  6.,  Whitehaven 
Bcssemer's  Process  of    Manufacturing  Steel, 

887 

Ltgon,  Hon.  F.,  Tewkesbury 
Dover  Mail  Contracts,  1222 
Navy  Estimates,  1238 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  826 

Lyndhurst,  Lord 
Blackburn,  Appointment  of  Mr.  Justice,  508 
Chancery,  Court  of,  Evidence,  Com.  moved  for, 

1025, 1035 
Italy,  AflBiirs  of— Treaty  of  Peace,  1025 
National  Defences,  616 
Vexatious  Indictments,  2R.  296 

M*Cann,  Mr.  J.,  JDrogheda 
Financial  Statement—- The  Budget,  Res.  1425 
Thames,  River,  Purifloation,  Leave,  606 

Maokie,  Mr.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 
Supply — Superannuations,  1336 

MacMahon,  Mr.  P.,  Wexford  Co. 

Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  771 
Criminal  Procedure,  Leave,  502 
Endowed  Schools,  Nomination  of  Com.  1076 
Packet,  Ac,  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  827 ; 

Nomination  of  Com.  1080, 1083 
Sandwich  Writ,  Adj.  moved,  451,  455 
Supply— Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  1445 

Maguirb,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Dungarvan 

Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1173 

Leave  of  Absence,  792 

Navy  Estimates,  1016 

Packet,  d(o..  Contracts,  Com.  moved  lor,  835  ; 

Nomination  of  Com.  1081 ;    Amend.  1082, 

1088, 1090, 1091 
Roman  Catholic  Member's  Oath,  862 
Roman  Catholic  Seamen,  653 

Malicious  Injuries  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  477 

Malins,  Mr.  R.,  Wallingford 

Admiralty  Court,  Com.  1095 

Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex  (Aisiatant  Judge) 

2R.  594 
Criminal  Procedure,  Leave,  492,  403 
Crown  Securities,  Registration  of,  869 
Financial  Statement — ^The  Budget,  Res.  1411 
Imprisonment  for  Small  Debts,  Leave,  673 

Malmesburt,  Earl  of,  (Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Aflfairst) 
f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  40 
Italy.  Affairs  of.  946 ;  Papers  moved  for,  1282, 

1291,1863.1369,1370 
Ministerial  Explanations,  464 
Volunteer  Corps,  040 
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Ni 


MijrirESS^  Right  Hon.   Lord  J.   J.   R.,  '  Military  Organization 


Leicestershire ,  N, 
AtUntie  Telegraph  Company,   (No.  2)  Lords' 

Amends,  1042 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1161,  1168 
Criminal  Justice,  Middlesex  (Assistant  Judge) 

Com.  add  cl  1278 
Endowed  Schools,  2R.  763  ;  Com.  769 
Foreign  OfBce,  The  New,  1384 
6reiye*s  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  1047 
London  Corporation  Reform,  1433 
Poor  Law  Board  (Payment  of  Debts),  Com. 

1270 
St.  James's  Park — Berkeley  House,  079 
Supply — Royal  Parks,  1436 
Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  603 

Marlborouqh,  Duke  of 
Church  Rates,  Com.  moved  for,  568,  785 

Marriages  Bill, 
I IR.  1370 

Marsh,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Salisbury 

Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  809 
Queensland,  Colony  of,  1296 

Massey,  Mr.  W.  N.  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) Sal/ord 
Army  Estimates,  1326 
Navy  Estimates,  997,  1001 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No. 

2)  Lords'  Amends.  790 
Supply — Landed  Estates  Court  (Ireland)  1444 

Medical  Charities  Amendment  Act, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Dawson),  863 

Mellor,  Mr.  J.,  Nottingliam 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  151 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1153 
Sandwich  Writ,  453 

Members  Accepting  Office, 

c.  Leave,  704,  [A.  51,  N.  53,  M.  2]  700 

Merchant  Steam  Vessels,  Armament  of 

I.  Question  (Earl  of  Airlie)  1195 

Metropolitan  Carriage  Ways  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  844,  [A.  165,  N.  46,  M.  119]  846; 
1R.»  ib. 

Mexico,  Treatment  of  British  Subjects  in 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Schneider)  878 

Miles,  SirW.,  Somersetshire,  E, 

Municipal  Corporations,  2R.  1360 

Roman  Catholic   Relief  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

852,  1128 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,  1349; — Police, 

1356 

Military  Asylum,  The  Boyal 
c.  Observations  (Gen.  Upton),  1319 

Military  Oath 
0.  Observationf  (Lord  W.  Graham)  1300 


e.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  S.  Horbert), 

Militia,  The 

I,  Question  (Dnko  of  Newcastle),  ] 
Aveland),  295 

Militia  Commission,  The 

c,  Quesdon  (Capt.  Gray),  1054 ;  (Cc 
nell),  1320 

Mills,  Mr.  A.,  Taunton 
Endowed  Schools,  2R.  754 

Milnes,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Pontefract 
Diplomatic  Pensions,  Leave,  600 

Ministerial  Explanations, 
I.  (Earl  of  Derby),  423 ;  (Earl  Granv 
0,  (V'«oount  Palmerston),  478 

Ministerial  Be-Elections 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Brand),  440 

Mint — Supply, 
€,  1354 


MoNCREiFP,  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  see  j 
The  Lord 

Monsell,  Rt.  Hon.  W.,  Limeria 

Army  Estimates,  1268 

Civil    Service    Commission,    Addre 

1071 
Galway  Contract,  The,  655 
Military  Organization,  Com.  moved  i 
Packet,  &o.   Contracts,  Nominatioi 

Adj.  moved,  1092 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,  1348 

bulary  Force  (Ireland),  1445 

Montagu,  Lord,  R.,  Huntingdom 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1140 

MoNTEAGLE,  Lord 
Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2] 
616 

Mowbray,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  R.,  Burl 

Admiralty  Court,  Com.  cl,  1,  1096 

Municipal  Corporations  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  1061  ;  IR.*  t6.; 
2R.  1359 

Murray,  Mr.  W.,  Newcastle-und 
Debtor  and  Creditor,  Law  of,  1055 

Naas,  Rt.  Hon,  Lord,  Cocken 

Endowed  Schools,  Com.  1662 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  ior,  i 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  (Ireliu 
1445 ;— GoTommeat  FriM»%  1444 
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Napier,  Vice  Admiral  Sir  O.,  SoiUhwark 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  150,  872 

Army— The  Uomo  Force,  987 

Bounty  to  Seamen,  002 

National  Defences,  481 

Naral  Defences,  437 

Nayy,  Manning  the — The  Qaeen's  Proclama- 
tion, 431,  422 ;— Estimates,  903,  908,  923, 
943,  907,  999,  1001,  1002,  1009,  1017, 1018, 
1325, 1231,  1232,  1247,  1252,  1253 

St.  James's  Park — Berkeley  House,  983 

Saiional  Debt  Office^  Supply^ 
r.  1354 

Naiianal  Defences, 

L  Obserrations  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  616 
r.  Obserrations    (Sir   C.   Napier),    481 ;  —  see 
Humho',  Ikfenett  of  the 

Nofoal  De/encei, 

«.  Obeerrations  (Sir  C.  Napier),  437 

Naval  Petuumers, 
€.  Question  (Sir  G.  Pcchcll),  974 

Naty, 
Bounty  to  Seamen,    c.  Explanation    (Sir    J. 

PaklDgton),  983  ;   ObserTations  (Sir  0.  Na- 
pier), 992 
Dochyard  CommUsion,  The,  e.  Question  (Mr. 

KinglakeV  899 
Estimates,  L  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  521 ; 
c.  900 ;  Observations  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  989, 

990 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Kinnalrd),  1015 ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  1010,  1223 
Manning  the — The  Queen* s  Proclamation,  c. 

Question    (Sir  C.  Napier),    421 ;    (Sir  J. 

Pakington),    540;    Observations    (Lord    C. 

Paget),  689 
Masters  in  the,  e.  Question  (Mr.  U.  Berkeley), 

539 
Roman  Catholic  Seamen,  c.   Question  (Mr. 

Heunessy),  550 
Shipbuilding  Department,  Question  (Mr.  Jack- 
son), 436 

NswcASTLEyt  Duke  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies) 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  1193 
Italy,  Affairs  o^  1369 
Jamaica  Immigration  Act,  950 
{MUitU,  The,  189 
Ministerial  Explanations,  469 
New  South  AVales  and  QueensUnd,  Debt  of, 

1035 
Volunteer  dorps,  519, 521 

Newdeoate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire,  N, 
Obmk  Bates  Abolition,  Com.  1166 
Endowed  Schools,  Com.  858 
GniTe's  Disabilities  Remoyal,  IR.  652;  2R. 

1046 
Roman  Oaiholic  Relief  Act  Amendment,  2R. 
Ammd.  1097     * 

Catholic  Seamen,  551 
«Mi  Writ.  455 

,  Oath  0^  Res.  15, 19 


Ne^o  South  Wales  and  Queensland,  Debt 

of, 
I,  Question  (Earl  of  Camanron),  1025 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Marsh),  1206 

Newspapers,  <ke,,  Bill, 
c,  1R.»  190 ; 
2R.  432 ;  Adj.  Debate,  556 

NicoL,  Mr.  W.,  Dcmor 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refhge,  1348 

NoRMANBY,  Marquesa  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  53,  80 
Italy,  Affiiirs  of,  860 ;  Papers  moTed  for,  1284, 
1287 

North,  Col.  J.  S.,  Oxfordshire 

Army  Estimates,  1272,  1326 
Army,  Examinations  for  the,  796, 1056 
Gas,  London  (City),  2R.  435 
Ualf-Pay  Officers,  (3om.  moved  for,  712 
Volunteer  Corps,  Com.  moTcd  for,  698 

NoRTHCOTE,  Sir  S.  H.  (Secretary  to  the 

Treasury  t),  Stanford 

Board  of  Trade,  587 

Endowed  Schools,  2R.  Amend.  725 

Financial  Statement— The  Budget,  Res.  1414 

f  India— Cabul  and  Afljg^hanistan  Return,  185 

Navy  Estimates,  1016 

fNavy,  Manning  the— The  Queen's  Proolama- 
tion,  422 

Packet,  die.  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  805  ; 
Nomination  of  Com.  1086 

Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2), 
Lords'  Amends.  961,  964 

Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  973 ;  Explana- 
tion, 1199,  1200 

Supply — Holyhead  Harbour,  1352 ; — Port  Pa- 
trick Harbour,  1358;— Proseoutions,  1856 

Oaths  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  477 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  King*s  Co. 
Packet,  d(c.  Contracts,  Nomination  ot  Com. 

1083 

O'CoNNELL,  Captain  D.,  Tralee 

Militia  Commission,  The,  1320 

Postal  Service  from  EngUmd  to  Aostralia,  865 

Savings  Banks,  587 

O'DoNOGHOE,  The,  Tipperary  Co. 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Law  of,  (Ireland),  1302 

Offences  against  the  Person  Bill, 

e.  IR.*  477 

Outlawries  Bill, 
e,  1R.»  98 

OvERSToNE,  Lord 
Vernon  and  Turner  Galleries,  Corrcspondeiioe 
moved  for,  188 
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Paoke,  Mr.  C.W.,  Leicestershire,  S, 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1154 
Criminal  Justice  Middleses  (Assistant  Judge), 
2R.  600 


Packet  and  Telegraphic  ContraclSt 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Chancellor  of  tho  Exche- 
quer), 800;  Amend.  (Mr.  Beamish),  829; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  840 ;  Nomination  of 
Com.,  1077;  That  Mr.  Baxter  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Com.,  [A.  133,  N.  34,  M.  101] 
1087;  Amend.  (Mr.  Butt)  13(J0,  [A.  47,  N. 
134,  M.  87]  1362 


Paget,  Lord  C.  E.  (Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty), Sandwich 

Bounty  to  Seamen,  986 

Chichester  Harbour  Embankment,  SR.  Amend. 
1379 

Dockyard  Commission,  The,  809 

DoYor  Mail  Contract,  1221 

Naral  Pensioners.  974 

Navy  Estimates,  900,  008,  917,  921,  943,  944, 
997,  998,  999,  1003,  1004,  1011, 1016,  1240, 
1242 

Navy — Shipbuilding  Department,  436  ; — Man- 
ning the,  540,  589,  590 

Sandwich  Election,  Withdrawal  of  Petition, 
1292 

Western  Yacht  Club  of  Ireland,  1383 


Pakington,  Rt.    Hon.    Sir  J.    S.    (First 

Lord  of  the  Adniiraltyt),  Droitwich 

f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  358,  372 

Bounty  to  Seamen,  Explanation,  983,  986 

Dockyard  Commission,  The,  899 

Dover  Mail  Contract,  1221 

Navy,  Masters  in  the,  539  : — Manning  the,  540, 
589  ;— Estimates,  908,  016,  943,  097,  999, 
1004,  1000,  1010,  1015,  1017,  1220,  1232, 
1239,  1240,  1244,  1250  , 

Roman  Catholic  Seamen,  550 

Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  1347 

Palaces,  Royal — Supply 
€,  1337 


Palk,  Mr.  L.,  Devonshire,  S. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  234 
Criminal  Justice  Middlesex  (Assistant  Judge), 

2R.  600 
Privilege,  Breach  of,  647 
Volunteer  Corps,  Com.  moved  for,  678,  699 


Palmerston,!  Rt.  Hon.  Visct.  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Tiverton 
f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  171,  213 
Business,  Public,  540,  55Q 
Church  Kates  Abolition,  2R.  1173 ;  Com.  1186 
Civil  Service  Commission,  Address  moved,  1072 
Greive's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  1050 
Italy,  Affairs  of,  893 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  477 
Ix>ndon  Corporation  Reform,  1431 
Military  Organization,  Com.  moyed  for,  613 

TOL.  CLIV.  [third  series.]       Icont. 


pALMBRBTOir,  Bi.  HoD.  Viso^i. — cotU, 

Ministerial  Statement,  478 

f  Navy,  Manning  the — The  Queen's  Proclama- 

.tion,  422 ;— Estimates,  944 
Packet,  Ac.  Contracts,  Nomination  of  Com. 

1092 
Poor  Law  Board  (Payment  of  Debts),  Com. 

1279 
Reform  BUI,  590 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

852,  1122 
Scotch  Episcopal  Clergy  in  tho  English  Church, 

873,  1302 
t Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  9, 10, 
Supply,  507»  508;  —  Superannuations,   19SB, 

1336,   1337  ;~  Harbours  of  Refuge,  1350, 

1352;— Court  of  Probate,  Ac.,  1357;— The 

Royal  Parks,  1441 
Thames,  River,  Returns  moved  for,  601 


Parks,  The  Royal 

c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Ewart),  ISOO  ;  — Supply, 
1433 — see  St,  Jameses  Park 


Parliament,  New  Houses  of — Supply 

€.  1338, 1354 


Parliament,  Opening  of, 
I,  1  ;  Approval  of  the  Speaker,  10  ; 
The  Queen's  Speech,  21 ;  Address  in  Answer 
(Earl  of  Powis),  23  ;  Her  Majesty's  Reply, 
186 
c.  3  ;  Choice  of  a  Speaker,  4  ;  Approval  of,  12  ; 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech  (Mr.  A.  F. 
Egerton),  98;  Amend.  (Marquess  of  Uar- 
tington),  122;  Adj.  Debate,  193,  297,  [A. 
323,  N.  310,  M.  13]  416 ;  Notice  (Lord  J. 
Russell),  421 ;  Der  Majesty's  Reply,  431 

Patten,  Col.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  jV. 
Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2),   I^ords' 

Amends.  1041 
Charing  Cross  Railway,  3R.  435 
Railway  Companies  Arbitration,  Leave,  668 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  4 

Pawnbrokers  Bill,  ^ 

e.  1R.»  955 

Paxton,  Sir  J.,  Coventry 
Army  Estimates,  1382 

Supply— Superannuations,  1335,  1336  ;^Royal 
Parks,  1433,  1436,  1440 

Paymaster  General — Supply, 

c.  1354 

Peacocke,  Mr.  G.  M.  W.,  Maldon 
Controverted  Elections,  1383 

Pease,  Mr.  H.,  Durham,  S, 
Supply— New  Houses  of  Parliament,  1840 ;    ' 
Uarboun  of  Rtlbge,  1348 
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p£CUELL«  Rear  Adm.  Sir  G.  R.  B,, Brighton 
Naval  Pensioners,  97i 

Peel,  Rt.  Hon.  Major  Gen.  J.,  Huntingdon 
Army  Estimates,  1261,  1270 
Army— Examinations  for  the,  707, 1056 ;— The 

Home  Force,  988 
Half  Pay  Officers,  Com.  moved  for,  713 
Humber,  Defences  of  the,  801 
Indian  Army,  Organization  of  the,  1213 
Military  Organization,  Com.  moved  for,  611 
Volunteer  Corps,  Com.  moved  for,  680 

Perry,  Sir  T.  E.,  Devonport 
Endowed  Schools,  2R.  755 

Personation  Bill, 
c.  1R.»477 

Perugia, 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Rich),  705 

Peto,  Sir  S.  M.,  Finshury 
Army  Estimates,  1270, 1272 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  826 
Stado  Tolls,  1382 

Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  602 
Thames,  River,  Returns  moved  for,  600,  601 

Petty  Sessional  Dimsions  Bill, 

f.  1R,»456;  2R.»558 

Phiupps,  Mr.  J,  H.,  Haverfordwest 

Highways,  Leave,  843 

Picture  Galleries, 
c.  Correspondence  moved  for    (Mr,  Cowper), 
608 

PlGOTT,  Mr.  Serjt.  F.,  Reading 
Financial  Statement — The  Budget,  Res.*  1417 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  Amendment,  211. 
852 

Police — Supply, 

c<  1356,  1358 

PoiyrLaw  Board  {Payment  of  Debts)  Bill, 

C.1R.»433; 
2R.  1018  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Walter),  1020 )  Adj. 
moved  (Mr.  Henley),  1021,  [A.  44,  N.  64, 
M.  20]    1023 ;  [p.q,  A.  60,  N.  43,  M.  17] 
ib. 
Com.  1270 ;  Adj.  Debate,  1858 

Poor  Law^^Supply, 

0.1854 

Poor  Laws, 

€.  Withdrawal  of  Notice  (Mr.  Ayrton),  655 

PoftTKAV,  Lord 
CShnroii  Rates,  J  R.  533  ;  Com.  moved  for,  578 


Postal  Service  from  England  io  Australia^ 
e.  Question  (Capt.  D.  O'Connell),  805 

Post  Office^Supply, 

c.  1334 

Powis,  Earl  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  23 

Printing  Committeet 

c.  Instruction  (Lord  R.  Cecil),   1074 ;    Motion 
withdrawn,  1075 

Prisons — Supply, 
c.  1446 


Privilege,  Breach  of, 

e.  Observations  (Mr.  6. 


(Mr.  0.  Stanley),  441,  541 


Privy  Seal,  Lord^^Supply, 
e.  1354 


Probate  Court,  dc, — Supply, 

c.  1347, 1356 

Property,  Law  of,  and  Tnutees  Belief 
Amendment  nill, 

1 1R.»  20  ;  2R.»  185  ;  8R.«  295 
(?,1R.»477; 
2R.  500 

Prosecutions — Supply, 

cl356 

Public  Improvements  BiU, 

c.  Leave,  430 ;  IR.*  1040 

Public  Justice  Offences  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  477 

Public    Works    Loan    Commissioners  — 
Supply, 

e,  1354 


Puller,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Hertfordshire 

Endowed  Schools,  2R.  729 

Financial  Statement— The  Budgeti  Rds.,  1415 

Punishment  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  477 

Qtteen*s  Speech,  The, 

I.  21  ;  Address  in  Answer  (Earl  of  Powis)^  88  ; 
Her  Majesty's  reply,  186 

c.  Address  in  Answer  (Mr.  A.  F.  EgertonX  98  ; 
Amend.  (Marquess  of  Ilartington),  122;  A^J. 
Debate,  103,  207,  [A.  328,  N.  310,  M.  13] 
416;  Notice  (Lord  J.  Russell),  421;  Iler 
Majesty's  reply,  431 ;  Consid.*  48t 
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Queensland,  Colony  of, 
/.  Question  (Earl  of  Carnarvon),  1025 
c,  Question  (Mr.  Marsh),  1296 

Queen^s  Prison^  Supply, 
c.  1358 


Railway  Companies  Arbitration  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  668 ;  1R«  716  ;  2R.»  1129 

Bating  of  Public  Establishments y 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Angerstein),  794 

Records,  Public-^  Supply, 

c.  1354 


Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company 
(No.  2).  Bill 

c,  IR.*  190  ;  2R .•  t6.  ;  3R»  430 
/.  1R.»423;  2R»433;  3R.  610 
c.  Lords'  Amends.,  790;  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Graham), 
955,  [A.  130,  N.  177,  M.  47]  970 

Redesdale,    Lord,    (Chairman    of    Com- 
mittees), 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court,  Returns 
moved  for,  567,  784 

Reform  Bill 
c.  Question  (Mr.  £.  James),'500 

Register  Office,  General — Supply, 

c.  1354 


Registration  Acts  Consolidation  Bill, 
l.  IR.  1370 

Religious  Processions,  Saluting  of 
c.  Motion  postponed,  1056 

Resignation  of  Ministers, 
c.  Observations  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
431 

Ricu,  Mr.  H.,  Richmond 
Dover  Mail  Contract,  1220 
Packet  Contracts,  Com.  moved  for,  828 
Perugia,  795 

Ridley,  Mr.  G.,  Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Navy  Estimates,  1008 

Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  607 

RiPON,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  for  War) 

Kinsale,  Riots  at,  1281 

MUitia— Rifle  Corps  (Ireland),  787,  789 

Volunteer  Corps,  512,  516,  521,  947,  949 

Robertson,  Mr.  D.,  Bertoickshire 
Education  (Scotland),  1298 


Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  390 

Dover  Election,  1385 

Dover  Mail  Contract,  1222 

Endowed  Schools,  Nomination  of  Com.  1076 

Financial  Statement,  Res.  1427 

Greivo's  Disabilities  Removal,  2R.  1047 

Packet,  Ac,  Contracts,  Nomination  of  Com. 

1077,  1083 
Printing  Committee,  Instruction,  1075 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2), 

Lords'  Amends.  963 

Roman  Catholic  Charities 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Kinnaird),  867 

Roman  Catholic  Member*s  Oath 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Maguire),  862 

Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  Amendment 
Bill, 

(?.  Leave,  713;  1R.»  715  ; 

2R.  851;  Adj.  Debate,  1097;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Newdegate),  1105 ;  Adj.  moved  (Col.  Dick- 
son), 1122,  [A.  142,  N.  210,  M.  08]  1128; 
Adj.  moved  (Sir  E.  Grogan)  ib. 

Roman  Catholic  Seamen, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hennessy),  550 

r 

RossLYN,  Earl  of 
Militia,  The,  295 

RussELL,t  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J.,  (Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,)  London 

f  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  288,  874, 
421 

Bankruptcy,  1296 

Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1179 

Feejee  Islands,  The,  1053 

French  Fleets  at  Brest  and  Cherbourg,  1293 

Germany,  Correspondence  with,  889 

Italy,  Affairs  of— The  British  Commissioners, 
fi39  ;— The  Armistice,  867, 975, 976  ;— Count 
Cavour's  Circular,  882,  886;  Explanation, 
892  ;— -The  Peace,  1051,  1298,  1316 

Japan,  Importation  of  Opium  into,  1294 

t Jewish  Members,  Oath  of.  Res.  14, 15,  18 

Perugia,  795 

Slaves,  Sale  of,  in  Brazil,  586,  1219 

Stade  ToUs,  1382 

Treaty,  Alleged,  between  France  and  Rosiia, 
794 

Rutland,  Duke  of 

Italy,  Affi&irs  of.  Papers  moved  for,  1287 
Siinisterial  ExpUnations,  461,  462 
National  Defences,  648 

Ryland,  Mr.,  Case  cf 
e.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Gregory),  656,  [A.  20, 
N.235,  M.  215J668 

St,  James's  Park — Berkeley  House 
€,  Observations  (Mr.  Kinnaird),  976 
3  0  2 
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St.  Leonards,  Lord, 

Stntuto  Law  Consolidation,  IR.  1377 
Vernon  and  Turner  Galleries,  Correspondence 
moved  for,  189 


{INDEX,  1869}  SCO  SHE 

Scotland — cont. 
UniventUi  L  Question  (Earl  of  Airlie),  1080 


Salisbuby,  Marquess  of,  (Lord  President 
of  the  Council) 
Militia,  The,  180 

Vernon  and  Turner  Galleries,  Correspondence 
moved  for,  188 

Salmon  Fisheries  Bill, 

c.  1R.*650;  2R»1129 

Salomons,  Mr.  Alderman,  Greenwich 

Financial  Statement — The  Budget,  Res.  1424 
Supply  —  New  Houses  of  Parliament,  1346, 
1347  ;— Royal  Parks,  1441 

Sandwich,  Earl  of 

Volunteer  Corps,  521 

Sandwich  Election 
e.  Withdrawal  of  Petition,  1292 

Sandwich  Writ 

c.  447 

Savings^  Banks, 
e.  Question  (Capt.  D.  O'Connell),  587 

Schneider,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Norwich 

Mexico,  Treatment  of  British  Subjects  in,  878 

Sgholefield,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham 
Food,  Adulteration  of,  2R.  846 

Schools,  Endowed 
I,  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  295 

Schools,  Endowed  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  184; 

2R.   716  ;   Amend.  (Sir  S.  Northcote)   729, 

[o.  q,  A.  210,  N.  192,  M.  18]  766  ; 
Com.  769  ;  Adj.  Debate,  853  ;  Nomination  of 
Com.  1075,  1362 

Schools,  Endowed,  {Ireland) 
I  Question  (Earl  of  Cork),  951 

Scotland, 

Education,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Caird),  1294;  (Mr. 
Robertson),  1298 

Episcopal  Clergy  in  the  English  Church,  e.  Ob- 
servations (Mr.  Steuart),  871  ;  Question  (Mr. 
Hunt),  1302; —  see  Oreive's  Disability  Re- 
moval Bill 

Roads,  «$*£.,  e.  Question  (Sir  A.  Agnew),  972 

Sheriff* t  Courts,  c.  Question  (Viscount  Duncan) 
1200 

Supply  —  Portpatrick  Barbour,  c,    1352  ;  — 
Queen*s  Remembrancer; — Registrar  General,  [ 
Edinburgh,   \36i  ;  ^ FoUce,  1356  ;  — Xaio 
Courts  ; — Criminal  Prosecutions,  1442  ; 

[cont,      \ 


See 

Edinburgh,   ^c.  Annuity  Tax  Abolition  Bill 
Jury  Trial  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment  Bill 
Universities,  {Scotland)  Bill 

Scully,  Mr.  V.,  Cork  Co. 

Kinsale,  Riots  at,  1295,  1383 
Land,  Registration  of,  (Ireland)  1295 
Land,  Transfer  of,  191 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  192 
Ordnance  Survey  of  Ireland,  1385 
Packet,  Ao;  Contracts,  Nomination  of  Com. 
1087.  1090 

Secret  Services — Supply 

c,  1354 

Secretaries  of  State  {Home,  Foreign  and 

Colonial) — Supply 
c.  1354. 

Select  Vestries  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  20 

Selwyn,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Camhiidge  Vnivenity 
Financial  Statement,  Res.  1425 
Volunteer  Corps,  Com.  moved  for,  698 

Serpentine,  The 
c.  Question  (Sir  W.  Farquliar),  653 

Settled  Estates  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
c.  1R.»1129 

Sewage  of  the  Metropolis — see  Drainage, 
Metropolitan 

Seymeb,  Mr.  H.  K.,  Dorsetshire 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  251,  258, 

259 
Chichester  Harbour  Embankment,  3R.  1880 

Seymour,  Mr.  H.  Danbt,  Poole 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  341 
Sandwich  Writ,  454 

Seymour,  Mr.  W.  Digby,  Southampton 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  168 
Coasting  Trade  of  the  United  States,  868 
Foreign   Enlistment  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 
700,  704 
Laurel,"  Seizure  of  the  Ship,  790 


f( 


Shaftesbury,  Earl  of 

Catholic  University,  Dublin,  185 
Vernon  and  Turner  Galleries,  Correspondeneo 
moved  for,  188 

Shelley,  Sir  J.  V.,  Westminster 
Criminal  Justice  Middlesex  (Assistant  Judge) 

Com.  el.  1, 1276 
Gas  Regulation,  Metropolitan,  Leiiv«,  507 

Iconic 
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Shellet,  Sir  J.  V. — cont.  | 

London  Corporation  Reform,  1202»  1290 
Parks,  The,  1301 
Thames,  Riyer,  Pariflcation,  603 
Volunteer  Corps,  63i  ;  Com.  moved  for,  001 

Slaney,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Shrewsbury 
Criminal  Prooednre,  Leave,  505 
Public  Improvements,  Leave,  430 
St.  James's  Park— Berkeley  House,  982 

Slaves,  Sale  of,  in  Brazil, 
c.  Question  Griffl  th),  6S5, 1218 

Smith,  Mnj.  Gen.  Sir  J.  M,  F.,  Chatham, 

Army  Estimates,  1265 

Smith,  Mr.  A.,  Truro 
London  Corporation  Reform,  H32, 1433 
Members  Accepting  Office,  Leave,  705 
Navy  Estimates,  998 
Packet,  &c.  Contracts,   Nomination  of  Com. 

1088 
Supply— Offices  of  Woods,  Ac.,  Rep.  1428 

Solicitor  General,    The,    (Sir  H.    M. 
Cairns),  Belfast 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  395 
Land,  Transfer  of,  101 — see  also  Cairns,  Sir  II. 
M. 

Solicitor  Geneeal,  The  (SirH.  S.  Keat- 
ing), Beading 

Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  772 
Criminal  Procedure,  Leave,  501 

Somerset,  Duke  of,  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2),  3R.  616 
Merchant  Steam  Vessels,  Armament  of,  1107 
National  Defences,  640 
Navy  Estimates,  525 

Somerville,  lit.    Hon.  Sir  W.  M.,  Can- 
terbury 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 
713  ;  2R.852,  1127,1128 

Speaker,  The,   (Rt.  Hon.  J.  E.  Deoison), 
Nottinghamshire,  N, 
Address  in  Answer  to  tlie  Speech,  266 
Army,  Examination  for  the,  706  ;^The  Home 

Force,  087 
Bounty  to  Seamen,  085 
Endowed  Schools,  Com.  771 ;  Nomination  of 

Com.  1075 
Foreign  Policy— Affairs  of  Italy,  537 
India,  Operations  in — Acknowledgment  of  Vote 

ofThanks,  08,  207,  433 
Jewish  Members,  Oath  of,  Res.  18, 10,  20 
London  Corporation  Reform,  1433 
National  Defences,  482 
Naval  Defences,  437 
Poor  Law  Board  (Paymeni  of  Debts),  Oom. 

1350 
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Spbakkb,  The — eont, 

Priyilego,  Breach  of,  445 

Red  Sc^  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2) 

Lords'  Amends.  700,  063,  060,  070 
Regimental  Quartermasters,  678 
Sandwich  Writ,  440,  454 ;  Withdrawal  of  Po- 

tition,  1202,  1203 
Speaker,  Choice  of  a,  7,8, 10, 11, 12 
Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  1200 
Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  602 

Speaker,  Choice  of  a 
L  Approval  of,  10 
€.  4  ;  Approval  of,  12 

Spooner,  Mr.  R.,  Warwickshire,  N. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  245 
Jewish  Members,  Oath  of.  Res.  10 

Stade  Tolls, 

c.  Question  (Sir  M.  Peto),  1382 

Stanhope,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Lincolnshiret  N, 

Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  Amendment,  9R. 
1127 

Staniland,  Mr.  M.,  Boston 
Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  1157 

Stanley,    Rt.  Hon.  Lord,   (Secretary  of 

State  for  Indiaj),  King* s  Lynn 
fDelhi,  King  of.  Trial  of,  430 
Indian  Army,  Organiiation  of  the,  1216 
Indian  Loan,  540 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  (No.  2),  3 R.  615 
Red  Sea  and  India  Telegraph  Company  (No.  3), 

3R.510 
Vernon  and  Turner  GaUeries,  Correspondence 

moved  for,  180 

Stanley,  Hon.  W.  0.,  Beaumaris 

Sandwich  Writ,  452 

Privilege,  Breach  of,  441,  445,  446,  447,  541 

548 

Stationery,  Printing,  <fcc. — Supply ^ 

€.  1354 

Statute  Law  Commisswn, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  L.  King),  703 

Steam  OarriageSf  Tolls  on,  Bill, 
e.  1R.»441 

Steuart,  Mr.  A.,  Cambridge 
Finaneial  Stotement—The  Budget,  Ret.  1416 
Greive's  Disabilities  Removal,  IR.  Adj,  mevod, 

650,  652  ;  2R.  Amend.  1048 
Sandwich  Writ,  440,  454 
Scotch  Episcopal  Clergy  in  the  Engliah  Ohwsh, 

871 
Supply— County  Coorta— 1858 
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Stirling,  Mr.  W.  Perthshire 

Groi?e'8  Disabilities  Remo?al,  2R.  1044 
Stratford  de  Redolifpe,  Viscount 

Italy,  Affairs  of,  614  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  855, 

859, 1187 ;  Papers  moved  for,  1288 
Ministerial  Explanations,  462 
National  Defences,  627 

Stuaet,  Major  W.,  Bedford 

Army  Estimates,  1270 

Imprisonment  for  Small  Debts,  Leave,  674 

Submarine  Telegraph  Company, 
c.  Question  (Sir  S.  NorthooteJ,  073 ;    Explana- 
tion, 1199 

Superannuations —  Supply, 

c,  1334 ;  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  [r.  p, 
A.  19,N.  61,M.  42]1337 

Supply,  c.  607 

Admiralty  Courts,  1356 

Army  EstimaUs,  1253,  1322 

Auditing  of  Publie  AecownU,  1354 

Civil  Service  Commission,  1354 

Committee  of  Privy  Council  for  Trade,  1354 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland^,  1444 

Consular  Ofices  at  Constantinople,  1347 

Convicts,  1448 

Copyhold,  Inelosure,  and  Tithe  Commission, 
1354 

County  Courts,  Amend.  (Visct.  Duncan),  1357 ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  1358 

Counti^  Roads,  South  Wales,  1354 

Crimvuit  Prosecutions,  1442 

Crown  Office,  Queen's  Bench,  1356 

Custmns  Department,  1333 

Embassy  Bouses  Abroad,  1347 

Exchequer,  Comptroller  Oeneral  of,  1354 

Factories,  Inspectors  of,  1354 

Friendly  Societies,  Registrars  of,  1354 

Furniture  for  Public  Departments,  1338 

Harbours  of  Refuge,  1347 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Bax- 
ter), 1350 ;  Amend,  and  Motion  withdrawn, 
1352 

Bolyhead  Harbour,  1352 

Inelosure  and  Drainage  Acts,  1354 

Inland  Revenue  Department,  1334 

Insolvent  Debtors  Court,  1356 

Landed  Estates  Court  {Ireland),  1443 

Law  Charges,  1356 

Law  Courts  (Ireland),  1442,  1443,  1444,  1446 

Law  Courts  (Scotland),  1442 

Lord  LietUenant  of  Ireland,  1354 

Lunacy,  Commissioners  in,  1354 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland),  Inspectors  of,  1354 

Mint,  1354 

National  Debt  Office,  1354 

Navy  Estimates,  900,  996 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Kin- 
naird),  1015 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  1016, 1223 

Officers,  Houses  of  Parliament,  1354 

ParliametU,  New  Houses  of,  1338 

Paymaster  General,  1354 

Paymaster  of  Civil  Services  (^Ireland),  1854 

Police,  1356, 1358, 1444 

Poor  Law,  1354 

Port  Patrick  Harbour,  1352 

Postage  of  Letters,  1356 

Post  Office,  1334 

Prisons,  1446 

[eont. 


Supply^'Ooni. 
Privy  Council  Office,  1354 
Privy  Seal,  1354 
Probate  Court,  1347, 1356 
Prosecutions,  1356 
Public  Buildings,  IS38 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners,  1354 
Publie  Works  (Ireland),  1352 
Queen's  Prison,  1358 
Qu€en*s  Remembrancer  (Scotland),  1354 
Records,  Public,  1354 
Register  Offices  (London,  Dublin,  and  Edin^* 

burah),  1354, 1442 
Royal  Palaces,  1337 
R<yyal  Parks,  1433 
Secret  Services,  1354 
Secretaries  of  State,  (Home,  Foreign,  and  Co^ 

lonial),  1354 
Stationery,  Printing,  ^c,  1354 
Superannuations,  1334 ;   Acfj.  moved  (Mr.  W. 

Williams),  [r.p.  A.  19,  N.  61,  M.  42]  1337 
Treasury,  1354 

West  India  Islands  Relief  Commission,  1354 
Woods  and  Works,  Offices  of,  1354 ;  Report, 

1428 

Sykes,  Col.  W.  H.,  Aberdeen  City 

Feejee  Islands,  The,  1052 

Indian  Army,  Organization  of  the,  1217 

Navy  Estimates,  1005 

Supply— Office  of  Woods,  &c..  Rep.  1430 

Telegraph  Companies,  see  Atlantic — Brt-  * 
tish  and  Canadian — Packet  Contracts 
— Red  Sea  and  India — Submarine 

Tempest,    Lord    A.    F.    C.    W.   Vane, 
Durham,  N, 
Land  Transport  Corps,  1219 

Tetnham,  Lord 
Church  Rates,  Com.  moved  for,  576 

Thames,  Biver 
c.  Returns  moved  for  (Sir  M.  Peto),  600 

Thames,  Biver,  Purification, 
c.  Leave,  602 ;  Motion  neg.  608 

TiTE,  Mr.  W.,  Bath 
Charing  Cross  Railway,  3R.  434 
Foreign  Office,  The  New,  795, 1296 
St.  James's  Park— Berkeley  House,  980 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  1344 
Thames,  River,  Purification,  Leave,  604 

ToRRENS,  Mr.  R.,  Carrtchfergus 
Indi»— Organization  of  the  Army,  652 

Trade,  Committee  of  Frivy  Council  for — 
Supply, 

c,  1354 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»650;  2R.»U29 

Treasury -^  Supply, 

0.1354 


